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-'tnted.     By  the  Duke  of  Rich 
.^.  iS,  and  Trail,  for  a  uniform  rate 

of  fttiB^^  lerdeen,  for  an  alteration  in  the 

Standing  Ordeiv.  to  Private  Dills.— -By  the  Mar- 

queas  of  LANBOOMrxfty  •«  n  a  place  in  Wiltshire,  for  the 
immediate  abolition  of  the  Apprentioeahip  tystem  in  the 
West  Indies. 

Affairs  of  Canada.]  Lord  Gieneig 

had,  he  said,  to  present  to  their  Lordships, 
by  the  command  of  her  Majesty,  certain 
papers  relative  to  tlie  affairs  of  Canada. 
These  papers,  he  had  to  appri&e  their 
Lordships,  were  the  sequel  to  papers  pre- 
sented to  that  House  about  three  weeks 
ago.  He  wished  then  to  state  to  their 
Lordships,  that  in  submitting  to  them 
these  papers,  which  would  be  found  to 
relate  to  the  same  subject  as  the  papers 
formerly  presented,  it  was  his  disposition 
— he  might  say  more,  it  was  his  wish — if 
he  had  their  Lordships*  concurrence  in  so 
doing,  at  once  to  enter  into  tlic  subject  to 
which  these  papers  referred.  But  he  uaa 
aware  that  there  was  some  informality  in 
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such  a  proceeding;  and  that  the  more 
regular  course  would  be  to  fix  a  time  at 
which  the  subject  could  be  brought  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  He  was 
quite  ready,  he  was  quite  prepared,  to 
enter  into  the  subject  then,  and  to  submit 
it  to  their  Lordships*  consideration;  but 
he  was  induced  to  submit  to  their  Lord- 
ships' judgment,  whether  he  ought  to  pro- 
ceed at  that  moment,  or  whether  he  should 
call  the  consideration  of  the  House  to  the 
subject  on  the  earliest  day  possible.  On 
this  point,  then,  he  wished  to  submit  to 
their  Lordshipb'  judgment.  If  it  was  their 
Lordships'  wish  or  opinion  that  he  had 
better  not  enter  upon  the  subject  then,  he 
would  give  notice  that  he  would,  on  the 
earliest  day  possible,  on  Thursday,  move  an 
humble  address  to  her  Majesty  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  affairs  of  Canada. 

Lord  Brougham  observed,  tiiat  having 
taken  an  active  part,  as  one  of  his  late 
Majesty's  servants,  with  respect  to  this 
subject,  and  having  given  to  it  the  irc^t 
solemn  and  serious  considenitiou,  when  it 
was  heretofore  in  that  House,  he  felt  bound 
to  say,  without  wishing  to  delay  the  ex- 
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pression  of  his  opiuion  upon  this  subject, 
that  he  thought  the  most  convenient  course 
now  to  be  followed  was  that  which  was  ino.st 
customary — the  giving  notice  of  the  inten- 
tion to  move  an  address  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible period.  He  was  clearly  of  opinion  that 
this  would  be  the  fairest  course  of  proceed- 
ing towards  her  Majesty's  Government^ 
the  fairest  towards  their  Lordships,  and 
the  most  just  and  satisfactory  to  all  ihe 
parties  concerned. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  that  with  re- 
spect to  this  subject  a  different  course  had 
been  pursued  by  their  Lordships  from  that 
which  he  wished,  and  which  had  l)een 
adopted  previous  to  the  adjournment  by 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  His  noble 
Friend  (Lord  John  Russell)  had  given  dis- 
tinct notice  thut  he  would  make  a  motion 
upon  the  subject  of  Canada.  He  (Lord 
Melbourne)  certainly  had  said,  that  he 
would  call  the  attention  of  their  Lordships 
to  it,  but  he  had  not  given  any  distinct 
notice  for  a  particular  day  on  which  he 
.night  bring  it  forward;  nor  were  their 
Lordships  summoned.  Under  such  cir- 
cumstances he  did  not  think  it  right  nor 
fair  to  call  upon  their  Lordships  for  a  dis- 
tinct vote  upon  measures  of  such  import- 
ance; but  at  the  same  time  he  felt  that 
there  was  a  certain  degree  of  inconvenience, 
and  that  it  might  appear  disrespectful  to 
their  Lordships,  that  a  statement  should 
be  made  to  the  other  House  and  no  state- 
ment made  in  this.  He  had  suggested  to 
his  noble  Friend  the  course  that  he  <  on- 
sidered  ought  to  be  followed  in  laying  the 
papers  upon  the  Table  of  their  Loidships' 
House,  and  it  >vas  out  of  respect  to  their 
Lordships  that  he  adopted  the  course  now 
subtnitied  to  them.  He  certainly  fe!t,  that 
the  course  the  most  proper  and  the  most 
convenient  would  be  lor  his  noble  Friend 
to  give  notice  of  his  motion  for  Thursday, 
and  he  begged  of  their  Lordships  to  under  • 
stand  that  this  course  was  proposed  out  of 
deference  to  them. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  thought,  that 
it  would  be  most  desirable  to  know  what 
was  the  nature  of  the  proceedings  to  be 
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case  of  war — hostilities  bad  been   already 
committed.      In    such   a  case,    then,    the 
original  proceeding  ought  to  be  a  message 
from  her  Majesty,  and  an  answer  to  her 
Majesty's    message;    then    their     House 
ought  to  adopt  an  hjimble  Address   to  her 
Majesty.    That  was  his  opinion  as  to  what 
ou^^ht  to  be  the  natural  course  of  proceed- 
ing on  this  subject.     He  was  the    more 
unxious  upon  this  point  because  his  opioion 
was,  that  that  course  of  proceeding  ought 
to  be  adopted  which   was  most  likely  to 
serve  as  the  foundation  for  the  successful 
termination   of  the   unfortunate   state   of 
affairs  in  the  country  to  which  these  pro- 
ci^edings  related.     His  opinion  was,   that 
her  Majesty  and  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ought  to  speak  out  upon  this  subject. 
Not  only  they,  in  both   Houses  of  Parlia- 


ment,   but    also   the   country,   ought    to 
understand  upon  what  ground  it  w;>s,  that 
her   MHJesty  and  her   Majesty's  Govern- 
ment intended  to  stand  upon  this  question, 
and  that,  too,  in  relaiion  to  that  country 
and  to  Canada  ;  and  the  sooner  they  un- 
derstood  this  the  better,  and    the    more 
speedy  would  be  the  termination  of  these 
unfortunate  disputes.     He  had  no  doubt 
that  her    Majesty's  Ministers  would  call 
upon  Parliament  to  support  her  Majesty's 
Government.     He  ho|)ed  they  would  call 
upon  Parliament  in  such  a  manner  as  that 
Parliament  would  be  enabled   to  pledj^e 
themselvesto  thesupport  of  her  Majesty,  and 
that  preparations  would  be  made  for  bring- 
ing the  war  to  a  speedy  and  certain  cou- 
clusion  as  soon  as  the  s<  ason  opened.  If  such 
a  course  were  prop(»sed  he  should  be  prepared 
to  support  her  Maje^.ty's  Ciovernment.  He 
entreated  iheir  Lordships,  and  he  entreated 
her   Maies'v's  Government,  not  to  submit 
to  any  other  course.     He  mtreatcd  them 
to  remember  that  a  great  country  like  this 
could  have  no  such  thing  as  a  little  war. 
He  wished  them  to  understand  that  they 
ought  to  enter  on  such  operations  upon 
such  a  scale,  and  in  such  a  manner,  and 
with  -such  a  determination  to  the  final  ob- 
ject, as  must  niake  it  quite  certain  that 
ihey  would  succeed,  an(l  that,  too,  at  the 


proposed  by  her  Majesty's  Government  at  ,  earliest   possible   period   afrcr   the  season 


the  next  meeting  of  that  House.     He  con 

fessed  that  he  had  a  very  strong  opinion 

upon   this   subject.       It  was  his  opinion 

that  the  course  of  proceeding  by  an  Ad- 

dres?i  from  that  and  the  other  ftoiise  of 

Purliament,  was  not  a  regular  course  of 

proceeding  in  such  a  case  as  the  present.  |  ojjinions  which  had  been  expressed  by  the 

His  opinion  was  that  this  was  a  case  o\'\  n(»blc  Duko  ;  l.e  quite  agreed  with  him  in 

war.     He  was  sorry  to  say  it — it  was  a  i  the  necessity  of  her  Miijesty's  Government 


opencil.  lie  begi^ed  to  ask  of  her  Ma- 
jesty'^  Government  as  to  the  course  whish 
was' intended  to  be  pursued  upon  Thursday 
I  ext,  in  order  that  they  might  pre |  are 
thtnisehcs  fairly  for  the  discussion. 
Viscount     Mclhourne    ai'reed     in    the 
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being  explicit  as  to  the  line  of  conduct 
which  they  proposed  to  adopt ;  and  he 
quite  agreed  with  the  reasonableness  of  the 
expectation  entertained  by  the  noble  Duke 
that  the  preparations  mane  should  be  on 
such  a  scale  as  to  bring  these  affairs  to  a 
speedy  conclusion.  Perhaps  in  the  first 
instance,  the  more  usual  course  ought  to 
be  the  sending  down  a  message ;  but 
papers  had  been  sent  down,  and  those 
papers  const!  tu  ted  a  message.  There  won  Id 
then  have  been  an  inconvenience  and  an  in- 
congruity in  sending  down  a  message  from 
the  Thronei  after  the  principal  matter 
which  must  form  the  subject  of  that  mes- 
sage was  already  before  the  House.  The 
noble  Lord  bad  said,  that  he  hoped  her 
Majesty's  Ministers  would  speak  out  upon 
the  present  occasion.  Unaoubtedly  they 
would:  and  he  was  ready  to  admit  that 
though  it  might  have  given  somewhat 
more  solemnity  and  weight  to  their  present 
proceedings  to  have  had  a  msssage  from 
the  Throne  in  the  first  instance,  yet  he 
trujted  that  both  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
and  the  Houses  of  Parliament  would  adopt 
such  a  tone  as  must  render  sufficiently  ap* 
parent  the  determination  of  this  country, 
consistently  with  a  due  regard  to  the  rights 
of  others,  to  maintain  its  dignity  and  station 
amongst  the  nations  of  the  earth. 

Lord  Ellenhorough  was  understood  to  say 
that  their  Lordships'  ought  to  know  the 
terms  of  the  address.  A  message  if  sent 
down  to  the  House  would  apprise  them  of 
that  of  which  the  papers  did  not  inform 
them,  the  existence  of  a  state  of  war.  The 
papers  which  they  then  had  did  not  tell 
them  when  war  had  commenced,  altlioiigh 
they  might  shew  that  it  existed.  He 
wisned  the  noble  Baron  to  tell  them  the 
terms  of  the  address  he  meant  to  propose. 
He  could  not  support  that  address  if  it 
called  ui)on  him  to  approve  the  course 
which  her  Majesty's  Government  had  fol- 
lowed. He  adverted  to  the  course  followed 
by  them,  which  was  disclosed  in  the  corre- 
spondence before  their  Lordships.*  He 
thought  that  the  noble  Baron  had  said,  that 
the  papers  which  he  had  now  to  present  to 
their  Lordships  were  merely  the  sequel  to 
those  he  bad  before  presented.  He  wished 
the  noble  Baron  would  tell  them  why  this 
course  was  pursued  with  the  papers  that 
had  been  received.  He  never  recollected 
in  any  instance  of  such  a  correspondence 
that  the  date  of  the  writing  of  a  letter  was 
given,  and  not  the  date  at  which  it  had 
been  received.  It  was  impossible  to  under- 
stand the  correspondence  without  the  dates. 


He  had  to  remark  that  there  was  a  very 
great  hiatus  in  this  correspondence.  He 
saw  that  on  the  20th  of  November,  1836, 
it  was  stated  by  the  noble  Baron,  in  a  letter 
to  Lord  Gosford,  that  "he  should  very 
shortly  have  to  address  him  fully  upon  the 
nature  of  the  proceedings  which  it  would 
be  necessary  to  adopt,  to  arrest  the  pro. 
ceedings  in  the  colony,  should  they  be  per- 
sisted in.**  Now,  he  (bund  no  dispatch 
between  that  and  the  11th  of  March,  1837, 
when^  in  a  letter  vent  by  the  noble  Baron 
to  Lord  Gosford,  it  was  said — *'  Although 
I  am  unal|)e  at  the  present  moment  to  enter 
as  fully  as  the  occasion  might  seem  to  re- 
quire into  an  explanation  of  the  reasons  for 
the  course  which  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  felt  it  their  duty  to  adopt  in 
relation  to  the  affairs  of  Lower  Canada, 
nor  into  a  statement  of  the  duties  which 
will  consequently  devolve  upon  your  Lord- 
ship, 1  feel  it  incumbent  on  me  to  avail 
myself  of  the  first  opportunity  which  has 
offered  since  the  affairs  of  Lower  Canada 
have  been  brought  before  the  House  of 
Commons  of  informing  you  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Parliament  with  reference  to 
this  subject."  He  wished  to  know  had 
there  been  any  dispatch  sent  between  the 
20th  of  November,  1836,  and  the  1 1th  of 
March,  1837  >  and  if  there  were,  could  it 
be  communicated  without  detriment  to  the 
public  service  }  He  wished  to  know  if  the 
noble  Baron  had  kept  his  word,  and  had 
entered  into  the  explanation  of  the  inten- 
tions of  her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

L/ord  Gleneig  certainly  intended,  when 
he  laid  the  pa|  ers  before  the  House  to  have 
followed  them  up  with  the  dispatches  since 
received.  He  had  not  looked  to  the  dates 
of  the  last  dispatches,  nor  did  he  then  re- 
collect the  particular  date  to  which  the 
noble  Baron  alluded.  He  certainly  should 
examine  as  to  the  paper  referred  to,*  and 
whatever  dispatch  could  be  produced  be- 
tween November  and  March  without  de- 
triment to  her  Majesty's  service  should  un- 
doubtedly be  produced.  His  impression 
then  was,  that  the  entire  correspondence 
was  before  the  House. 
Lord  Brougham  said,tbat  there  were  several 
other  hiatuses  in  the  correspondence  which 
he  desiderated  very  much  to  understand; 
but  then  he  assumed,  and  he  was  bound  to 
assume,  that  her  Majesty's  Ministers,  as 
men  of  business,  knowing  their  own  case, 
gave  all  the  neces<^ary  papers,  and  he  there- 
fore, presumed  that  there  were  no  other 
papers  relating  to  the  point  in  question. 
.\s  to  what  had  been  referred  to  by  th^ 
B2 
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Dolile   Lord   (Lord  fillenborough)  it  ap- , 
peured  to  liini  to  be  a  yery  extraordinary 
lucuna  iiiileed,  for  without  the    instruc- ' 
til  ins  promised  by  the  noble  Baron,  Lord 
GosfonI  couhl  not  have  acted.     He,  how-  | 
ever,  took  it  for  granted  that  there  were  no  \ 
other  papers  to  be  product d  than   those 
before  the  House.     Yet  there  were  many 
other  blanks  in  this  correspondence ;  but 
lie  f-ould  not  now  point  them  out  without 
entering   into  the  whole   question.     Per- 
hap>,    however,   his    noble  Friend  would 
supply  the  defects  which  had  been  referred 
to   between    that    and  Thurs(^y,   or  the 
matter  might  be  proceeded  with  to-morrow. 

The  Earl  otRipon  remarked  that  the  seat 
of  Government  in  Upper  Canada  had  been 
attacked.  No  part  of  the  paners  produced, 
referred  to  that  province,  ana  he  wished  to 
know  the  reason  why ;  for  it  appeared  that 
Mr.  M'Kenzie  had  obtained  temporary 
possession  of  the  capital  of  Upper  Canada. 
L*'iVb,  «o.'"]  Then  the  reason  why  Mr. 
M'Kenzie  had  had  a  chance  of  obtaining 
posisesaion  of  it  was^  that  the  troops  had 
been  sent  to  Lower  Canada  to  Sir  John 
Colbome.  He  was  surprised  that  no  in* 
formation  was  given  upon  that  subject. 

Lord  Glenelg  admitted,  that  the  two 
suHjects  were  very  closely  connected  ;  but 
he  had  no  official  account  on  the  subject 
referred  to  by  his  noble  Friend.  The 
papers  be  presented  related  to  tHe  transfer 
of  the  troops  from  Upper  to  Lower  Canada. 

Pa|)ers  laid  on  ihe  Table. 


HOUSE  OF  C  O  M  M  O  N  S, 

Tuesday^  January  l.o,  1S"38. 

MiNUTcs.]  Ftttiiions  prewntod.  By  Mr.  Bhothbhton, 
Aroiii  Tenby »  for  the  more  ipcedy  reooyery  of  bnuiU 
Debca. — By  Mr.  O.  F.  YnvHQ,  ftom  North  Shieldi,  for 
ttie  refieal  of  the  Poettng  and  Mileage  dutiei;  and  ttom 
Ihe  Ship-owners  of  Neweeitle,  for  a  repeal  of  the  duties 
on  Marine  Innirances. — By  Mr.  Humb.  ftoin  the  Brent- 
ftMd  Political  Union,  for  oonciliatory  meaniKs  towards 
the  Canadians  ~By  Lord  Mokfxth,  ftom  Osset  (York- 
shire), to  prohibit  children  under  nine  years  of  age  ftum 
working  in  FaeCories.— By  Lord  DALUBMv.firom  Stirling, 
for  the  repeal  of  the  Window>tax. — By  Mr.  UrvjcTT* 
ftom  1,500  Tavern-keepers,  for  the  repcalof  the  Wiadow- 
iHK,  and  the  taaai  on  Innkeepers'  Servants. 

Affairs  op  Canada.]  Lord  /.  Russell: 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  n$e  in  pursuance  of  the 
promise  which  I  made  to  the  House  on  a 
former  occasion,  to  bring  under  its  con- 
sideration at  tlie  earliest  possible  opportu- 
nity, the  affuirs  of  Canada.  In  proportion 
tn  the  satisfaction  which  I  feel  whenever  it 
falls  to  my  lot  to  propose  any  measure 
ensuring  additional  advantages  to  my  fellow 


subjects,  or  an  improvement  in  the  laws, 
is  the  pain  which  I  now  siifier  In  having 
to  treat  of  measures  of  an  opposite  nature, 
in  regard  to  a  part  of  her  Majesty's  donoin- 
ions,  in  which  the  horrors  and  misfortunes 
of  civil  war  are  now  prevailing;   and  to  ask 
the  House  to  suspend,  though  only  for  a 
time,    the  constitutional  liberties  of   that 
portion  of    the  British    territories.      But, 
though  I  feel  that  I  always  approach  one  of 
these  subjects  with  satisfaction  and  the  other 
with  sorrow,  the  one  is  a  duty  uo  less  incum- 
bent upon  me  than  the  other.  1  feel  that  lean 
no  longer  delay  to  ask  the  House  for  power 
to  maintain  the  authority  of  her  Majesty  in 
Lower  Canada.     If   it  were  only   on  the 
score  of  humanity,  I  am  convinced,  that, 
instead  of  preventing  bloodshed,   I  should 
be  only  giving  the  word  for  all  the  horrors 
of  civil  war,  were  I  to  follow  the  advice 
which  has  been  tendered    by   some^     and 
i^dthdraw  the  troops  of  her  Majesty  from 
that  part  of  her  dominions.     With  these 
feelings,  therefore,  it  is  my  duty  to  propose 
to  the  House,  in  the  first  place,    that  an 
Address  be  sent  up  to  the  Crown,  stating 
the  concern  of  the  House    at   the    revolt 
and    disturbances  which  exist    in    Lower 
Canada,  and  pledging  itself  to  assist    her 
Majesty  in    restoring  tranquillity  in  that 
part  of  her  dominions:    and  in  the  next 
place  to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill, 
by  which,  for  a  certain  time,  the  calling  of 
an   Assembly  in  that  province,    which  is 
now  incumbent  on  the  Governor  for  the 
time  being,  may  be  suspended,  and,  by  the 
means  which  I  shall  state  to  the  House, 
that  authority  be  given  to  meet  the  present 
emergency,  and  to  provide  for  the  future  go- 
vernment of  the  province.  In  bringing  this 
subject  before  the  House,  I  feel  that  I  sh^lnot 
obtain  its  assent,  unless  I  refute  two  pro- 
positions which  have  been  confidently  put 
forward.     The  first  of  these  assertion  is 
that  the  course  pursued  by  this  country  in 
respect  to  Lower  Canada  has  been  unjust, 
and  the   second  is,  that  whatever  be  the 
justice  of  the  case,  it  is  expedient  to  aban- 
don the  colony,  and  make  an  early  separa- 
tion  between  it  and  the  mother  country. 
In  debating  the  first  of  these  propositions  it 
becomes  necessary  for  me,  in  many  respects 
to  arraign  the  conduct  of  the  Assembly  of 
Lower  Canada.     I  am  sensible.  Sir,  bow 
invidious  a  task  it  may  seem  to  arraign  in 
this  place,  the  conduct  of  any  other,  and 
particularly  a  distant  Assembly  :  but  I  feel 
that  in  so  doing  in  the  present  instance, 
I  could  not  make  out  the  case  which  I  wish 
to  establish,   that  in  our   present    breach 


Affairs  of  Canada. 


{Jan.  16} 


Affairs  of  Canada, 


10 


with  the  Assembly,  our  conduct  has  been 
founded  in  justice;  that  the  course  which 
we  pursued  last  year  was  necessary,  and, 
further,  that  we  shall  be  justified  now  in 
suspending  the  constitution  of  that  pro- 
vince. I  say,  1  shall  be  obliged  to  arraign 
the  conduct  of  the  Assembly  of  Lower 
Canada,  but  in  what  I  say,  and  also  in  the 
course  of-  policy  which  we  may  have  to 
pursue,  I  wish  that  neither  Parliament  nor 
the  Government  to  which  I  belong  shall  be 
chargeable  with  the  vice  of  intemperance. 
In  an  individual,  intemperance  may  be 
combined  with  the  best  feelings  and  dispo- 
sitions, but  in  a  Government  it  is  the  worst 
quality  it  can  be  possessed  of.  In  a  despotic 
government  it  becomes  tyranny ,  whilst  in  that 
of  a  free  country,  intemperance  influencing 
the  passions,  produces  endless  confusion,  and 
finally,  the  subversion  of  the  constitution. 
In  considering  the  conduct  of  the  Assembly 
of  Lower  Canada  we  must  look  at  the  na- 
ture of  the  Government  by  which  this 
country  first  proposed  to  govern  that  pro* 
vince.  The  title  of  this  country  to  Canada 
depends  upon  the  treaty  of  peace  of  IjGS. 
Soon  after  that  treaty  a  proclamation  was 
published  respecting  the  mode  of  govern- 
ment which  it  was  intended  to  apply  to  it ; 
but,  in  point  of  fact,  for  some  time  English 
courts  pursuing  the  method,  and  regulated 
by  the  decisions  of  English  courts,  held 
jurisdiction  in  the  province ;  and,  according 
to  a  report  from  General  Murray,  who 
succeeded  to  the  government  of  the  pro- 
vince after  its  conquest  by  General  Wolfe, 
many  hardships  and  grievances  were  suf- 
fered by  the  French  Canadians  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice.  But,  whatever 
these  hardships  or  grievances  might  have 
been,  a  remedy  was  applied  to  them  by  the 
act  of  1  774p.  Sir,  I  apprehend  that  never 
was  a  stronger  inclination  evinced  by  any 
country  to  act  according  to  the  feelings, 
habits,  and  prejudices  of  a  dependent  colony 
than  in  that  act  of  1 77^*  By  that  act  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion  was  established  in 
the  province  of  Canada,  and  the  clergy  of 
that  persuasion  were  to  continue  to  receive 
the  tithes  and  other  dues  which  they  had 
been  accustomed  to  receive  ;  and,  further, 
the  French  laws  of  property,  and,  indeed, 
the  French  laws  in  all  matters  except  the 
criminal  law,  were  to  govern  the  colony. 
Now,  Sir,  with  respect  to  the  former  of 
these  provisions,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind^ 
that  it  was  passed  at  a  time  when  nothing 
was  less  favoured  by  Parliament^  than  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion,  as  was  shown  in 
Ireland  whexo  the  severity  of  the  penal  laws 


had  been  scarcely  relaxed.   With  respect  to 
the  laws  of  property,  nothing  could  be  more 
adverse  to  the  feelings  of  this  country  than 
the  old  feudal  system  of  tenure  which  still 
prevailed  in  Canada.  It  had  always  been  one 
of  the  greatest  efforts  made  by  the  Parlia- 
ment to  wipe  off  what  Blackstone  calls  '^  the 
slavery  of  the  feudal  tenures.*'     That  was 
at  length   accomplished   in    the  reign  of 
Charles  ^nd,  and  the  writer  whom  f  have 
just  referred  to,  says  that  the  benefit  thus 
bestowed  on  the  country  was  not  less  im- 
portant than  those  conferred  by  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act  itself.    Sir,  those  tenures  were 
considered,  and  I  think,  rightly,  of  slaviah 
origin.      According   to  Montesquieu,    the 
very  terms  used  in  them  had  a  lavish  im« 
port ;   for  instance,  that  he  who  paid  cent 
was  a  serf,  and  he  who  did  not  was  free. 
Then,  in  adopting  the  French  law  in  this 
respect,    tlie   English   Parliament    was  h 
party  to  the  intniduction  of  a  species  of 
law  contrary  to  the  genius  of  the  British 
constitution,    and  to   which  •  all   Fnglinh 
settlers   in  that    colony   would   naturally 
feel  the  strongest  objection.     But  the  rea- 
son   why    that    law     was     adopted    was 
the    same     as    that    which  justified   the 
establishment  of  the  Roman  Catholic  re- 
ligion, namely,  because  it  was  most  ccm« 
genial  to  the  feelings  and  habits  of  the 
French  portion  of  the  inhabitants  of  that 
province.     Sir,  this  constitution  remained 
in  force  till  the  year  179L     In  that  year, 
it  was  proposed  to  frame  a  new  constitu- 
tion,   and  1  must  say,  that  looking  to  the 
debates  of  that  period,  and  to  the  enact- 
ments of  the  law  itself,  with  the  light  which 
experience  affords,  I  do  not  think  that  law 
was  very  wisely  framed  with  a  view  to  its 
permanent  continuance,  and  with  the  inten-* 
tion  of  preserving  permanent  harmony  be- 
tween all  classes  of  the  people.     Sir,  the 
policy  of  this  country  with  regard  to  her 
colonies  has  been  generally  one  of  great 
lenity.     In  some  colonies  where  the  popu- 
lation is  chiefly  British,  and  the  feelings 
and  habits  are  therefore  chiefly   British, 
the  British  laws  and  constitution  have  been 
introduced,  so  far  as  they  were  applicable 
to  the  different  state  of  society  in  the  co- 
lony from  that  in  the  mother  country  ;  and 
according  to  that  constitution  the  people  are 
left  to  regulate  their  internal  affairs.     In 
other  colonies  which  are  of  foreign  origin 
there  has  been  a  power  of  governor  and 
council  more  despotic  in  its  nature,  without 
the  form  of  a  real  constitution,  but  at  the 
same  time  the  inhabitants  were  always  left 
to  enjoy  whatever  was  congenial  to  their 
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babtls  or  feelings  id  the  laws  of  SpaDish, 
Frenchj  or  Dutch  oripin,  or  wbaiever  it 
migbt  be»  under  which  the  colony  was  ori- 

g'wUy  founded*  and  by  which  its  concerns 
id  been  formerly  rectilated.     Sir,  looking 
back  to  the  past,  with  the  benefit  of  expe- 
rieDce»   I  think  that  what  was  proposed  by 
Mr.  Fox  at  the  time  of  establishing  a  con- 
stitution in  Canada,  would  have  given  a 
better  prospect  of  permanent  tranquillity 
than    the    constitution    whicli  was    then 
adopted*     Mr.  Fox  maintained  it  was  not 
Yfiso  to  separate  the  upper  from  the  lower 
province,  but  that  it  would  be  better  to  en- 
courage the  influx  of   British  settlers  in 
both,   and  endeavour  to  introduce  by  de- 
grees British  laws,  with,  as  he  said,  a  due 
weight  of  aristocracy.     It  may  be  doubted 
whether  it  would  have  been  proper  at  that 
time  to  leave  the  introduction  of  British 
laws  to  the  gradual  operation  uf  custom  and 
the  influx  of  British  emigrants.  1  own  that 
it  appears  to  me  that  the  wise  course  would 
have  been,  when,  if  the  legislature  were 
determined  to  introduce    a  representative 
Gcmstitution,   instead  of  the  more  despotic 
governor  and  council,  finding  that  the  more 
despotic  authority  which  had  hitherto  sub- 
sisted was  not  sufficient  for  the  welfare  and 
contentment  of  the  province^  while  it  intro- 
duced   the    representative  constitution,  it 
should  at  the  same  time  have  made  a  set- 
tlement with  respect  to  English  and  French 
law,  and  only  adopted  so  much  of  the  latter 
as  was  necessary   to  prevent  the  French 
Canadians  from  being  disquieted  in  their 
possessioas,  and  having  so  done,   it  should 
have  made  general  arrangements  for  a  Le- 
gishitive  Council  and  a  representative  House 
of   Assembly.     But    that    course,    which 
might  have  been  taken»  was  not  adopted  at 
that  period,  and  a  law  was  parsed  on  the 
presumption  that  the  French   would  en- 
tirely inhabit  one  province  and  British  set. 
tiers  the  other,  Lower  Canada  being  de- 
voted or  left  to  the  French  Canadians,  and 
Upper  Canada  being  the    province  into 
which  it  was  expected  British  enteqmse 
and  emigration  would  flow.     At  the  same 
time  there  was  introduced  into  each  pro- 
vince an  assembly  consisting  of  the  repre- 
tentativei  of  the  people,  with  rather  a  low 
me  of  franchise,  and  a  Legislative  Council, 
to  be  formed  partly  of  members  with  here- 
ditary tiilesy  and  partly  of  members  named 
for  life  by  the  governor.     With  r^rd  to 
the  ktter  part  of  this  arrangement  I  do  not 
think  that  it  was  a  just  application  of  the 
Britiiih  oonstitution.     With  regard  to  the 
HoUM  of  Lords,  though  every  privilege 


may  be  liable  at  times  to  abuse,  yet  we  all 
know  that  there  must  be  some  distinction 
of  eminence  or  some  consideration  of  large 
property  to  justify  a  Minister  in  proposing 
to  the  Sovereign  to  elevate  a  commoner  to 
the  Flouse  of  Lords.     In  Lower  Canada 
the  case  was  not  the  same :    the  person  on 
whom  the  distinction  was  to  be  conferred 
was  not  so  easily  pointed  out,  and  there 
was  not   that  great  and  paramount  check 
upon  the  exercise   of  this  privilege  which 
existed  in  this  country.     With  regard  to 
the  House  4>f  Assembly,  also,  I  think  that 
that  constitution  was  not    wisely  framed 
when  the  state  of  education  in  that  colony 
is  considered,  and  the  power  that  constitu* 
tion  bestowed  on  the   people.     However, 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  constitu- 
tion was  so  framed,  whether  wisely  or  no-* 
and  the  criticisms  he  made  on  it  might  be 
unfounded  and   injudicious — but  that  the 
constitution  was  so  framed  with  the  sincere 
view  to  enlarge  the  privileges  and  pravide 
for  the  welfare  of  the  people  of  Canada  it 
was  impossible  to  deny.  No  one  can  doubt 
that  the  intention  of  the  Legislature  was,  not 
to  draw  any  undue  power  to  the  Govern- 
rnent  of  this  country,  but  to  provide  mainly, 
and  in  the  first  instance,  for  the  welfare  of 
the  colony.     1  think,  then,  I  may  say,  that 
with  respect  to  the  constitution  of  1774  and 
179L  this  country  had  not  been  an  oppres* 
sor  in  the  mode  by  which  it  was  proposed 
to  administer  the  aflairs  of  her  colonies.    I 
do  not  wish  to  state  this  for  the  purpose  of 
making  a  debtor  and  creditor  account  be» 
tween  Lower  Canada  and  this  country,  as 
relates  to  benefits  mutually  given  and  re- 
ceived-*8till  less  do  1  state  it  for  the  pur^* 
pose  of  imputing  ingratitude  to  the  people 
of  that  colony.  On  the  contrary  I  am  happy 
to  say,  that  whilst  the  intentions  of  the  La* 
gislature  were  those  of  kindness  towards 
Canada  on  two  gt^at  occasions,  namely,  in 
I  the    war    with   the    United    States,  and 
i  towards  the  conclusion  of  the  last  war  with 
;  France,   the  Canadians  came  forward  with 
I  loyalty  and  zeal  to  show  their  affection  for 
j  this  country  ;  so  that  if  we  had  been  kind 
I  on  the  one  hand,  we  had  met  with  a  return 
,  of  aflection  and  loyalty  on  the  other*     But 
the  constitution '-BO    framed    did   contain 
within  itself  the  seeds  of  difficulty,  although 
for  some  time  the  difficulties  were  not  fduL 
In  1810  there  were  some  violent  measum 
on  the  part  of  the  Grovemor  of  Canada, 
and  violent  opposition  on  the  part  of  the 
Assembly,  which  ended  in  the  diasolutioa 
of  that  body,    and  the  excitement  of  an 
angry  state  of  feeling  in  the  pronocest 
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But  the  dissensions  on  which  much  of  what 
subsequently  passed  had  turned  began  in 
the  year  1818.  It  had  been  for  some  time 
the  practice  in  Canada  to  vote  certain  sums 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  Govern  men  t, 
what  was  further  required  being  supplied 
by  the  votes  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  Assembly  of  Canada  had  asked  that 
all  the  supplies  should  be  voted  by  them- 
selves, that  their  Government  might  not 
be  left  dependent  on  the  votesof  the  House 
of  Commons.  A  petition  was  presented  to 
that  effect,  which,  though  rejected  at  the 
time,  was  afterwards  acceded  to ;  but  when 
the  Duke  of  Richmond  was  there,  a  new 
mode  of  voting  the  supplies  by  chapters  was 
proposed,  and  soon  afterwardri,  under  Lord 
Dalhousie,  a  permanent  grant  was  required 
for  a  considerable  part  of  the  supplies.  This 
led  to  a  resistance  on  the  part  of  the  As- 
sembly, and  both  those  propositions  were 
given  up ;  the  Assembly  gained  its  point, 
the  supplier  were  regularly  proposed,  item 
by  item,  and  nothing  more  beyond  the  an- 
nual vote  was  asked  for.  This  decision, 
however,  led  to  new  debates,  and  after  a 
certain  time,  Mr.  Huskisson,  who  was  then 
Colonial  Secretary,  thought  it  fit  tobringthe 
questions  under  the  consideration  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  caused  a  Select  Committee  to  be 
appointed  to  consider  the  question  then  at 
issue  with  the  House  of  Assembly.  Before 
1  state  what  the  report  of  that  Committee 
was,  and  the  result  of  what  was  done,  I  wish 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  in- 
structions which  were  given  by  Sir  George 
Murray,  who  was  subsequently  Secretary  cf 
State  under  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  before 
the  report  of  the  Committee  had  been  taken 
into  consideration.  I  wish  to  quote  those 
instructions,  in  order  to  show  that  the 
policy  of  the  Government  of  that  day  was, 
as  of  every  Government  since,  a  policy 
of  forbearance  and  moderation,  evincing  a 
constant  desire  to  consult  the  interests  and 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Lower  Canada,  as  far  as  possible,  consist- 
ently with  a  due  regard  to  the  mainte- 
nance of  British  authority.  Sir  ( •.  Mur- 
ray found,  that  according  to  the  law  of 
France,  certain  duties,  imposed  by  an  act 
passed  by  the  Imperial  Parliament  in  1774> 
and  which  were  granted  in  lieu  of  other 
duties  that  had  been  found  more  oppres- 
sive, were  the  only  ones  that  could  be 
appropriated  by  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury 
in  this  country  to  discharge  the  various 
expenses  of  the  Colonial  Government.  He, 
therefore,  instructed  Sir  J.  Kempt,  who, 
fortasately  for  this  country,   was  then  at 


the  head  of  the  Government  of  the  pro- 
vince, in  what  manner  to  proceed  with 
respect  to  those  duties.  Although  the  ex* 
tract  is  of  considerable  length,  I  will 
read  it,  as  it  will  show  the  policy  which 
the  British  Government  had  thought  it 
becoming  and  necessary  to  pursue  towards 
the  Canadians. 

"  The  proceeds  of  the  above-mentioned  du- 
ties, said  Sir  G.  Murray,  and  of  the  territorial 
revenue  of  the  Crown,  with  the  produce  of 
fines,  forfeitures,  and  other  incidents  of  that 
nature,  appear  to  constitute,  however,  the  only 
fund  which  his  Majesty's  Government  can 
lawfully  apply,  at  its  discretion,  to  the  de- 
fraying the  expenses  of  the  civil  government 
and  those  of  the  administration  of  justice  in 
(he  province.  It  is,  therefore,  to  he  under- 
stood for  the  future,  as  a  fixed  and  unalterable 
principle,  that,  with  the  exception  of  the  funds 
already  mentioned,  no  part  of  the  revenue  of 
iiOwer  Canada  must  be  applied  to  the  public 
service,  nor  to  any  object  whatever,  except  in 
pursuance  of  an  act  of  appropriation  passed 
by  the  three  branches  of  the  local  Legislature. 
I  am  by  no  means  insensible  to  the  conse- 
quence which  must  necessarily  result  from  the 
recognition  and  the  observance  of  this  prin- 
ciple. So  long  as  the  Assembly  is  called  upon 
to  provide  for  and  to  regulate  any  poilion  of 
the  public  expenditure,  it  will  virtually  ac- 
quire a  control  over  the  whole.  If  the  entire 
charge  of  the  civil  government  of  the  province 
could  be  limited  to  the  amount  of  the  Crown 
revenues,  it  might  be  possible  to  act  without 
any  dependence  on  the  Assembly  But  whe- 
ther such  a  result  would  be  desirable,  or  would 
be  really  conducive  to  the  welfare  of  the  pro- 
vince at  large,  it  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  in- 
quire. It  is  sufficient  to  say  that,  under  the 
existing  law,  the  executive  government  of 
Lower  Canada  cannot  be  relieved  from  a  state 
of  virtual  pecuniary  dependence  upon  the  As- 
sembly, by  any  constitutional  means;  and 
methods  of  a  different  nature  must  not  be  re- 
sorted to," 

This  instruction  clearly  shows,  that  Sir 
George  Murray  meant  to  bind  himself  and 
the  Government  to  which  he  belonged,  to 
a  precise  and  exact  observance  of  the  con- 
stitution. Sir  George  Murray  saw  that 
the  adoption  of  the  principle  laid  down  in 
the  instructions  quoted,  would  necf>sKarily 
make  the  Government  dependent  on  the 
House  of  Assembly  for  the  pecuniary  sup- 
plies  indispensable  to  its  support ;  but  he 
embraced  that  necessity,  and  determined 
that  the  constitution  should  not  be  d&- 
parted  from.  I  next  come  to  the  course 
adopted  by  the  Committee  of  1828,  which 
made  a  report  to  this  House  containing 
many  suggestions  regarding  the  affairs  of 
Canada.    1  will  rec^  to  the  House  the 
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language  employed  in  allusion  to  this  re- 
port in  an  address  agreed  to  by  the  House 
of  Assembly  on  the  21st  of  November, 
1828.  The  noble  Lord  then  read  the  fol- 
lowing extract  from  an  Address  of  the 
Assembly  of  Lower  Canada  to  Sir  James 
Kempt,  in  answer  to  the  speech  with  which 
he  opened  the  session  of  the  Provincial 
Parliament  on  the  21st  of  November, 
1828:— 

**  As  soon  as  the  inhabitaTits  of  Lower 
Canada  made  known  to  the  King  the  suffer- 
ings  of  the  country,  and  suggested  the  remedy 
for  those  evils — as  soon  as  their  humble  peti- 
tions were  laid  at  the  foot  of  the  throne — the 
Sovereign,  ever  inclined  towards  constantly 
faithful  subjects,  positively  ordered  that  those 
petitions  should  be  forthwith  submitted  to  the 
supreme  tribunal  of  the  empire.  The  charges 
and  well-founded  complaints  of  the  Cana- 
dians, before  that  august  senate,  were  referred 
to  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
indicated  by  the  Colonial  minister ;  that  Com- 
mittee exhibiting  a  striking  combination  of 
talent  and  patriotism,  uniting  a  general  know- 
ledge of  public  and  constitutional  law  to  a 
particular  acquaintance  with  the  state  of  both 
the  Canadas,  formally  applauded  almost  all 
the  reforms  which  the  Canadian  people  and 
their  representatives  demanded,  and  still  fer- 
vently demand.  After  solemn  invesligiition, 
after  deep  and  prolonged  deliberation,  the 
Committee  made  a  report — an  imperishable 
monument  of  their  justice  and  profound  wis- 
dom—an authentic  testimonial  of  the  reality 
of  our  grievances,  and  of  the  justice  of  our 
complaints,  faithfully  interpreting  our  wishes 
and  our  wants.'' 

Now,  one  would  have  supposed,  when 
the  Canadian  Assembly  spoke  in  this  man- 
ner of  the  report  of  the  Committee,  and 
eulogised  it  as  an  imperishable  monument 
of  justice  and  profound  wisdom — that  after 
the  Government  and  people  of  this  country 
had  proved  themselves  anxious  to  perform 
—ay,  more  than  perform,  all  that  was 
asked  for,  and  that  was  indicated  by  the 
report  of  the  Committee,  some  satisfaction 
would  have  been  produced  in  the  minds  of 
the  Canadians,  and  some  expression  of  cor- 
diality towards  the  British  Government 
would  have  been  used  by  them.  The  effect, 
unfortunately,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  was  so 
much  the  reverse  of  this,  that  after  an 
attempt  made  to  fulfil  every  wish  enter- 
tained by  the  Canadians— af^er  an  attempt 
to  remove  every  grievance  under  which 
they  laboured,  the  complaints  of  the  As- 
sembly were  uttered  in  a  louder  tone,  and 
assumed  a  more  bitter  form. '  If  I  desired 
to  enumerate  the  particular  instances  in 
which  Uie  Government  of  this  countiy  had 


attempted  to  comply  with  the  suggestions 
of  the  report,  1  need  only  refer  to  the  very 
clear  statement  of  them  made  in  a  minute 
drawn  up  by  Lord  Aberdeen,  and  Intended 
to  be  transmitted  for  the  guidance  of  Lord 
Amherst,   when   that   nobleman    ivaa   ap- 
pointed  Governor  of  Lower  Canada.     1 
will  allude  at  present  only  to  three  or  four 
of  the  grievances  specified  in  a  resolution 
of  the  House  of  Assembly.     It  was  stated 
by  the  Committee  of  the  House,  that  they 
were  of  opinion  that  the  revenue  implied 
in  the  act  of  1 774  should  be  given   up  to 
the  Assembly,  but  that  they  at  the  same 
time  thought,  that  while  the  judges  should 
not  hold  office  for  life,  or,  even  during 
good  behaviour,  those  functionaries  should 
be  relieved  from  dependence  on  the  annual 
votes  of  the  Assembly.     There  is    much 
good  sense  in  this  recommendation,  as  ap- 
pears by  a  circumstance  which  happened  in 
Canada,  but  which  certsdnly  wUl  hardly 
be  credited  in  this  House.    One  of  the 
judges  having  expressed  certain  opinions, 
some  time  before  his  nomination  to  that 
office,  adverse  to  the  notions  entertained  by 
the  Assembly,  that  body  thought  it  decent 
and  proper  to  withhold  his  salary  as  a  mark 
of  their  disapprobation.     However,  on  the 
opinion  of   the  Committee    being    made 
known  in  Canada  in  the  year  1828,    the 
Assembly  allowed  that  the  proposition  made 
by  the  Committee  with  reference  to  the 
judges  was  reasonable,  and  they  resolved, 
on  December  6,  1 828 — 

'*  That  on  the  permanent  settlement  before 
mentioned  being  effected  with  the  consent  of 
this  House,  it  wiU  be  expedient  to  render  the 
governor,  lieutenant-governor,  or  person  ad- 
ministering the  government  for  the  time  being, 
the  judges  or  executive  councillors,  indepen- 
dent of  the  annual  vote  of  this  House,  to  the 
extent  of  their  present  salaries. 

*'  That  amongst   these  questions  not  par- 
ticularly  mentioned  on  the  present  occasion, 
this  House  holds  as  most  desirable  to  be  ad- 
milted,  and  most  essential  to  the  future  peace, 
welfare,  and  good  government  of  the  province, 
viz.,  the  independence  of  the  judges,  and  their 
removal  from  the  political  business  of  the  pro- 
vince ;  the  responsibility  and  accountability  of 
public  officers;    a  greater  independence  of 
support  from  the  public  revenues,  and  more 
intimate  connexion  with  the  interests  of  the 
colony  in  the  composition  of  the  Legislative 
Council ;  the  application  of  the  late  properly 
of  the  Jesuits  to  the  purposes  of  general  edu- 
cation ;  the  removal  of  all  obstructions  to  the 
settlement  of  the    country,   particularly  by 
Crown  and  clergy  reserves  remaining  unoccu- 
pied in    the   neighbourhood   of  Roode  and 
settlewaitei   and  exempt  from  tlie  commoa 
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burdens ;  and  a  diligent  inquiry  ^into,  and  a 
ready  redress  of  all  grievances  and  abuses 
which  roay  be  found  to  exist,  or  which  may 
have  been  petitioned  against  by  the  subjects  in 
this  province,  thereby  assuring  to  all  the 
invaluable  benefit  of  an  impartial,  conciliatory, 
and  constitutional  Government,  and  restoring 
a  well-founded  and  reciprocal  confidence  be» 
tween  the  governors  and  the  governed/' 

Now,  Sir,  I  will  state  what  has  been  done 
in  order  to  remedy  the  particular  grie- 
vances thus  set  forth.  With  respect  to  the 
independence  of  the  judses,  and  their  re- 
moval from  the  political  business  of  the 
province,  Lord  Goderich  (now  the  Earl  of 
Ripon)  fully  concurred  in  the  reasonable- 
ness of  the  proposal,  and  himself  suggested 
the  manner  in  which  the  object  might  be 
accomplished.  But  the  House  of  Assembly, 
instead  of  following  out  the  suggestion, 
tacked  to  the  law  by  which  the  independ- 
ence of  the  judges  was  to  be  secured,  cer- 
tain provisions  relating  to  the  hereditary 
revenues  of  the  Crown  to  which  they  pre- 
tended  a  claim ,  and  other  provisions  re- 
specting a  court  of  impeachment  for  the 
judges.  This  was  a  method  of  treating  the 
proposal  of  the  Crown  well  calculated  to 
excite  a  suspicion  that  the  object  put  forth 
by  the  House  of  Assembly  was  not  what 
it  really  wished  to  attain.  The  independ- 
ence of  the  judges  was  simply  and  of  itself 
a  positive  good,  and  the  annexation  of  per- 
plexing conditions  was  a  tolerably  good 
proof  that  it  was  not  their  wish  to  rid 
themselves  of  the  grievance  of  which  they 
complained.  Certainly  it  was  the  practice 
of  former  times  in  this  House,  when  the 
Crown  asked  for  a  supply  or  made  some 
other  request,  to  grant  it  only  on  certain 
conditions  which  the  House  might  think 
advisable  for  the  benefit  of  the  subject ;  but 
I  never  heard,  when  a  Bill  for  the  benefit 
of  the  subject,  and  solely  proceeding  from 
the  wish  of  the  House,  was  passed,  that  it 
was  usual  to  clog  it  with  impracticable  con- 
ditions. With  respect  to  the  accountability 
of  public  officers,  on  this  subject,  too.  Lord 
Ripon  had  proposed  a  measure  which  the 
House  of  Assembly  would  not  allow  to 
passt  though  it  was  planned  with  a  view  to 
secure  greater  independence  of  the  public 
revenues  in  the  officers  of  Government  and 
a  more  intimate  connexion  with  the  colonies 
of  the  persons  composing  the  Legislative 
CouDcil.  With  respect  to  that  subject^  on 
which  unfortunately  there  had  been  the 
widest  diiference  of  opinion  between  the 
Assembly  of  Lower  Canada  and  this  coun- 
try,  no  objection  has  been  advanced^  no 


opposition  has  been  ofilered,  to  a  compliance 
with  the  terms  of  the  Assembly's  resolu- 
tion. It  was  determined  at  once,  that  the 
judges  sliould  be  told  they  ought  not  to  sit 
in  Ste  LegisUtive  Councily  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  cbief-jtiatioey  and  a  nonber  of 
persons  were  added  to  that  body  having  m> 
connexion  with  the  Crown,  totally  inde- 
pendent of  office,  and  givine  on  the  wh<^e 
a  great  majority  in  the  LegiSative  Counci]^ 
to  those  who  were  unconnected  with  the 
Government  of  the  cdony.  An  attempt 
was  likewise  made  to  ^Soct  a  measure 
always  desirable— -to  introdooe  a  greater 
proportion  of  French  Canadians  into  the 
Council,  by  far  the  majority  of  the  new 
Members  of  that  body  being  of  that  ex- 
traction. The  Assembly  mi^t  indeed  saf, 
that  those  were  not  persons  agreeable  to 
their  wishes,  or  acquainted  with  their 
wants ;  but  the  question  was,  whether  they 
were  not  independent  of  office,  and  inti- 
mately connected  with  the  interests  of  the 
colony.  If  other  persons  can  be  found,  from 
their  station  in  the  colony  and  their  inde- 
pendence, who  deserve  to  be  placed  in  the 
Legislative  Council,  that  is  a  matter  surely 
of  arrangement  and  compromise,  and  not 
one  sufficient  to  warrant  a  disturbance  of 
the  tranquillity  of  the  colony.  Thus  stands 
the  matter  at  present,  according  to  the 
last  determination  of  Lord  Gosford,  which 
had  been  approved  by  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. Of  the  forty  Members  of  the 
Council,  not  less  than  eighteen  are  French 
Canadians.  Many  of  the  Members  of 
English  origin  are  not  likely  to  attend 
again,  having  removed  from  the  colonies, 
and  thus  the  majority  was  on  the  side  of 
the  French  Canadians,  there  being  only 
seven  in  official  connexion  with  the  Go* 
vernment  of  the  province.  So  far  as  the 
Assembly's  demands  of  1 828  are  concerned 
— so  far  as  the  nature  of  the  grievances,  as 
they  were  called,  could  be  met,  a  remedy 
had  been  already  applied.  Another  question 
regarded  the  application  of  the  property  of 
the  Jesuits  to  the  purposes  of  general  edu« 
cation.  That  demand  has  already  been 
assented  to  by  the  House;  the  whole  of 
the  income  derived  from  the  property  of 
the  Jesuits  has  been  ordered  to  be  applied 
to  purposes  of  education ;  and  the  only 
shadow  of  grievance  connected  with  this 
subject  now  remaining,  as  declared  in  a 
subsequent  resolution,  was,  that  leases  of 
the  property  had  been  given  to  persons 
other  than  those  whom  the  Assembly  desired 
to  possess  it.  That  was  a  grievance  which, 
luiless  the  uncontrolled  Mministra^on  of 
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these  estates  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Assembly^  to  be  conferred  upon  their  friends 
and  nominees^  it  was  quite  impossible  to 
remove.  Another  question  relates  to  the 
removal  of  all  obstructions  to  the  settlement 
of  the  country  presented  by  the  Crown,  and 
clergy  reserves  which  remained  unoccupied 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  cultivated 
lands.  On  this  subject  I  will  refer  the 
House  to  a  despatch  of  Lord  Ripon,  wbich 
does  the  highest  honour  to  the  wisdom  of 
that  npbleman,  who  declared  that  he 
was  ready  to  put  an  end  to  the  former 
system,  while,  at  the  same  time,  be  stated, 
that  he  was  not  ready  to  adopt  the  re- 
medy proposed  by  the  House  of  Assembly. 
The  noble  Lord  stated  it  to  be  his  opinion 
that  none  of  the  particular  lands  alluded 
to,  or  of  any  lands  in  the  possession  of  the 
Crown,  should  be  given  except  for  an  ade- 
quate consideration,  and  pointed  out,  that 
they  should  be  sold  at  a  fair  price,  without 
any  distinction  being  made  or  favour  shown. 
The  Assembly  had  particularly  adverted  to 
the  management  of  the  waste  lands,  in 
consequence  of  which  they  declared  appli- 
cants were  excluded  from  competition,  and 
prevented  from  holding  the  land  by  secure 
titles  without  much  expense  and  delay. 
Lord  Ripon  said,  ''I  must  dissent  from 
the  view  here  taken  by  the  Assembly,  and 
must  say,  that  a  careful  consideration  of 
the  subject  induces  roe  to  think  that  the 
prevention  in  some  degree  of  the  extreme 
factlity  of  buying  land,  instead  of  being 
injurious  to  the  occupants  of  the  Crown 
lands,  would  be  found  favourable  to  their 
success,  no  less  than  to  the  welfare  and 
prosperity  of  the  province  at  large."  Hav- 
ing stated  this,  he  went  on  to  say,  *'  I  am 
of  opinion  that  an  end  should  be  put  to  the 
system  of  setting  apart  any  portion  of 
waste  lands  to  the  support  of  the  Protest, 
ant  clergy,  since  a  system  which  would  be 
objectionable  in  rendering  Government  in- 
dependent of  the  Ajfsembly  would  be  still 
more  oljectionable  when  applied  for  the 
support  of  the  ministers  of  religion."  Lord 
Ripon  added,  that  in  order  to  guard  the 
governor  against  the  slightest  suspicion  of 
partiality  in  the  disposal  of  the  lands, 
the  utmost  freedom  of  bidding  should  be 
encouraged,  the  greatest  publicity  given  to 
the  sales,  and  the  lands,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  secured  to  the  highest  bidder.  Now, 
Sir,  I  ask  whether  that  proposition  of  Lord 
Ripon  was  not  one  which  was  more  calcu- 
lated to  benefit  the  province,  more  fair  in 
itself,  less  liable  to  any  suspicion  of  par- 
iialityy  and  less  open  to  the  charge  that 


Government  will  hereafter  derive  influence 
from  the  disposal  of  those  lands,  than  that 
which  the  Assembly  itself  had  made ;  and 
whether,  for  this  grievance,  a  full  and 
adequate  remedy  has  not  been  proposed  ? 
Sir,  there  was  another  grievance,  as  1 
before  stated,  or  rather  another  dispute. 
It  was  the  dispute  with  respect  to  the  duties 
derived  under  the  Act  of  the  14th  of 
George  3rd.  With  respect  to  those  dutiea 
it  was  urged,  and  no  doubt  rightfully 
urged  by  those  who  then  held  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country,  that  that  law  bound 
the  Treasurv  abroad  for  the  sum  derived 
from  the  duties  which  it  imposed.  It  waa 
urged,  rather  by  inference  from  the  spirit 
of  the  constitution  than  in  accordance  with 
the  letter  of  the  law,  that  the  Acts  of 
1778  and  1791 »  taken  together,  made  it  fit 
that  those  duties  should  be  left  to  the 
appropriation  of  the  local  assembly.  A 
Committee  recommended  that  the  view  of 
the  assembly  should  be  adopted,  but  re- 
commended likewise  that  a  permanent  set- 
tlement should  be  made  for  the  salary  of 
the  judges  and  other  officers.  The  assem- 
bly, while  it  agreed  to  be  responsible  for 
what  it  had  itself  proposed,  did  not  con- 
sent to  carry  the  whole  recommendations 
into  effect.  But  what,  then,  was  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  of  this  country  ? 
There  was  introduced  into  this  House,  in 
the  year  1831,  an  Act,  originally  moved 
by  Lord  Ripon  in  the  other  House  of  Par^ 
liament,  which  entirely  repealed  the  power 
of  appropriation  by  this  country,  and  left 
it  to  the  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada 
(without  condition — without  stipulation) 
to  dispose  altogether  of  those  duties.  Now, 
I  ask,  could  any  remedy  be  more  full — leas 
indicative  of  hesitation  or  distrust  ?  Could 
any  remedy  be  proposed  which  showed  a 
more  generous  confidence  than  that  with 
which  Lord  Ripon  proposed  to  meet  the 
grievance  which  was  complained  of?  It 
has  been  urged,  certainly,  and  it  may  be 
contended,  that  the  Government  went  too 
far  in  making  that  concession.  It  may  be 
said,  that  this  was  an  incautious  assent  to 
the  demand  of  the  House  of  Assembly.  I 
am  not  of  that  opinion.  I  think  if  we  had 
not  made  that  compact,  we  should  have 
been  driven  into  a  quarrel  on  ground  on 
which  it  would  not  be  safe  to  contend. 
Questions  of  revenue,  on  which  Govern* 
ment  takes  a  view  in  contradiction  to  that 
of  the  Assembly,  are  the  most  difficult  to 
maintain ;  for  when  the  question  regards 

1'  daties  similar  to  those  of  which -the  As- 
sembly possesses  the  oontrol)  no  doubt  there 
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is  8  strong  ugument  from  analogy  in  its 
favour.  If  we  had  not  made  thi.H  arrange- 
ment, no  doubt  the  Canadians  would  liave 
asked  Government  to  gurrender  tbe  revenue 
URConditionally  ;  and  if  it  had  refused,  a 
quarrel  might  bavp  ensued  on  less  defen- 
sible grounds  than  thoge  which  now  Gup' 
ported  them — a  quarrel  in  which  nnne  of 
our  North  American  colonies  would  have 
taken  part  with  tlie  mother  country,  and  in 
which  they  would  rather  have  syrapathised 
with  the  Canadian  Assembly.  For  these 
reasons  I  think  the  proposition  of  Lord 
Ripon  displayed  a  wise  as  well  as  a  gene- 
rous confijencei  but,  at  the  same  lime,  1 
am  of  opinion  that  it  might  have  been 
expected  that,  after  having  made  that  con. 
ixvaoa,  after  having  remedied  whatever 
grievances  were  complained  of  in  the  full 
manner  which  was  proposed  by  the  course 
to  be  taken  by  the  Government,  a  disposi- 
tion  would  have  been  shown  by  the  As- 
sembly of  Lower  Canada  to  meet  what  had 
been  done  with  a  conciliatory  disposition, 
and  to  consider  the  remaining  grievances  in 
a  friendly  and  amicable  spirit.  1  regret  to 
My  that  this  waa  not  the  case.  In  tbe 
year  18S3,  at  the  time  that  these  questions 
had  been  either  settled,  or  proposed  to  be 
settled,  conformably  to  the  wishes  of  tlie 
Assembly,  a  supply  bill  passed  that  House 
of  Assembly,  containing  the  most  unusual 
conditions,  and  providing  that  the  persons 
holding  certain  offices  should  not  be  alio  ed 
talarict  unlen  they  ceued  to  hobi  certain 
other  offices.  Sir,  these  propositions  may 
have  been  in  themselves  just  or  unjust, 
reasonable  or  nnrea'ionable ;  but  the  Bill 
was  rejected  on  the  ground — which  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Stanley)  who 
was  then  Secretary  of  the  Colonics,  ap- 
proved— that  these  propositions  were  tacked 
to  a  money  bill,  which,  therefore,  as  a 
matter  of  supply,  could  not  be  passed  in 
that  shape.  I  think  the  noble  Lord  was 
right  in  urging  that  these  questions  should 
have  been  proposed  in  a  itiffereiit  shape. 
But  the  Supply  Bill  having  failed  in  that 
year,  in  1834  the  Assembly  met  again, 
and  adopted  a  new  course,  which  has 
led  to  the  present  diffiaulties.  I  sey  that 
it  adopted  a  new  course,  which  led  to 
the  present  difficulties,  because,  with  re- 
spect to  all  that  hod  been  before  stated 
—  wilh  respect  to  the  investigation 
of  tbe  Committee  of  the  year  1828, 
which  had  furnished,  they  said,  a  re- 
port which  wa*  "  -  '-ipcrishair 
ment  of  '  " — 
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iports  and  petitions  of  their  assembly, 
every  grievance  had  been  met,  fairly  con- 
sidered,  and  nearly  all  of  them  bad  been 
adequately  remedied.  Well  then.  Sir, 
what  was  the  result? — contentment,  satis- 
faction  in  voting  the  supplies,  and  a  more 
liarmonious  working  of  the  Canadian  con- 
stitution ?  Quite  the  reverse.  The  course 
taken  was,  that  the  Canadian  Assembly 
passed  ninety  .two  resolutions,  some  of 
grievance,  some  of  eulogy,  some  of  vitupera- 
tion, some  directed  against  individuak, 
some  against  the  governor  of  the  province, 
some  against  the  government  at  home,  but 
all  amounting  to  a  long  and  vehement  re- 
monstrance, which  they  passed  a  whole  ses- 
sion in  framing,  and  separated  without 
passing  any  supply  bill  whatever.  This 
was  the  point  of  departure  taken  by  those 
who  caused  a  new  hreacli  in  the  proceedings 
of  the  Assembly.  Those  who  on  former 
occasions  appeared  before  us  as  the  able  in- 
teqiretcrs  of  their  wants  and  wishes,  at 
this  time  deserted  the  prosecution  of  their 
grievances.  They  comprised  men  whose 
names  are  known  to  this  House,  who  have 
been  most  familiar  with  the  history  of 
Canadian  alfairu,  and  who  had  been  the 
most  able  iind  inti'Iligent  in  laying  before 
the  l.cgi«lature  their  grievances,  and  in 
many  cases  urging  just  grounds  for  redress 
— these  men  when  they  saw  that  the  object 
was  10  put  a  stop  to  the  machine  of 
government  and  to  make  impracticable  con- 
ditions with  the  executive,  at  once  with- 
drew from  the  contest  and  separated  them- 
selves from  the  violent  party  who  took  tbe 
lead  in  it  And  on  this  occasion  let  ras 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
benefit  which  is  to  be  derived  in  all  contests 
like  the  present  from  applying  to  all  real 
grievances  a  satisfactory  remedy.  1  know 
that  some  there  are  who,  from  feeling! 
of  national  pride,  and  from  a  mistaken 
sense  of  national  honour,  are  inclined  to 
say,  "  tbe  petition  is  couched  in  disrespect- 
ful language  ;  it  goes  much  too  far,  let  na 
not  listen  to  it.''  But  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
House,  and  it  is  more  especially  the  duty  of 
those  who  are  intrusted  with  the  administra- 
tion of  tbe  country,  to  esamine  into  all 
real  grievances,  and  as  far  as  they  can,  to 
renit^y  them  ;  and  when  that  is  done, 
they  might  be  sure  that,  though  there 
might  be  persons  who  for  a  time  might 
succeed  in  misleading  the  people  as  tottoir 
real  interest,  those  who  were  nncere  in 
'  '  ,  and  who  sought  not  their 
aggrandisenient,  but  the 
pcDsperity  of  tbe  country, 
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would  stand  by  the  Government  in  resist- 
ance to  all  ulterior  and  unreasonable 
demands ;  and  thus  by  every  remedy  which 
it  granted  it  gained  additional  strength  to 
sustain  any  new  contest  which  might  be 
forced  on  it.  Such  has  been  the  effect  of 
the  late  measures  talcen  with  respect  to 
Lower  Canada — such  continues  to  be  the 
effect  of  them  even  up  to  the  present  hour. 
But  to  return  to  the  events  which  I  feel  it 
to  be  my  duty  to  refer  to  at  large  upon  this 
subject — for  I  am  bound  to  lay  before  the 
House  the  whole  of  the  case  respecting  the 
affairs  of  both  die  Canadas — after  passing 
the  resolutions  in  1834,  to  which  I  have 
already  adverted^  there  was  no  one  occasion 
on  which  the  House  of  Assembly  had  voted 
the  supplies  which  were  necessary  to  carry 
on  the  machinery  of  local  government. 
And  yet  the  Government  of  this  country 
had  not  been  backward  in  its  endeavours  to 
remove  all  the  real  grievances  of  which  the 
Canadians  complained.  At  the  end  of  the 
year  1834^  as  the  House  well  knew^  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Tarn  worth  became 
Prime  Minister  of  this  country.  That  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  intend  to  adopt 
any  harsh  course  with  respect  to  the 
Canadian  Assembly  may  be  concluded)  not 
only  from  his  language  in  this  House,  but 
from  the  appointments  which  he  had  made. 
One  of  the  appointments  made  under  his 
government  was  that  of  Lord  Amherst, 
who  had  been  sent  out  not  merely  as  a 
governor,  but  ns  commissioner  to  investi- 
gate and  redress  all  grievances  affecting  the 
administration  of  the  province.  Sir,  the 
character  of  Lord  Amherst  himself — even 
if  the  object  of  his  appointment  had  not 
been  announced  in  The  Gazette  which  con- 
tained it — would  show  that  at  that  time 
was  appointed  a  person  who,  by  his  mild 
and  conciliatory  character,  would  remove 
every  thing  which  he  should  find  really  to 
affect  the  interests  or  to  injure  the  welfare 
of  the  Canadians.  Sir,  on  the  retirement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  from 
office,  and  the  resignation  by  Lord  Amherst 
of  the  post  to  which  he  was  appointed,  the 
government  of  Lord  Melbourne,  which 
succeeded,  proposed  to  send  a  commission 
to  Canada  for  inquiry  into  the  grievances 
which  had  been  alle^,  giving  them  great 
latitude,  as  may  be  seen  by  the  instructions 
with  which  they  were  furnished,  and  ap- 
pointed Lord  Gosford  as  governor,  with 
certain  directions  for  his  guidance.  I  shall 
take  the  liberty  to  quote  one  passage  from 
the  instructions  whi  h  were  given,  because  it 
9how9  the  spirit  in  which  the  Coyeminent 


thought  that  the  affairs  of  Canada  should  be 
managed,  and  because  I  think  those  in- 
structions constitute  an  answer  to  Home 
charges  which  had  been  made  with  respect 
to  the  Government  of  the  colonies  in 
general.  Lord  Glenelg  said,  in  his  dispatch 
to  Lord  Gosford,  dated  July  17, 1835. — 

*'  It  may  not,  however,  be  improper  to  ad- 
dress to  your  Lord&hip  one  caution  of  a  differ- 
ent nature.  Whatever  may  be  the  ground  of 
ihe  disputes  which  have  so  long  prevailed 
between  the  Executive  Government  and  ihe 
House  of  General  Assembly  of  the  province, 
it  could  not,  with  any  degree  of  truth,  or  even 
of  plausibility,  be  alleged  that  they  have  either 
originated,  or  have  been  prolonged,  with  a 
view  to  any  interests,  real  or  imaginary,  ex- 
cepting those  of  the  people  of  Canada  them- 
selves. No  motive  could  possibly  be  assigned 
as  influencing  British  policy  towards  this  part 
of  his  Majesty's  dominions,  except  the  ad- 
vancement of  the  social  welfare  of  the  inhabit- 
ants, and  the  development  of  the  resources  of 
the  country.  In  promoting  these  great  ends, 
the  King  has  found  an  object  worthy  of  the 
noblest  ambition  and  of  the  most  earnest 
solicitude.  Even  if  the  counsels  submitted  to 
his  Majesty  for  the  government  of  Lower 
Canada  were  admitted  to  be  as  injudicions  as 
they  have  been  sometimes  described  to  be; 
yet,  even  on  that  supposition,  the  singleness 
and  disinterestedness  of  the  motives  by  which 
his  Majesty's  confidential  advisers  have  been 
actuated  would  be  beyond  dispute.  What 
has  Great  Britain  to  gain  by  the  misgovern- 
ment  of  so  important  a  portion  of  the  British 
empire?  There  is  no  single  ground  of  national 
competition  which  could  induce  the  metro- 
politan state  to  abuse  her  authority,  or  which 
should  make  that  authority  a  subject  of 
reasonable  distrust  to  the  Canadian  people,  if 
it  could,  with  any  justice,  be  supposed  that 
those  who  are  honoured  with  a  place  in  his 
Majesty's  more  immediate  councils  could  be 
diverted  by  the  sordid  desire  of  patronage 
from  the  upright  discharge  of  duties  so  dear 
and  important  as  those  which  they  owe  to 
British  North  America.  Yet  itis  demonstrable 
that  so  unworthy  a  motive  has  not  exercised 
the  slightest  influence  on  their  deliberations. 
I  do  not  find,  for  many  years  past,  a  solitary 
example  of  any  place,  exceptmg  that  of  the 
governor  himself  and  one  or  two  of  the  chief 
officers  of  customs,  having  been  conferred,  in 
Lower  Canada,  on  any  person  except  the 
settled  inhabitants  of  the  province,  or  in  conse* 
queuce  of  any  recommendation  but  that  of  the 
governor.  No  British  Minister,  during  the 
present  or  the  last  reign,  has  ever  used  the 
patronage  of  British  North  America  either  to 
promote  his  political  power  or  the  personal 
advantage  of  himself  or  his  connections.  I 
need  scarcely  add  that  his  Majesty  is  firmly 
resolved  to  enforce  the  obseryance  in  future 
of  the  same  just  and  liberal  policy/' 
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It  is  impoBfiible  to  denj  the  truth  of  the 
allegations  of  the  noble  Lord  who  is  now 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies.     I  believe  it  to 
be  impossible    too    to    deny     that    Lord 
Gosford^  in  undertaking  the  charge  which 
he  did,  entertained  an  anxious  desire  to 
second  the  Government  in  their  attempts 
to  allay  janimosity,  to  remedy  the  grievances 
which  were  found  to  exist,  and  to  establish 
harmony  between  the  different  parts  of  the 
Legislature  of  that  province.     I  stated  last 
year  the  various  recommendations  which 
were  made  by  the  Commissioners  on  the 
subjects   which    were  proposed   for    their 
consideration.      I   am   sorry   to  say   that 
these    recommendations    were    not    even 
waited  for  by  the  Canadian  Assembly.  The 
Members  of  that  assembly  thought  proper 
to  continue  in  the  resolution  which  they 
had  adopted,  of  determinedly  refusing  the 
supplies.     They   adhered    to    this  course 
during  the  years  18S5,   18S6,  and  18d7> 
except  on  one  occasion  of  a  vote  for  six 
months,  and  that  was  given  in  so  objection- 
able a  manner  that  it  could  not  be  sanctioned. 
Their  resolution  then  has  been  to  put  an 
end  to  the  machinery  of  Government,  to 
stop  entirely  the  possibility  of  carrying  on 
the  Government,  and  thus  have  they  made 
it  necessary  for  this   House  to  interpose 
with  respect  to  the    important  questions 
which  are  submitted  to  it.     I  stated,  on  a 
former  occasion,  that  the  course  adopted 
by  this  House  in  proposing  to  appropriate 
part  of  the  revenues  of  Lower  Canada  was 
not  a  measure  of  finance  but  of  defence. 
I   adhere   to  that  statement.     In  a  con- 
stitutional Government  it  is  quite  impossible 
if  the  supplies  be  refused  year  after  year 
that  the  machinery  of  Government  can  go 
on.     If  they  were  refused  in  this  country 
even  for  a  single  year,  the  most  calamitous 
consequences    would    be    produced.      To 
jrefuse  the  supplies  is  to  disorganise  the 
army-^to  refuse   the  supplies  is  to  shake 
public  credit  —  to  refuse  the   supplies  is 
almost  to  dissolve  the  constitution.     Well, 
then,  what  was  to  be  done  on  the  refusal 
of  the  supplies  by  a  provincial  Parliament. 
There  could  be  in  such  a  case  but  one  or 
two  courses  left  to  adopt — either  to  accede 
to  all  the  demands,  or  to  take  some  means 
by  which  the  mischief  might  be  remedied. 
It  was  quite  impossible  that  the  courts  of 
justice  and  all  the  other  means  of  civil 
Government  could  be  carried  on  ;  and  the 
conjuncture  must  arise  when  a  stop  must  be 
put  to  all  legislative  proceedings  in  conse- 
quence of  the  refusal  of  the  supplies,  unless 
one  remedy  or  the  other  was  applied.  I  stated 


to  the  House  that  it  was  impossible  to  adopt 
the  former  alternative.    With  regard  to  an 
elective  council,   the  report  of  the  Com- 
missioners sent  out  by  this  country  states 
it  as  their  belief,   without  discussing  the 
abstract  question  of  an  elective  council,  still 
less  the  policy  or  impolicy  of  its  establish- 
ment in  the  North  American  continent — 
that  the  consequence  of  such  a  change  in 
the  Legislature  of  Lower  Canada  would  be 
to  place   the  Government  in  the  hands  of 
one  of  two  extreme  parties  and  that  from 
the  resistance  of  the  other  party  must  arise 
the  additional  danger  of  a  civil  war.     I 
fully  believe  the  truth  of  the  statement  of 
the  commissioners.     I  am   persuaded  that 
after  the  dissensions  which  have  prevailed, 
an  elective  council,representing  the  passions, 
the  violence,  and  the  desire  for  extraordinary 
changes  found  to  exist  in   the  assembly, 
would  be  considered  by  the  British  settlers 
of    the  province  as  nothing    else  but  a 
declaration  that  their  interests  would  not 
be  protected,  and  they  would  be  thus  driven 
to  some  other  means  to  produce  a  change 
in  the  constitution.     Their  next  demand 
is,  that  the  Executive  Council  should  only 
be  responsible  to  the  House  of  Assembly. 
Sir,  I  stated  that  there  was  one  place  in 
which  the  power  of  the  executive  could  be 
thus  entirely  controlled,  and  that  was  at  the 
seat  of  the  imperial  Government.     If  the 
Sovereign  of  this  country  were  to  select 
those  who  had  the  confidence  of  the  Crown 
but  who  possessed  none  of  the  confidence  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  there  must  be  a 
speedy  change  in  the  administration,  and 
the  constitution    could    only    proceed   in 
consequence   of  that   change.     But  in   a 
colony,  if  the  Legislative  Council  are  to  be 
named  according  to  the  will  of  the  assembly, 
there  is  another   question    which  arises, 
namely,  what  is  to  become  of  the  orders 
given   by   the  imperial   GoverniAent  and 
the  governer  of  the  colony  ?     You  are  here 
placed  in  the  situation  that  your  authority 
is  completely    set    aside.      You    have    a 
Canadian  ministry  responsible  only  to  the 
assembly,  with  a  power  of  dismissing  or 
driving  away  from  particular  places  British 
troops,   and  of  admitting  the  ships  of  a 
power,  perhaps  at  war  with  this  country, 
into  the  ports  of  Canada.     If  they  have  not 
the  power  to  make  such  restrictions,  they 
must  be  made  responsible.     If  they  have, 
it  then  a  supreme  and  independent  governor 
has  no  place  in   the  colonies.    Not  only 
should  there  be  an  irresponsible  executive, 
but  every  judge  and  public  ofiicer  should  be 
appointed  not  according  to  the  laws  of  the 
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would  stand  by  the  Government  in  resist- 
ance to  all  ulterior  and  unreasonable 
demands ;  and  thus  by  every  remedy  which 
it  granted  it  gained  additional  strength  to 
sustain  any  new  contest  which  mi^t  be 
forced  on  it.  Such  has  been  the  eneci  of 
the  late  measures  taken  with  respect  to 
Lower  Canada — such  continues  to  be  the 
effect  of  them  even  up  to  the  present  hour. 
But  to  return  to  the  events  which  I  feel  it 
to  be  my  duty  to  refer  to  at  large  upon  this 
subject — for  I  am  bound  to  lay  before  the 
House  the  whole  of  the  case  respecting  the 
affairs  of  both  die  Canadas — after  passing 
the  resolutions  in  1834,  to  which  I  have 
already  adverted,  there  was  no  one  occasion 
on  which  the  House  of  Assembly  had  voted 
the  supplies  which  were  necessary  to  carry 
on  the  machinery  of  local  government 
And  yet  the  Government  of  this  country 
had  not  been  backward  in  its  endeavours  to 
remove  all  the  real  grievances  of  which  the 
Canadians  complained.  At  the  end  of  the 
year  1834,  as  the  House  well  knew,  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Tam worth  became 
Prime  Minister  of  this  country.  Tliat  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  intend  to  adopt 
any  harsh  course  with  respect  to  the 
Canadian  Assembly  may  be  concluded,  not 
only  from  his  language  in  this  House,  but 
from  the  appointments  which  he  had  made. 
One  of  the  appointments  made  under  his 
government  was  that  of  Jxrd  Amherst, 
who  had  been  sent  out  not  merely  as  a 
governor,  but  ns  commissioner  to  investi- 
gate and  redress  all  grievances  affecting  the 
administration  of  the  province.  Sir,  the 
character  of  Lord  Amherst  himself — even 
if  the  object  of  his  appointment  had  not 
been  announced  in  The  Gazette  which  con- 
tained it — would  show  that  at  that  time 
was  appointed  a  person  who,  by  his  mild 
and  conciliatory  character,  would  remove 
every  thing  which  he  should  find  really  to 
affect  the  interests  or  to  injure  the  welfeu-e 
of  the  Canadians.  Sir,  on  the  retirement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  from 
office,  and  the  resienation  by  Lord  Amherst 
of  the  post  to  which  he  was  appointed,  the 
government  of  Lord  Melbourne,  which 
succeeded,  proposed  to  send  a  commission 
to  Canada  for  inquiry  into  the  grievances 
which  had  been  alleged,  giving  them  great 
latitude,  as  may  be  seen  by  the  instructions 
with  which  they  were  furnished,  and  ap- 
pointed Lord  Gosford  as  governor,  with 
certain  directions  for  his  guidance.  I  shall 
take  the  liberty  to  quote  one  passage  from 
the  instructions  whi  h  were  given,  because  it 
f hows  the  spirit  in  which  the  Goyerument 


thought  that  the  affairs  of  Canada  should  be 
managed,  and  because  I  think  those  in- 
structions constitute  an  answer  to  nome 
charges  which  had  been  made  with  respect 
to  the  Government  of  the  colonies  in 
general.  Lord  Glenelg  said,  in  his  difipatch 
to  Lord  Gosford,  dated  July  17, 1835. — 

*'  It  may  not,  however,  be  improper  to  ad- 
dress to  your  Lordihip  one  caution  of  a  differ- 
ent nature.     Whatever  may  be  the  ground  of 
the  disputes    which   have  so  long  prevailed 
between  the  Executive  Government  and  the 
House  of  General  Assembly  of  the  province, 
it  could  not,  with  any  degree  of  irulh,  or  even 
of  plausibility,  be  alleged  that  they  have  either 
originated,  or  have  been  prolonged,  with   a 
view  to  any  interests,  real  or  imaginary,  ex- 
cepting those  of  the  people  of  Canada  them- 
selves.   No  motive  could  possibly  be  assigned 
as  influencing  British  policy  towards  this  part 
of  his  Majesty's  dominions,  except  the  ad- 
vancement of  the  social  welfare  of  the  inhabit- 
ants, and  the  development  of  the  resources  of 
the  country.     In  promoting  these  great  ends, 
the  King  has  found  an  object  worthy  of  the 
noblest  ambition    and   of    the  most  earnest 
solicitude.     Even  if  the  counsels  submitted  to 
his    Majesty  for  the  government   of  Lower 
Canada  were  admitted  to  be  as  injodiciotis  as 
they  have  been  sometimes  described  to  be; 
yet,  even  on  that  supposition,  the  singleness 
and  disinterestedness  of  the  motives  by  which 
his  Majesty's  confidential  advisers  have  been 
actuated   would    be  beyond  dispute.    What 
has  Great  Britain  to  gain  by  the  roisgovem- 
raent  of  so  important  a  portion  of  the  British 
empire?    There  is  no  single  ground  of  national 
competition  which  could  induce  the  metro- 
politan state  to  abuse  her  authority,  or  which 
should    make    that    authority   a    subject   of 
reasonable  distrust  to  the  Canadian  people,  if 
it  could,  with  any  justice,  be  supposed  that 
those  who  are  honoured  with  a  place  in  his 
Majesty's  more  immediate  councils  could  be 
diverted  by  the  sordid  desire  of  patronage 
from  the  upright  discharge  of  duties  so  clear 
and  important  as  those  which  they  owe  to 
British  North  America.    Yet  it  is  demonstrable 
that  so  unworthy  a  motive  has  not  exercised 
the  slightest  influence  on  their  deliberations. 
I  do  not  find,  for  many  years  past,  a  solitary 
example  of  any  place,  excepting  that  of  the 
governor  himself  and  one  or  two  of  the  chief 
officers  of  customs,  having  been  conferred,  in 
Lower  Canada,   on  any  person  except  the 
settled  inhabitants  of  the  province,  or  in  conse- 
quence of  any  recommendation  but  that  of  the 
governor.     No  British  Minister,  during  the 
present  or  the  last  reign,  has  ever  used  the 
patronage  of  British  North  America  either  to 
promote  his  political  power  or  the  personal 
advantage  of  himself  or  his  connections.    I 
need  scarcely  add  that  his  Majesty  is  iirmty 
resolved  to  enforce  the  observance  in  future 
of  the  sane  just  and  liberal  policy/' 
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It  18  impossible  to  deny  the  truth  of  the 
allegations  of  the  nohle  Lord  who  is  now 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies.     I  believe  it  to 
be  impossible    too    to    deny    that    Lord 
Gosford,  in  undertaking  the  charge  which  | 
he  did,  entertained  an  anxious  desire  to  , 
second  the  Government  in  their  attempts : 
to  allay  Animosity,  to  remedy  the  grievances 
whidi  were  found  to  eidst,  and  to  establish  : 
harmony  between  the  different  parts  of  the 
Legislature  of  that  province.     I  stated  last 
year  the  various  recommendations  which 
were  made  by  the  Commissioners  on  the ' 
subjects   whicli    were   proposed   for    their 
consideration.      I   am   sorry   to  say   that 
these    recommendations    were    not    even ' 
waited  for  by  the  Canadian  Assembly.  The  , 
Members  of  that  assembly  thousht  proper 
to  continue  in  the  resolution  which  they 
had  adopted,  of  determinedly  refusing  the 
supplies.     They   adhered    to    this  course 
during  the  years  1835,   1SS6,  and  1837> 
except  on  one  occasion  of  a  vote  for  six 
months,  and  that  was  given  in  so  objection- 
able a  manner  that  it  could  not  be  sanctioned. 
Their  resolution  then  has  been  to  put  an 
end  to  the  machinery  of  Government,  to 
stop  entirely  the  possibility  of  carrying  on 
the  Government,  and  thus  have  they  made 
it  necessary  for  this   House  to  interpose 
with  respect  to  the    important  questions 
which  are  submitted  to  it.     I  stated,  on  a 
former  occasion,  that  the  course  adopted 
by  this  House  in  proposing  to  appropriate 
part  of  the  revenues  of  Lower  Canada  was 
not  a  measure  of  finance  but  of  defence. 
I   adhere  to  that  statement.     In  a  con- 
stitutional Government  it  is  quite  impossible 
if  the  supplies  be  refused  year  after  year 
that  the  machinery  of  Government  can  go 
on.     If  they  were  refused  in  this  country 
even  for  a  single  year,  the  most  calamitous 
consequences    would    be    produced.      To 
refuse  the  supplies  is  to  disorganise  the 
army — to  refuse   the  supplies  is  to  shake 
public  credit  —  to  refuse  the   supplies  is 
almost  to  dissolve  the  constitution.     Well, 
then,  what  was  to  be  done  on  the  refusal 
of  the  supplies  by  a  provincial  Parliament. 
There  could  be  in  such  a  case  but  one  or 
two  courses  left  to  adopt — either  to  accede 
to  all  the  demands,  or  to  take  some  means 
by  which  the  mischief  might  be  remedied. 
It  was  quite  impossible  that  the.  courts  of 
justice  and  all  the  other  me^ins  of  civil 
Government  could  be  carried  on  ;  and  the 
conjuncture  must  arise  when  a  stop  must  be 
put  to  all  legislative  proceedings  in  conse- 
quence of  the  refusal  of  the  supplies,  unless 
one  remedy  or  the  other  was  applied,  I  stated 


to  the  House  that  it  was  impossible  to  adopt 
the  former  alternative.     With  regard  to  an 
elective  council,   the  report  of  the  Com* 
missioners  sent  out  by  this  country  states 
it  as  their  belief,   without  discussing  the 
abstract  question  of  an  elective  council,  still 
less  the  policy  or  impolicy  of  its  establish- 
ment in  the  North  American  continent— 
that  the  consequence  of  such  a  change  in 
the  Legislature  of  Lower  Canada  would  be 
to  place   the  Government  in  the  hands  of 
one  of  two  extreme  parties  and  that  from 
the  resistance  of  the  other  party  must  arise 
the  additional  danger  of  a  civil  war.     I 
fully  believe  the  truth  of  the  statement  of 
the  commissioners.     I  am   persuaded  that 
after  the  dissensions  which  have  prevailed, 
an  elective  council,representing  the  passions, 
the  violence,  and  the  desire  for  extraordinaiy 
changes  found  to  exist  in   the  assembly, 
would  be  considered  by  the  British  settlers 
of    the  province  as  nothing    else  but  a 
declaration  that  their  interests  would  not 
be  protected,  and  they  would  be  thus  driven 
to  some  other  means  to  produce  a  change 
in  the  constitution.     Their  next  demand 
is,  that  the  Executive  Council  should  only 
be  responsible  to  the  House  of  Assembly. 
Sir,  I  stated  that  there  was  one  place  in 
which  the  power  of  the  executive  could  be 
thus  entirely  controlled,  and  that  was  at  the 
seat  of  the  imperial  Government.     If  the 
Sovereign  of  this  country  were  to  select 
those  who  had  the  confidence  of  the  Crown 
but  who  possessed  none  of  the  confidence  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  there  must  be  a 
speedy  change  in  the  administration,  and 
the  constitution    could    only    proceed   in 
consequence  of  that   change.     But  in   a 
colony,  if  the  Legislative  Council  are  to  be 
named  according  to  the  will  of  the  assembly, 
there  is  another   question    which  arises, 
namely,  what  is  to  become  of  the  orders 
given   by   the  imperial   Govemn^ent  and 
the  govemer  of  the  colony  ?     You  are  here 
I  placed  in  the  situation  that  your  authority 
1  is  completely    set    aside.      You    have    a 
Canadian  ministry  responsible  only  to  the 
assembly,  with  a  power  of  dismissing  or 
driving  away  from  particular  places  British 
troops,   and  of  admitting  the  ships  of  a 
power,  perhaps  at  war  with  this  country, 
into  the  ports  of  Canada.     If  they  have  not 
the  power  to  make  such  restrictions,  they 
must  be  made  responsible.     If  they  have, 
it  then  a  supreme  and  independent  governor 
has  no  place  in   the   -  "     '        ^°^»   only 
should  there  be  an  i*" 
but  every  judge  and  ] 
appointed  not  accord: 
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constitution^  or  the  rule  of  the  imperial  mo- 
narchy of  the  mother  country^  but  in  accor- 
dance with  the  institutions  and  usages  of  a 
new  and  independent  republic.  Another 
question  in  these  proceedings  was^  whether  a 
repeal  should  be  granted  of  an  Act  passed  by 
this  country  with  respect  to  land  in  Canada^ 
under  which  certain  rights  had  accrued. 
The  Royal  Commissioners  said^  and  most 
justly,  that  it  was  impossible  to  take  these 
away  without  doing  an  act  uf  flagrant  in- 
justice to  rights  and  titles  granted  under 
the  sanction  of  an  Act  of  Parliament- 
Another  subject,  on  which  we  declared  we 
had  no  objection  to  enter,  was  an  alteration 
in  the  tenures,  provided  the  rights,  which 
could  not  be  set  aside  without  injustice, 
were  duly  mamtained  and  preserved.  As 
we  were  obliged  to  declare,  that  we  could 
not  consent  to  have  the  relations  between 
this  country  and  Canada  disturbed  in  the 
manner  which  had  been  threatened,  and 
as  the  demands  of  the  Assembly  were  de- 
clared repeatedly  to  be  the  only  conditions 
on  which  they  would  consent  to  carry  on 
the  ordinary  business  of  the  constitution,  I 
say,  by  their  own  act,  and  without  any 
interference  of  the  superior  power,  the  Go- 
vernment was  ipso  facto  suspended  by 
themselves.  Therefore,  we  proposed,  in 
that  difficulty,  in  that  extremity,  when  this 
House  could  not  agree  to  the  propositions 
of  the  Assembly,  that  some  measure  should 
be  taken  to  remedy  this  extraordinary  em- 
barrassment, and  that  some  measures  should 
be  adopted  by  which  the  judges  and  others 
holding  official  situations  should  receive 
what  otherwise  would  have  been  voted  by 
the  Assembly,  and  that  the  governor  should 
have  the  power  to  appropriate  these  sums. 
Sir,  I  do  not  think  that  we  went  at  all  be- 
yond the  necessity  of  the  case.  At  the 
same  time  it  was  evident,  that  the  House 
of  Assembly  of  Canada  must  either  con- 
tinue to  suspend  the  constitution  alto- 
gether, or  must  re-consider  the  grounds  of 
their  complaints.  They  had  repeatedly  de- 
clared, that  their  misgovern  men  t  was  owing 
to  the  Colonial  Secretary  of  State,  or  to  the 
Executive  Government  of  this  country,  and 
that  they  relied  on  the  wisdom  of  Parlia- 
ment to  remedy  their  grievances.  On  re- 
ceiving, however,  these  resolutions,  they 
did  not  take  the  peaceful  part  of  the  alter- 
native. They  did  not  agree  to  look  to 
other  methods  for  the  redress  of  the  griev- 
ances of  which  they  complained.  Be  it 
remembered,  that  when  we  said  we  could 
not  agree  to  their  demands^  I  stated  ex- 
pressly myself;  that  if  any  mode  of  ar* 


ranging  the  differences  which  existed  were 
suggested,  otherwise  than  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  an  Elective  Council,  we  should  be 
ready  to  undertake  the  consideration  of  it, 
and  if  possible  to  adopt  it.     I  proposed  my- 
self certain  mitigations  aa  to  the  manner  of 
appointment  in  future.     Instead  of  having 
persons  chosen  by  the  Governor  unknown 
to  the  inhabitants  (a  matter  which  was 
frequently  complained  of,)  it  was    deter. 
mined  that  the  Executive  Council   should 
state  their  opinion  of  the  fitness  of  the  per- 
sons intended  to  be  appointed.     When  Mr. 
Roebuck,  formerly  a  Member  of  this  House, 
proposed    that    the    Legislative    Council 
should  be  abolished,  I  did  not  at  once  say, 
that  the  proposition  was  inadmissible^  hut 
I  wished  to  know  whether  the  House  of 
Assembly  agreed  to  that  mode  of  reme- 
dying the  grievance  of  whict.  they     had 
complained.    I  did  not  propose  the  remedy 
which  was  suggested.     I  was  not  disposed 
to  think  it  well  considered  ;  but  I  felt,  that 
the  course  which  was  to  be  taken  should 
not  be  in  the  face  of  the  repeated  resolu- 
tions of  the  Assembly,  declaring,  that   the 
Imperial  Parliament  could  not  otherwise 
act  for  their  benefit  than  by  making  the 
Legislative  Council  elective.     I  could  not, 
therefore,  consent  to  a  course  entirely  new, 
and  at  variance  with  that  plan  which  had 
hitherto    been    looked  upon  as  the  sole 
means  for  accomplishing  their  wishes.  But 
what  was  the  answer  of  the  Assembly  in 
their  meeting  of  August,  1837?     Their 
answer  was,  that  they  would  not  suggest 
anything,    that   they   would  not  propose 
anything,  but  if  the  Government  of  Eng- 
land should  think  proper  to  propose  certain 
modifications  in  the   Legislative  Council, 
they  would  endeavour  to  determine  what 
changes  would  enable  the  Government  of 
the  colony  to  be  carried  on  beneficially. 
What  was  the  meaning  of  this?     By  re- 
peated  evasions  of    the  questions  which 
had  l^ccn  asked  them,  and  of  the  resolu- 
tions of  that  House,  they  seemed  resolved 
to  give  this  interpretation  to  their  conduct, 
if  we  should  introduce  certain  favourable 
changes :  '*  We  rejoice  that  you  have  got 
rid  of  the  Legislative  Council  as  an  obstacle 
to  our  desires,  but  you  have  not  fulfilled 
the  whole  conditions  on  which  we  rest  our 
case,  and  we  insist  still  upon  an  Elective 
Council  as  the  only  means  by  which  future 
harmony   can  be  established."  ^h  it  not 
obvious  that   such    would  have  been  the 
answer — is  it  not  clear,  from  the  spirit  in 
which  the  controversy  has  been  conducted, 
that  no  other  reply  would  be  received  from 
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this  House — but  of  the  whole  populfilion  of 
the  empire.  This,  at  leasts  is  clear,  that 
with  respect  to  other  portions  of  our  North 
American  colonies,  with  respect  to  Upper 
Canada— although  a  base  traitor  of  the 
name  of  M*Kenzie  has  attempted  to  disturb 
that  province — that  in  Nova  Scotia  and 
New  Brunswick  the  feeling,  I  may  say,  the 
universal  feeling,  has  been  one  of  loyalty  to 
the  British  Government,  and  attachment  to 
the  connection  with  the  mother  country. 
We  have  seen  that  not  only  the  regular 
authorities  of  her  Majesty's  Government 
acted  with  the  promptitude  which  became 
them,  but  we  have  also  seen  a  large  portion 
of  the  loyally  disposed  inhabitants  of  the 
provinces  holding  meetings,  volunteering  to 
take  arms,  and  doing  every  other  act  in 
their  power  to  show  the  depth  and  sincerity 
of  their  attachment  to  the  constitutional 
government,  and  the  desire  for  the  conti- 
nuance of  the  connexion  between  the  pro- 
vinces and  the  mother  country  ;  and  let  me 
say  further,  I  was  asked  at  the  commence- 
ment of  this  Session,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  received  intelligence  of  an 
increased  amount  of  desertion  among  the 
British  troops  employed  in  Canada  ?  At 
the  time  this  question  was  asked- 1  was  not 
aware  as  to  how  the  fact  stood,  and  I 
answered  accordingly ;  but  lam  most  happy 
in  being  able  to  state  that,  upon  inquiry, 
I  find  desertion  among  the  troops  in 
Canada,  so  far  from  having  been  on  the  in- 
crease during  the  past  year,  was  considera- 
bly diminished  in  amount.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  asked  me  the  question  may, 
perhaps,  be  surprised  that,  with  the  addi- 
tion to  his  ordinary  duties  of  a  civil  war,  a 
winter  campaign,  and  very  severe  duty, 
there  should  not  be  an  increase  of  desertion  ; 
but  when  I  tell  him  that  my  supposition, 
the  reverse  of  his,  is  based  on  these  very 
circumstances,  I  think  his  surprise  will  be 
increased.  In  my  opinion,  when  a  British 
soldier  finds  the  question  is,  whether  or  not 
he  shall  remain  at  his  post  to  maintain  his 
alle$;iance  to  his  Sovereign,  and  support 
the  honour  of  his  country,  those  very  hard- 
ships I  have  enumerated  would  induce  him 
to  be  tirm,  and  that,  bearing  up  against 
them  with  the  heart  of  a  Briton,  he  will  be 
found  to  the  last  faithful  tu  his  Queen,  and 
true  to  the  interests  of  his  country.  I  have 
now.  Sir,  stated  what  has  been  the  course 
of  the  present  Government  in  respect  to 
Canada,  from  the  commencement  of  our 
career  to  the  present  time.  I  have  shown, 
I  think,  that  we  have  no  reason  to  reprnaoh 
ourselves  with  tyranny  or  oppressi<m,  or 
VOL,  XL.    {j;-} 


even  with  carelessness  or  senseless  indiffer- 
ence in  our  Government  of  these  provinces. 
I  come  now  to  a  question  which  has  been 
argued  in  a  very  different  temper — it  is  the 
question  whether  it  is  for  our  interest  to 
abandon  Lower  Canada  altogether.  I  say, 
at 'once,  I  cannot  bring  my  mind  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  would  be  so.  I  say 
at  once,  that  the  single  motive  of  the  at- 
tachment of  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
population  to  the  British  constitution,  and 
the  situation  in  which  they  would  be  left 
if  we  abandoned  the  province  to  the  French 
party,  that  single  motive  would  be  a  suffi- 
cient reason  with  me  for  emphatically  say- 
ing '«No"  to  such  a  proposition.  I  ask 
the  House  would  they  be  ready  to  desert 
the  men  who  are  now  so  nobly  evincing 
their  loyalty — would  they  leave  them  ex- 
posed to  the  plunder  that  would  be  inevi. 
table  on  a  separation — ^and  if  they  would,  I 
then  ask  them  could  they  do  so  consistently 
with  justice,  and  with  the  maintenance  of 
their  cou  ntry's  high  character  ?  But  if  the 
reasons  I  have  mentioned  were  insufficient, 
there  are  other  considerations  which  \vould 
induce  the  Government  to  oppose  any  pro- 
ject of  abandonment.  Supposing  the  St. 
Lawrence  under  the  command  of  the 
United  States,  and  a  Canadian  republic 
established  at  Quebec,  does  any  one  believe 
that  the  other  provinces,  the  provinces  of 
Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick,  could  l)e 
kept  under  control  ?  No,  Sir  ;  I  am  convinced 
if  such  a  state  of  things  should  by  any 
mischance  come  round,  the  question  would 
arise,  whether  we  should  not  try  to 
regain  Lower  Canada,  or  abandon  North 
America  altogether.  Is  England  prepared 
for  such  an  alternative?  I  do  believe 
that  the  possession  of  our  colonics  tends 
materially  to  the  prosperity  of  this  empire. 
On  the  preservation  of  our  colonies  de- 
pends the  continuance  of  our  commercial 
marine ;  and  on  our  commercial  marine 
mainly  depends  our  naval  power;  and 
on  our  naval  power  mainly  depends  the 
strength  and  supremacy  of  our  arms.  I 
think,  then,  I  may  say,  without  arguing 
the  question  any  further,  that  it  is  our 
policy,  as  well  as  but  fairness  and  justice  to 
our  fellow- subjects,  that  we  should  not 
think  of  abandoning  those  provinces.  »Sir, 
I  have  thought  it  necessary  to  address  the 
House  at  this  great,  I  fear  too  great,  length 
.on  the  sulject  of  our  affairs  in  Canada, 
because  I  do  think  it  is  roost  important, 
that  Parliament  and  the  country  should  be 
put  in  possession  of  the  whole  of  our  pro- 
ceedings, so  that  when  the  fitting  time  arrives 
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the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  regard  to 
the  question  may  be  fairly  and  fully  dis- 
cussed. I  say,  for  my  own  part,  if  I 
thought  our  conduct  was  founded  in  injus- 
tice to  any  party,  from  it,  I  would  at  once 
retreat.  I  say,  likewise,  if  I  could  find, 
that  it  is  not  the  interest  both  of  this 
country  and  of  the  colony  itself,  that 
Canada  should  continue  to  be  a  part  of  the 
British  empire,  I  should  be  prepared  to 
counsel  a  separation ;  but  coming  as  I  do 
to  a  most  decided  conviction  on  both  these 
questions,  I  am  quite  prepared  to  come  to 
the  further  question,  namely,  what  is  the 
course  we  should  adopt  to  preserve  the 
union  in  peace  and  prosperity  ?  I  conceive 
there  can  be  no  doubt,  that  the  first  duty 
of  the  country  and  of  the  House,  if  hon. 
Members  concur  in  the  view  of  the  ques- 
tion which  we  take,  is  to  propose,  that 
sufficient  means  be  afforded  in  order  to  put 
down  the  insurrection.  I  am  not  going  to 
argue  the  question  whether  or  no  the 
present  Oovernment  were  to  blame  in  not 
having  at  this  moment  a  greater  military 
force  in  Canada.  The  question  which  we 
wish  to  propose  for  the  consideration  of 
the  House  to-night,  is  whether  or  not  the 
House  be  prepared  to  maintain  the  so- 
vereignty of  the  Crown  in  the  colonies,  and 
not  whether  her  Majesty's  Ministers  were 
to  blame.  I  see  opposite  to  me  a  noble 
Lord  who  is  reported  to  have  said,  that 
Ministers  should  appear  at  the  bar  of  the 
House  for  suffering  an  insurrection  to 
break  out.  If  that  noble  Lord,  or  any 
other  hon.  Member,  thinks  we  are  to  blame, 
let  him  arraign  us,  and  we  shall  be  ready 
to  meet  the  charge.  Before,  however,  they 
do  so,  I  shall  suggest  to  their  consideration 
for  a  moment,  two  points : —  firstly.  Whe- 
ther any  authority,  civil  or  military,  or  any 
body  of  persons  whatever,  hold  the  opinion, 
that  the  force  at  present  in  Canada  was 
inadequate,  and  ought  to  have  been  in- 
creased  ;  and  secondly,  Whether,  up  to  the 
present  moment,  the  force  in  Lower 
Canada  has  been  proved  inadequate  for  the 
suppression  of  the  disturbance.  However, 
I  repeat,  I  do  not  wish  at  the  present 
moment  to  argue  this  question.  I  am  ready 
to  do  so  should  any  hon.  Member  tliink  fit 
to  propose  a  vote  of  censure  on  us ;  but  the 
question  to-night  is,  what  are  the  means 
we  ought  to  adopt,  and  what  arc  the  points 
on  which  we  can  agree  inonlcrto  maintain 
in  these  provinces  gcxKl  order  and  tran- 
quillity. With  resi>ectto  force,  it  will  ))e,  I 
think,  absolutely  necessary,  that  a  very 
sufficient  force  should  b^  in  th^  St.  Law- 


rence in  the  spring,  to  be  landed  in  Caoada 
as  soon  as  the  navigation  opens.     For  my 
own  part,  I  may  say,  I  entertain  no  appre- 
hensions as  to  what  may  have  hitherto  been 
done  by   these  insurgents,  abandoned  as 
I  hey  seem  to  have  been  by  the  great  body 
of  the  British,  and  even  French  Canadians. 
From  this,  I  say,  I  do  not  feel  any  appre- 
hension whatever.    But  it  is  obvious  at  the 
same  time,   that,   an  insurrection   having 
once  broken  out,  a  temptation  is  by   the 
very  circumstance  presented,  to  many — a 
temptation  not  to  be  resisted — to  endeavour 
to  shake  the  British  power  in  Canada.   Let 
me  be  understood  as  not  meaning  to  say, 
that  any  treaties  or  friendships  with   this 
country  arc  likely  to  be  forgotten  on  the 
present  occasion,  either  by  the  great  powers 
of  Europe  or  by  America,     I  have  no  in- 
tention of  even  insinuating  the  possibility 
of  such  an  occurrence,  and  the  conduct  of 
the  United  States  Government  since  the 
commencement    of    the    disturbances     in 
Canada  strongly  tends  to  convince  us,  thnt 
from  the  United  States  the  Canadian  rebels 
will  meet  with  neither  sympathy  nor  as- 
sistance.    But  at  the  same  time  it  is  im- 
possible not  to  see,  that  both  in  Europe 
and  America  there  are  many  whom  the 
want  of  employment  at  home,  and  the  hope 
of  a  participation  in  those  splendid  spoils  so 
temptingly  held  out  by  the  abettors  of  the 
rebellion,  will  induce  to  flock  to  the  scene ; 
and  for  this  reason,  even  though  circum- 
stances may  in  the  end  prove  that  the  pre- 
caution is  unnecessary,  I  think  it  will  be 
quite  necessary  that  we  should  be  prepared 
for  action  by  the  next  spring,  and  have  in 
the  St.  Lawrence  ready  for  disembarkation 
a  force  sufficient  to  put  down  every  vestige 
of  the  insurrection.     Then  comes  the  ques- 
tion with  respect  to  the  civil  Government. 
It  is  obviously  quite  impossible,  that  we 
should  think  of  convening  the  Assembly,  or 
of  asking  them  to  pass  laws,  or  do  any  act 
properly  belonging   to   their    jurisdiction. 
Unhappily,  some  of  the   most  prominent 
Members  of  the  Assembly  have  taken  part 
with  the  insurgents,  so  that,  as   [  before 
said,  the  Assembly  itself  may   be  said    to 
have  sus|H?ndod  their  constitution.  I  may  as 
well  here  state,  that  the  <^euerai  plan  I  shall 
have  the  honour  to  pro]x)sc  is  embodied  in 
a  Bill  which  I  shall  to-night  ask  for  leave 
to  introduce.     Its  leading  provisions  I  shall 
now  briefly  state.    In  llie  first  place,  to  ask 
ParlianuMit    to   suspend    thtit  part  of  the 
constitution  of  17f)l  by  which  it  is  made 
necessary  to  call  together  the  Members  of 
the  Legislative  Assembly.     We  then  pro* 
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pose^  that  the  power  of  legislation  shall  be 
given  to  a  Governor  in  Council.  The  Bill 
does  not,  in  its  present  shape,  propose  any 
particular  number  of  which  that  Council 
should  consist ;  but  it  provides  that  not  less 
than  five  members  of  it  should  be  present 
at  any  deliberation^  and  that  every  subject 
of  deliberation  should  be  brought  forward 
and  proposed  by  the  governor.  It  then  pro. 
ceeds  to  provide  tbat  all  the  powers  of 
legislation  which  may  be  necessary  for  the  go- 
vernment of  the  provinces  shall  be  intrusted 
to  this  body,  I  mean  the  Governor  in  council ; 
that  they  may  renew,  if  expedient^  any  acts 
which  may  have  expired  owing  to  the  non- 
convocation  of  the  Legislative  Assembly, 
and  that  they  may  pass  such  acts  as  the 
occasion  may  require  for  the  Government 
of  the  province ;  but  the  Bill  does  not  pro- 
pose that  either  the  Governor  or  council 
should  have  power  to  change  the  consti- 
tuent body.  But,  Sir,  while  this  authority 
may  be  given,  there  remains  this  further 
question,  in  what  manner  is  the  constitu- 
tion again  to  be  re-established?  It  is  our 
intention,  and  we  adopt  this  plan  with  no 
other  view,  than  that  permanently  a  free 
constitution  should  exist  in  Canada.  For 
this  purpose  we  mean  not  only  to  limit 
the  period  of  the  authority  of  the 
new  Governor,  but  also  the  period  of 
the  authority  of  the  laws  which  we  give 
him  power  to  enact.  If  there  are  any  who 
think  that  the  present  occasion  ought  to  be 
taken  to  adopt  any  other  than  a  free  Go- 
vernment in  Canada,  or  that  the  English 
party  should  have  a  concession  made  to  all 
their  wishes,  and  that  the  French  Cana- 
dians should  be  subjected  to  a  form  of  Go- 
vernment unpalatable  to  them,  or  one  from 
which  they  could  not  expect,  full  justice,  or 
the  due  consideration  of  their  interests,  I 
have  only  to  say  that  to  such  a  proposition 
her  Majesty'sGovernment  will  be  noparties. 
We  propose  only  to  do  that  which  we  con- 
sider the  interests  both  of  the  mother 
country  and  the  provinces  require.  We 
do  not  propose  to  govern  Canada  in  any 
other  way  than  that  which  must  tend  to 
the  welfare  of  its  inhabitants.  I  am  firmly 
of  opinion  that  the  difficulties  which  have 
hitherto  prevented  an  adjustment  of  this 
question  have  entirely  arisen  from  the  pe- 
culiar constitution  of  the  House  of  As. 
sembly  (convened,  unfortunately,  at  the 
will  of  one  ambitious  demagogue),  and  of  a 
Legislative  Council,  in  the  composition  of 
which,  by  former  governors,  the  interests 
of  the  provinces  and  the  characters  of  the 
individual  men  were  not  sufficiently  con- 


sulted. I  think,  therefore,  that  with  re- 
spect to  the  principal  questions  on  which 
the  alleged  grievances  of  the  Canadians  are 
based,  a  satisfactory  adjustment  may,  in  the 
course  of  time,  be  arrived  at.  At  the  pre- 
sent moment  I  doubt  very  much  whether 
we  have  before  us  all  the  elements  upon 
which  to  decide  the  terms  of  such  an  ad- 
justment; but  I  think,  nevertheless,  we 
have  sufficient  to  justify  our  expressing  an 
opinion  that  a  consummation  so  much  in 
every  sense  to  be  desired,  is  not  considered 
by  us  either  impracticable  or  even  difficult. 
I  shall  propose,  therefore,  that  the  Governor 
and  his  council,  with  the  view  to  this  final 
adjustment,  should  have  recourse  to  the 
opinions  of  the  Canadians  themselves,  sum- 
moning for  that  purpose  a  kind  of  boards 
to  consist  of  twenty-six  persons,  of  whom 
ten  should  be  representatives  of  the  as- 
sembly in  Upper  Canada,  ten  of  the  assembly 
in  Lower  Canada,  three  to  be  members  of 
the  Legislative  Council  of  Lower  Canada, 
and  three  members  of  the  Legislative 
Council  of  Upper  Canada.  I  do  not,  how- 
ever, propose— I  should  not  be  justified  in 
proposing — that  the  final  settlement  of  this 
matter  should  be  left  to  this  body  in  con«i 
junction  with  the  Governor.  The  Imperial 
Parliament  is  naturally  the  supreme  legis- 
lative authority  in  the  British  empire,  and 
I  do  not  think  we  should  on  this  occasion 
— on  this  so  important  and  solemn  an  oc- 
casion — depart  from  the  principle  so  in- 
variably advocated  by  every  great  states- 
man and  lawyer,  of  leaving  to  it  the  su- 
preme control.  I,  therefore,  propose  that 
the  propositions  which  may  emanate  ttota 
this  assembly,  after  having  been  assented 
and  agreed  to  by  the  Governor,  should  be 
transmitted  to  this  country,  and  then  pro- 
posed to  Parliament,  with  a  view  of  making 
such  modifications  in  the  constitution  of 
1791  as  may  conduce  to  the  interests  of 
all,  and  eventually  prove  the  foundation  of 
an  harmonious  and,  I  would  add,  a  free 
constitution  for  the  people.  I  do  not  de- 
spond. I  say  that  such  a  foundation  may 
be  laid  ;  but  at  the  same  time  I  think  it  is 
most  important  that  the  person  to  be  sent 
from  this  country  should  be  one  whose 
conduct  and  character   should  be  bevond 

* 

exception — a  person  conversant  not  solely 
with  matters  of  administration,  but  with 
the  most  important  affairs  which  are  from 
time  to  time  brought  before  the  ParUament 
of  this  country.  I  think  he  should  be  con- 
versant also  with  the  affairs  of  the  various 
states  of  Europe  $  and  moreover,  that  it 
should  be  implied  by  his  nomination  that 
C2 
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he  was  not  at  all  adverse  to  opinions  the 
most  liberal,  and  that  he  was  favourable  to 
popular  feelings  and  popular  rights.  Having 
said  this  much,  I  know  not  why  I  should 
refrain  from  adding*  that  her  Majesty  has 
been  pleased  to  intrust  the  conduct  of  this 
aifuir  nnd  these  high  powers  to  one  whom 
her  advisers  think  in  every  respect  fitted 
for  the  charge — namely,  the  Earl  of  Dur- 
ham ;  and  the  Earl  of  Durham  having  ac- 
cepted the  office,  will  proceed  in  due  time  to 
])erform  its  important  duties.  I  will  now 
proceed  to  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  advan- 
tages which  I  think  are  at  present  enjoyed 
by  the  people  of  Lower  Canada.  It  is  the 
general  opinion  of  all  persons  who  are  con- 
versant with  the  subject,  that  there  are  no 
people  ou  the  face  of  the  globe  who  are  in 
a  condition  of  greater  comfort  and  ease,  or 
who  enjoy  more  extensive  and  peculiar  ad- 
vantages, than  the  kahitans  of  Lower 
Canada.  That  is  their  present  condition, 
and  with  the  general  progress  of  improve- 
ment it  is  fairly  to  be  expected  that  that 
condition  will  improve.  In  addition  to  the 
benefit  which  they  derive  from  the  enjoy- 
ment of  laws  congenial  to  their  own  habits, 
feelings,  and  prejudices,  they  have  the 
benefit  which  they  derive  from  the  enjoy- 
ment of  British  laws.  It  is  certainly  true 
that,  with  all  these  advantages,  they  do  not 
enjoy  complete  independence.  They  do 
not  enjoy  that  absolute  freedom  of  action 
which  is  altogether  inconsistent  with  their 
state,  if  they  are  still  to  be  considered  as 
the  inhabitants  of  a  colony  belonging  to  a 
mother  country.  But,  Sir,  in  return  for 
that  disadvantage  (if,  indeed,  it  be  a  disad- 
vantage), there  are  circumstances  which  go 
fur  to  compensate  them.  Among  the  first 
of  those  circumstances  is  the  privilege 
which  they  possess  of  being  defended  from 
foreign  attack  by  the  armies  and  by  the 
navies  of  this  country  without  charge. 
In  the  last  year  a  sum  of  220,000/., 
was  voted  for  the  naval  and  military 
defence  of  Canada,  of  which  sum  not 
above  1,200/.  or  1,500/.  was  paid  by  Cana- 
dians. What  would  they  have  to  pay  if 
they  were  in  the  situation  of  the  United 
States?  In  the  last  year  the  charge  for 
the  naval  and  military  expenses  of  the 
American  states  was  little  less  than 
5,000,000/.  Then  again,  with  regard  to 
taxation.  The  taxes  in  the  Canadas  are 
exce<fding]y  light.  The  disposition  of  the 
revenue  is  also  in  the  highest  degree 
favourable  to  the  interests  of  the  people. 
The  largest  annual  sum  that  has  been 
voted  in  Lower  Canada  (  I  speak  in  round 


numbers)  was  157,000/.  Of  that  sum 
57,000/.  was  appropriated  to  the  expenses 
of  the  civil  government;  70,000/.  to  the 
expenses  of  roads,  enclosures,  and  other 
internal  improvements;  and  25,000/.  to 
the  purposes  of  education.  Now,  I  ask 
whether,  if  we  were  in  this  condition,  if 
all  we  had  to  pay  was  the  expenses  of  the 
civil  government,  the  expenses  of  internal 
improvements,  and  the  expenses  of  public 
education,  it  would  not  be  thought  that 
we  were  in  a  very  enviable  situation  ?  But, 
Sir,  if  the  people  of  Canada  have  no  great 
reason  to  complain  of  the  laws  under  which 
they  live — ^if  they  have  no  great  reason  to 
complain  of  the  taxes  which  are  imposed 
upon  them — if  they  have  no  great  reason 
to  complain  of  the  disposition  of  their 
revenue  —  still  less  reason  have  they  to 
complain  on  the  subject  of  trade.  With 
respect  to  trade,  it  has  always  been  ad- 
mitted, that  an  Imperial  Legislature  has  a 
right  to  compel  a  coldny  to  receive  the 
produce  of  the  mother  country,  and  a 
right  to  restrict  that  colony  in  its  com- 
merce with  other  nations.  But,  if  Canada 
were  separated  from  Great  Britain  —  if 
Great  Britain  and  Canada  were  two  inde- 
pendent nations,  could  the  trade  of  Canada 
by  possibility  be  in  a  state  so  beneficial  to 
that  colony  as  at  present  ?  If,  then,  the 
situation  of  the  people  of  Canada  be  so 
happy  with  respect  to  their  internal  con- 
dition, to  their  laws,  to  their  finances,  and 
to  their  trade,  I  think  I  have  a  perfect 
right  to  come  to  this  House  and  to  ask  it 
to  agree  to  the  proposition  which  I  am 
about  to  make.  The  Address  which  I 
mean  to  propose,  after  "  thanking  her  Ma- 
jesty for  her  gracious  communication  of 
papers  relating  to  the  affairs  of  Canada," 
and  "  assuring  her  Majesty  that  the  anxious 
consideration  of  this  House  shall  be  given 
to  the  preparation  of  such  measures  as  the 
present  exigency  may  require,"  proceeds 
"  to  express  to  her  Majesty  our  deep  con- 
cern that  a  disaffected  party  in  Canada 
should  have  had  recourse  to  open  violence 
and  rebellion,  with  a  view  to  throw  off 
their  allegiance  to  the  Crown.  To  declare 
to  her  Majesty  our  satisfaction  that  their 
designs  have  been  opposed,  no  less  by  her 
Majesty's  loyal  subjects  in  North  America 
than  by  her  Majesty's  forces,  and  to  assure 
her  Majesty,  that  while  this  House  is  ever 
ready  to  afford  relief  to  real  grievances, 
we  are  fully  determined  to  support  the 
efforts  of  her  Majesty  for  the  suppression 
of  revolts  and  the  restoration  of  tranquil- 
lity.*'    Sir,  I  think  I  have  laid  quite  sufli- 
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cient  grounds  to  induce  this  House  to 
consent  to  repose  this  confidence  in  her 
Majesty  and  her  Majesty's  Government, 
who  are,  with  me,  not  prepared  to  give 
immediate  independence  to  the  British  pro- 
vinces in  North  America.  Although,  1 
repeat,  that  I  am  not  prepared  to  give 
immediate  independence,  this  1  will  say, 
that  if  the  time  were  come  at  which  such 
an  important  change  might  be  safely  and 
advantageously  made,  I  should,  by  no 
means,  be  incycposed  to  give  the  1,400,000 
of  our  present  fellow-subjects  who  are 
living  in  the  provinces  of  North  America 
a  participation  in  the  perfect  freedom  en- 
joyed by  the  mother  country.  If  it  were 
a  fit  time,  if  circumstances  of  all  kinds 
were  such  as  to  render  such  an  arrange- 
ment desirable,  I  think  that  our  colonies 
might  with  propriety  be  severed  from  us, 
and  formed  into  a  separate  and  distinct 
state,  in  alliance,  offensive  and  defensive, 
with  this  country.  \j*  Hear,  hear!"^ 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bridport  cheer  this  senti- 
ment. Of  this  I  am  sure,  that  if  things 
had  arrived  at  the  state  which  I  have  de- 
scribed, if  the  time  for  such  a  separation 
had  arrived,  (which  I  utterly  deny)  we 
should  then  have  as  allies  men  influenced 
bv  the  most  amiable  and  affectionate  feel- 
ings  towards  the  mother  country  ;  not  men 
who  would  wish  to  see  the  British  arms 
defeated,  or  who  would  entertain  the  as- 
piration that  the  power  of  Great  Britain 
might  sink  into  insignificance  and  con- 
tempt. On  the  contrary,  I  am  convinced 
that  we  should  find  in  them  men  who 
would  cheer  on  the  efibrts  of  this  great 
empire,  who  would  reverence  our  character, 
and  share  our  triumphs.  Until  such  a 
time,  however,  shall  arrive,  until  separa- 
tion shall  be  the  mutual  interest  of  the 
British  colonies  and  the  British  empire,  we 
will  not  consent  that  these  provinces  shall 
lose  British  protection,  in  addition  to  the 
privileges  which  they  enjoy  in  common 
with  their  fellow-subjects.  If  the  time  be 
not  come  for  the  separation  to  which  I 
allude,  at  least  let  us  not  consent  to  the 
separation  of  a  small  portion  of  persons 
who  have  carried  their  ambitious  designs 
into  effect  by  breaking  into  open  rebellion 
in  Lower  Canada.  It  you  consent  to  such 
a  proposition^  you  will  indeed  create  a  civil 
war,  you  will  excite  plunder  and  pillage, 
you  will  give  the  signal  for  a  long  and 
sanffuinary   interruption    of    public  tran. 

Juillityj  and  if  the  individuals  to  whom 
baye  ftUuded  fancy  that  they  can  establish 


a  free,  a  happy,  and  an  dfderly  republic,  in 
that  expectation  they  will  most  signally 
fail.  Sir,  such  are  the  reasons  and  such 
are  the  grounds  on  which  I  ask  thb  House 
to  assent  to  the  Address  which  I  am  about 
to  propose.  I  feel  confident  that  the  House 
and  the  country  will  do  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment the  justice  to  believe,  that  they 
entertain  no  wish  to  avail  themselves  of 
the  means  which,  they  trust,  will  be  placed 
at  their  disposal  for  purposes  of  severity, 
still  less  of  vengeance,  with  reference  to 
the  misguided  people  who  have  been  in- 
duced to  take  a  part  in  this  insurrection. 
I  am  sure  that  no  one  can  be  more  anxious 
than  the  noble  Lord,  the  present  Governor 
of  Canada,  and  I  am  sure  that  no  one  will 
be  more  anxious  than  the  noble  Lord  who 
will  succeed  him,  to  make  the  present  war- 
fare as  little  attended  by  circumstances  of 
a  painful  and  sanguinary  nature  as  possible. 
I  feel  confident  that  they  will  consider 
clemency  the  best  road  to  reconciliation ; 
for  I  also  feel  confident  that  the  defection 
of  the  greater  portion  of  those  who  have 
been  led  into  rebellion  in  Lower  Canada 
may  be  justly  attributed  to  ignorance.  The 
few  really  guilty,  the  designing  men  who 
have  exasperated  others,  and  induced  them 
rashly  to  appeal  to  arms,  will  hereafter  be 
held  in  detestation  by  their  own  country- 
men. Confident  as  to  the  issue  of  this 
contest,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  call  upon  the 
House  to  uphold  those  who  have  been 
faithful  to  their  Sovereign,  to  their  coun- 
try, to  their  oaths,  and  to  the  integrity  of 
the  empire.  The  noble  Lord  concluded  by 
moving  the  following  Address : — 

''  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
her  Majesty,  to  thank  her  Majesty  for  her 
gracious  communication  of  papers  relating  to 
the  affairs  of  Canada. 

''To  assure  her  Majesty  that  the  anxious 
consideration  of  this  House  shall  be  given  to 
the  preparation  of  such  measures  as  the  pre- 
sent exigency  may  require. 

"  To  express  to  her  Majesty  our  deep  con- 
cern that  a  disaffected  party  in  Canada  should 
have  had  recourse  to  open  violence  and  rebel- 
lion, with  a  view  to  throw  off  their  allegiance 
to  the  Crown. 

"  To  declare  to' her  Majesty  our  satisfaction 
that  their  designs  have  been  opposed  no  less 
by  her  Majesty *s  loyal  subjects  in  North 
America  than  by  her  Majesty's  forces  ;  and  to 
assure  her  Majesty  that  while  this  ^House  is 
ever  ready  to  afford  relief  to  real  grievances, 
we  are  fully  determined  to  support  the  efforts 
of  her  Majesty  for  the  suppression  of  revolt 
and  the  restoration  of  tranquillity.'' 

Mr.  Hume  was  very  unwilling  to  tres. 
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pass  upon  the  HoQse,  but  was  nevertheless 
desirous  tu  state  shortly  the  view  he  took 
of  the  question  under  consideration.  There 
was  one  observation  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  which  had  given  liim  great  satisfac- 
tion. The  noble  Lord  liad  stated  that  he 
was  sure  the  House  and  the  country  would 
be  anxious  to  have  all  the  facts  relative  to 
the  occurrences  in  Canada  fairly  and  fully 
before  them.  Nowi  it  was,  because  he 
knew  that  the  House  and  the  country 
had  not  all  the  facts  relative  to  the 
occurrences  in  Canada  fairly  and  fully 
before  them,  that  he  could  not  agree  to 
the  proposed  address,  and  still  less  to  the 
proposition  for  suspending  the  constitution 
of  Lower  Canada*  He  knew  very  well 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  a  great  advantage 
over  him  in  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  subject,  without  having  pre- 
viously given  the  smallest  intimation  of 
what  it  was  his  intention  to  propose.  The 
noble  Lord  had  carefully  concealed  his 
plans  from  every  body ;  and  now,  after  a 
long  statement  of  the  past  history  of 
Canada,  he  came  forth  with  a  proposition 
to  suspend  the  constitution  of  Lower 
Canada.  He  would  take  upon  himself  to 
say,  that  the  noble  Lord  had  not  dealt  fairly 
with  the  House  iu  stating  that  they  were 
in  full  possession  of  the  facts  which  had  led 
to  the  present  condition  of  things  in  Lower 
Canada,  and  which  ought  to  induce  them 
to  adopt  the  extraordinary  and  unconstitu- 
tional course  which  the  noble  Lord  now 
proposed.  He  agreed  with  the  noble  l^rd 
in  one  statement,  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  Parliament  in  I791  (and  he  would  not 
enter  at  all  into  the  noble  Lord's  previous 
statements)  to  give  to  the  people  of  Canada 
all  the  advantages  of  a  representative  body, 
similar  in  every  respect  to  the  House  of 
Cqinmons  in  the  mother  country.  If,  how- 
ever, the  noble  Lord  read  the  speeches  of 
Mr*  Fox  and  the  other  hon.  Members  of 
that  period  correctly,  he  would  find  that 
the  Legislative  Council  was  an  experiment 
to  try  it  a  body  could  be  established  similar 
to  the  Hou9c  of  Lords.  That  experiment 
had  been  made,  and  it  had  entirely  failed. 
That  circumstance  the  noble  Lord  had, 
however,  passed  over,  and  had  gone  on  to 
describe  the  violent  meetings,  and  proceed- 
ings that  had  taken  place  in  Lower  Canada. 
But  the  Jiouse  of  Assembly  was  not  in 
fault.  The  fault  was  attributable  to  the 
Governor  and  the  Legislative  and  Execu- 
tive Councils,  which  were  never  found  to 
be  in  accordance  with  the  Legislative  As- 
sembly.   In  1826  it  had  been  distinctly 


declared  by  the  Colonial  Secretary  that  the 
measures,  then   in    ccmtcmplation    had  for 
their  object  the  bringing  of  these  difiercut 
bodies  into  a  state  of  accordance.      Now,  as 
the  great  majority  of  the  Legislative  As- 
sembly was  composed  of  French  Canadians, 
if  a  disposition  existed  at  the  period  he  had 
alluded  to  to  bring  the  different  bodies  into 
a  state  of  accordance,  that  could  onlj  have 
been  accomplished  by  giving  the  same  party 
a  majority  in  the  Legislative  and  Executive 
Councils.    Was  it  possible  tl^t  any  rational 
person  could  suppose  that  the  Government 
of  so  distant  a  colony  could  be  satisfactorily 
carried  on  by   two  parties  so  difiering  in 
opinion  from  one  another  ?    The  thing  was 
impossible ;  and  there  was  no  doubt,  there- 
fore, that  the  intention  in  1 828  was,  that 
the  people  of  Lower  Canada,  being  faiily 
represented  in  the  House  of  Assembly,  the 
Legislative    Council    and    the    Executive 
Council  should  contain   so   many  persons 
who  had  a  stake  and  interest  in  the  coun- 
try, that  it  was  probable  the  opinions  of 
those  councils   would    coincide   with    the 
opinions  of  the  House  of  Assembly.     That 
intention,   however,  was  not  carried  into 
effect.     On  the  contrary,  such  a  selection 
of  persons  was  made  for  the  councils  as 
was  not  at  all  calculated  for  that  purpose. 
This  the  noble  Lord  must  admit.     If  ho 
did,  ought  he  not  to  pause  before  he  came 
to  that  House  to  propose  the  destruction  of 
the  representative  body  }    He  thought  that 
the  noble  Lord  was  wrong  in  blaming  the 
conduct  of  the  House  of'  Assembly.     The 
noble  Lord  ought  to  have  looked  at  the 
proceedings  during    the   Government    oi 
Lord  Dalhousie.      He  wished  the  noble 
Lord  had  t(dd  the  House  what,  in  his  view 
of  the  question,  had  been  the  powers  vested 
in  the  House  of  Assembly ;  and  had  then 
proceeded  to  show  in  what  respect  they  had 
exceeded  their  authority,  and  what  charge 
existed  against  them  of  a  nature  so  serious 
as  to  demand   their  destruction.      Could 
any  thing  be  more  legitimate   than   that 
they  should  employ  themselves  in  examin« 
ing  item  by  item  the  articles  of  the  civil 
list?     From  the  year   1820,  when  Lord 
Dalhousie   was  Governor,    the  right  pos- 
sessed by  the  House  of  Assembly  to  exer- 
cise thu  scrutiny  had  been  acknowledged. 
If  this  were  supposed  by  the  noble  Lord  an 
offence,  the  noble  Lord  would  entirely  fail 
in  proving  it  to  be  one.     Whoever  knew 
any  thing  of  the  privileges  of  the  House 
of  Commons  would  acknowledge  that  one 
of  the  most  valuable  of  those  privileges  was 
that  of  investigating  the  civil  list   Instead^ 
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therefore^  of  being  a  charge  against  the  Le. 
gislative  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada,  their 
exercise  of  this  privilege  ought  to  redound 
to   their   praise.     It   was  the   Legislative 
Council  which  had  thrown  impediments  in 
the   way   of    beneficially    governing    the 
country.       The  noble    Lord    referred    to 
the    instructions  which    had    been  given 
by  Sir    George    Murray,    when   he   was 
Secretary  of  State   for   the  Colonies,  and 
said    that   those    instructions    were   libe- 
ral    in    their    character.       He    admitted 
it.       But     had    those    instructions    been 
acted  upon  ?  He  could  state,  on  the  autho- 
rity of  those  who,  being  on  the  spot,  were 
perfectly  competent   witnesses^   that  they 
nad  never  been   acted  upon.     He  by  no 
means  blamed  »Sir  George  Murray,  whose 
intentions,  he  believed,  and  bad  always  said 
he  believed,  were  good.     But  he  had  also 
said,  and  he  still  said,  that  it  was  impossi- 
ble satisfactorily  to  govern  any  colony  at  a 
distance  from  the  mother  country,  if  the 
persons  in  authority  in  that  colony  had  no 
feeling  in  common  with  the  people  of  the 
colony.     Up  to  the  present  moment   the 
persons  in  authority  in  Lower  Canada  were 
aliens  in  that  colony.     That  was  proved  by 
the  petition  to  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1828,   signed    by   87,000   inhabitants    of 
liower   Canada,    nineteen  -  twentieths    of 
whom  were  landed  proprietors,  forming  an 
overwhelming  majority  of  the  population. 
In    the    Legislative    Council    of    Lower 
Canada  there  was  only  one  person  inter- 
ested in  the  soil.      The  other  members  of 
that  council  were  either  official  persons,  or 
people  from  England,  who  had  no  interest 
in   the  soil.      Was  it   possible    that    Sir 
George    Murray   or    any   other    Colonial 
Mini^ter  should   be  able  satisfactorily   to 
administer  such  a  government  as  that  of 
Lower  Canada  under  such  circumstances  ? 
Out  of  340  civil  offices,  only  forty  were 
Canadians;  the  rest  were  persons  such  as 
he  had  just  described.      There   was   the 
origin  of  all  the  evils  which  had  occurred. 
Could  any  thing  be  more  extraordinary 
than   that,    at   a   time   when   they   were 
anxious  to  be  relieved  from  all  the   ex- 
penses of  the  colonies,  they  should  refuse 
to  listen  to  the  proposition  of  the  Legisla- 
tive Assembly  oi  Lower  Canada  to  relieve 
them  from  those  expenses  on  the  condition 
of  having  the  management  and  disposal  of 
the   revenue.^     By  such  an  arrangement 
both  the  Government  at  home  and  the 
colonial  government  would  acquire  greater 
strength.     The  present   system  of  lavish 
and  extravagant  expenditure  was  main- 


tained only  for  purposes  of  abuse  and  cor. 
ruption.  He  had  frequently  stated,  that 
the  people  of  England  were  taxed,  not  for 
the  benefit  of  the  colonies  (who  did  not 
want  it),  but  for  the  benefit  of  a  few  in- 
dividuals. That  was  the  cause  of  the  pre. 
valent  system  of  abuse  and  misrule.  Was 
it  fitting  that  the  House  of  Assembly  should 
))e  blamed  for  endeavouring  to  perform  one 
of  their  most  important  functions,  that  of 
examining  any  branch  of  the  public  expen- 
diture, item  by  item  ?  The  two  statements 
made  bv  the  noble  Lord  were  inconsistent 
with  the  facts,  which  could  be  abundantly 
proved  by  documents  and  correspondence. 
He  might  go  on  and  advert  to  other  cir- 
cumstances— to  the  pension  list  and  other 
matters.  Nearly  ten  years  ago  he  had  said 
that  Sir  James  Kempt  was  the  only  Go- 
vernor of  the  colony  he  had  ever  heard  of 
against  whom  no  complaint  had  ever  been 
sent  home.  He  would  take  upon  hirasel 
to  say,  that  if  all  Governors  of  Canada  had 
acted  on  Sir  James  Kempt's  principles,  the 
present  posture  of  affairs  would  never  have 
existed.  It  was  incorrect  to  say,  that  the 
Legislative  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada 
had  refused  to  pass  the  Act  of  supply. 
They  had  only  refused  to  do  so  without 
attaching  to  it  certain  conditions,  indicating 
the  impropriety  of  allowing  any  individual 
to  hold  several  offices,  and  the  expediency 
of  confining  one  individual  to  one  office. 
Adverting  to  Lord  Gosford's  letter  of 
February,  1837,  respecting  the  arrears 
which  for  three  years  the  Legislative  As- 
sembly had  refused  to  pay  up,  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  observed,  that  the  noble  Lord  went 
out  after  the  Governments  of  Lord  Amherst 
and  Lord  Aylmer  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
ciliation, but  that  the  most  important  object 
of  his  mission  remained  concealed  until  dis. 
closed  by  Sir  F.  Head.  The  Canadian 
people  said,  and  said  naturally  to  the  Go- 
vernor: — 

"  It  is  right  we  should  tell  you,  and  through 
you,  the  British  Parliament  and  the  British 
Government,  that  until  you  redress  our  griev« 
ances,  which  are  of  so  important  and  so  griev- 
ous a  nature,  we  will  not  pay  up  the  arrears ; 
but  in  order  to  show  you  how  sincerely  de- 
sirous we  arc  that  the  machinery  of  Govern- 
ment should  go  on,  we  will,  notwithstanding 
the  severity  of  the  measures  which  you  now 
adopt  towards  us,  vote  the  supplies  for  the 
current  year,  so  that  you  may  have  sufficient 
time  to  write-home  to  the  Colonial-office,  and 
to  ascertain  whether  in  that  quarter  there  is 
any  disposition  to  accede  to  those  claims 
which  we  deem  just  and  reasonable.'^ 

Such  was  the  language  held  by  the  House 
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of  Assembly,  and  they  acted  not  only  upon  ^ 
the  spirit  but  up  to  the  very  letter  of  it. 
They  took  the  estimates  of  1833   as  the 
groundwork  upon  which   to  frame  those 
for  the  current  year.     The  House  would 
hardly  believe    that    a   Minister    of    the 
Crown   should   now   rise   in  his  place  in 
that  House,  and  state,  that  from  the  year 
1 832  the  House  of  Assembly  had  uniformly 
and  obstinately  persisted  in  refusing  the 
supplies,   when  he   (Mr.  Hume)  held  in 
his  hand  a  letter  from  Lord  Gosford,  in 
which  that  nobleman  said,  **  the  House  of 
Assembly   has  entered  item  by  item  into 
the  account  for  the  supplies."     The  House 
of  Assembly  had,  in  fact,  not  only  entered 
into   the  account  item  by  item,  but  had 
actually  voted  the  salaries  of  all  the  chief 
officers  of  the  Government.     It  was  true 
that  they  had  attached  certain  conditions 
to  their  votes ;  but  those  conditions  were 
only  just  and  reasonable — conditions  not 
only  proper  in  themselves,  but  in   many 
instances  absolutely  necessary  to  the  proper 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  the   situations 
filled  by  the  different  officers.      Did  the 
noble  Lord  mean  to  say,  that  the  House  of 
Assembly,  when  it  voted  money^  had  not 
the  power  to  affix  conditions  upon  which 
that  money  should  be  paid  ?  Public  opinion 
in  England  had  declared  against  plurality 
of  offices.  Was  it  not  fit  and  proper,  there- 
fore, for  the  Canadian  House  of  Assembly 
to  say  that  it  would  vote  certain  salaries  to 
certain  officers  only  upon  condition  of  their 
abandoning  places  which  were  wholly  in- 
consistent  with   their    official   situations.^ 
Was  there  anything  unjust,  unreasonable, 
or  improper  in   their  declaring  that   the 
auditor  of  the  land-tax,  the  clerk  and  regis- 
trar, the  clerk  of  the  Legislative  Council, 
and  the  master  in  Chancery,  should  seve- 
rally be    paid    the    salaries   attached    to 
those    offices,     only     upon    condition    of 
their  ceasing  to  be  members  of  the  Le- 
gislative  Council?      Was  there  anything 
inconsistent  in   the  House    of  Assembly 
declaring    that   men  holding  subservient 
situations,   as  clerks    in    dinerent  offices, 
should  not  continue  to  be  Members  of  a 
body  which  in  the  colonial  legislature  was 
ranked  in  the  same  place  as  the  House  of 
Lords    in    Great    Britain  ?     He   for  one 
thought  that  the  House  of  Assembly,  in- 
stead of  being  subjected   to  blame,  were 
deserving  of  every  praise  for  the  step  they 
had  taken  towards  the  suppression  of  an 
abuse   which  was   no  longer  tolerated  at 
home.     He  would  mention  only  one  or  two 
other  instances,  just  to  show  the  nature  of 


the  conditions  made  by  the  House  of  As- 
sembly,   and    for    whicb  the  Legislative 
Council  afterwards  threw  out  the  bill  of 
supply.     For  it  must  always  be  remem- 
bered, that  it  was  not  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly  which   refused,   but  the    Legislative 
Council   which  rejected,  the  supply  neces- 
sary to  carry  on  the  official  duties  of  the 
government.     The  salary  of  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Assemblv  was  voted  with 
this  proviso,  *'  that  he  shall  not  at  the  same 
time  receive  an  equal  or  a  higher  sum  from 
any  other  situation  under  the  government." 
Had  they  not  previously  set  the  example  in 
England,  and  laid  down  the  rule,  that  an 
officer  who  received  a  large  salary  for  one 
office  should  not,  at  the   same   time,   be 
allowed  to  receive  a  salary  fr  m  any  other 
office?      Was    it   just,   then,     to  blame 
the    House   (»f   Assembly   in  Canada  for 
doing  the  very  same   thing    which   they 
(the  House  of  Commons  of  England)  took 
credit  for  doing  themselves  ?     The  salaries 
of  the  officers  of  the  Crown  and  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery  were  also  voted  subject 
to  this  reasonable  condition,  '^  that  they 
should  not  continue  to  be  Members  of  the 
Executive    or    Legislative    Councils."     A 
great  deal  had  been  said  about  the  salaries 
of  the  judges  being  left  unpaid.     That  was 
a  falsehood  throughout :  the  salaries  of  the 
judges  had  been  voted.     The  noble  Lord 
was,  therefore,  quite  wrong  in  laying  that 
charge  at  the  door  of  the  Flouse  of  Assem- 
bly.    Lord  Gosford,    in  his  despatch    of 
March,  1S36,    distinctly   stated   that  the 
House  of  Assembly  would  pay  the  salaries 
of  the  judges,  provided  they  did  not  hold 
other  offices.     Was  that  an  unreasonable 
condition?     Was  it  fit   that   the  judges 
should  hold  other  offices?     Was  it  per. 
mitted  that  the  judges  in  England  should 
hold  a  plurality  of  offices  ?     It  it  were  not 
permitted  in  England,  was  it  right  that  the 
noble  Lord,  in  making  out  a  case  against 
Canada,  should  say  that  the  judges  were 
left  unpaid  and  that  justice  could  not  be 
administered,  when  the  only  bar  to  their 
payment  was  the  fact  of  their  holding  a 
multiplicity  of  situations,  utterly  at  variance 
with  their  office  of  judges.     Such  an  alle- 
gation on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
nothing  more  than  an  excuse  on  the  part  of 
the  noble  Lord  to  induce  the  House  to  go 
along  with  him  in  an  unjust  measure ;  a 
measure   founded    upon    statements    and 
assertions  which  the  documents  in  the  noble 
Lord's  own  hands  would  not  bear  out.  The 
salary  of  the  chief  justice  had  been  voted 
without  any  condition  at  all ;  and  tbesalariei 
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of  the  puisne  judges  had  also  been  voted 
subject  only  to  the  condition   that    they 
should  not  hold  other  offices    under  the 
government  at  the  same  time.    The  salaxy 
of  the  Judge  of  the  Court  of  Vice  Admi- 
ralty had   also  been  voted ^  subject  to  the 
same  condition.     It  was  neither  just  nor 
fair  in  the  noble  Lord>  therefore,  to  state 
that  the  salaries  of  the  judges  had  been 
refused,  and  that  justice  could  not  be  ad- 
ministered.    Was  the  House  of  Assembly 
to  blame  if  it  attached  such  conditions  to 
their  votes,  when  they  found  gentlemen 
holding  situations,   as  the  Judge  of   the 
Court  of  Vice  Admiraly  did,  wholly  incon- 
sistent with  their  offices,  and  receiving  fees 
wholly  unsanctioned  by  the  laws  ?  He  took 
all  these  facts  from  Lord  Gosford's  dis- 
patches^ which  had  been  published  by  order 
of  the  Government ;  and  when  he  men- 
tioned that  circumstance  he  thought  he  had 
stated  enough  to  show  that  the  noble  Lord 
was  not  warranted  in  his  assertion  that  the 
House  of  Assembly  had  refused  to  vote  the 
supplies.     Lord  Gosford  distinctly  stated, 
that  the  bill  of  supply  was  introduced  into 
the  House  of  Assembly  on   the  25th  of 
February  or   March,  and  was  sent  up  to 
the  other  House  with  very  little  delay,  and 
subject  only  to  the  conditions  which  he 
(Mr.  Hume)  had  adverted    to  relative  to 
plurality  of  offices.     Lord  Gosford  added 
that  the  House  of  Assembly  had  taken  that 
means  of  putting  down  the  calumny  that 
they  bad  refused  to  vote  the  supplies  ;  and 
he  observed  further,  that  he  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  such  was  the  feeling — such 
the  disposition — of  the  House  of  Assembly, 
that  but  for  the  untoward  publication  of  the 
instructions  of  Sir  Francis  Head,  the  House 
of  Assembly,  that  which  was  now  so  se- 
verely blamed,  would  have  voted  the  whole 
of  the  supplies  for  the  year.     Was  it  not 
wonderful,  then,  that  the  noble  Lord,  with 
such  evidence  in  his  hands,  should  have  the 
hardihood  to  come  forward  as  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown,  and  declare  that  the  House  of 
Assembly  had  obstinately  refused  to  vote 
any  supply  ?    The  fact,  as  he  had  already 
stated,  was,  that  the  House  of  Assembly 
proposed  the  measure  of  supply,  and  sent  it 
up  to  the  Legislative  Council,  where  it  was 
read  a  second  time,  but  afterwards  dropped. 
Hence  the  want  of  supply.     Who  was  to 
blame  ?     Not  the  House  of  Assembly  but 
the    Legislative    Council.     He  had   thus 
shown,  from  the  correspondence  of   Lord 
Gosford,  first,  that  the  noble  Lord  was  not 
supported  in  his  statement ;  and,  secondly, 
that  the  noble  Lord  was  erroneous  in  the 


conclusions  he  had  drawn.  Then  the  noble 
Lord  alluded  to  the  report  of  1828,  and  to 
certain  resolutions  which  were  agreed  to  by 
the  House  of  Assembly.  The  noble  Lord 
said,  that  the  Assembly  was  most  ungrate- 
ful ;  what  was  the  fact  ?  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  series  of  resolutions  in  which  the 
House  of  Assembly  expressed  great  thanks 
for  the  inquiry  which  had  taken  place.  But 
what  was  the  result  of  the  inquiry  for 
which,  according  to  the  noble  Lord,  the 
House  of  Assembly  ought  to  be  so  extremely 
grateful  ?  Were  any  of  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  report  carried  out  ?  The  House 
of  Assembly  was  the  best  judge  of  that. 
The  House  of  Assembly  declared  that  not 
one  of  them  had  been  carried  out.  They 
were  great  fools,  therefore,  for  thanking 
the  Home  Government  for  benefits  which 
seemed  to  be  promised,  but  which,  in  fact, 
were  never  granted.  If  the  recommenda- 
tions contained  in  the  report  of  1828  had 
been  fairly  and  honestly  carried  into  ejQTect^ 
there  would  have  been  nothing  of  the  un-i 
pleasant  distractions  which  had  existed 
almost  from  that  time  to  the  present  hour. 
TRere  would  certainly  have  been  nothing 
of  that  armed  resistance  which  un- 
happily had  of  late  been  offered  to 
the  constituted  authorities.  He  main- 
tained, therefore,  that  the  noble  Lord  when 
he  quoted  the  report  of  1828  quoted  it 
against  himself ;  or  at  all  events  quoted  it 
only  to  be  told  that  none  of  the  recom- 
mendations which  it  contained  had  been 
carried  into  effect.  There  might  have  been 
a  few  petty  and  insignificant  attempts  at 
Reform ;  but  all  the  principal  grievances 
of  the  Canadians  remained  unredressed. 
The  noble  Lord  then  alluded  to  the  minute 
of  Lord  Aberdeen.  He  wished  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  acted  more  in  the  spirit  of 
that  nobleman.  He  thought  that  the  in. 
tentions  of  Lord  Aberdeen  were  good,  and 
had  that  nobleman  remained  in  oflice  up  to 
the  present  time,  he  had  no  doubt,  from 
the  great  attention  which  he  paid  to  the 
facts  brought  before  him,  and  from  the 
manner  in  which  he  drew  his  conclusions, 
that  there  would  have  been  none  of  the  re- 
bellion, none  of  the  disturbances,  which 
they  were  now  compelled  to  regret.  He 
was  bound  to  say  so ;  taking  it  for  granted 
that  Lord  Aberdeen  would  have  acted  upon 
the  reasoning  adopted  by  him  during  the 
short  time  he  was  at  the  head  of  the 
Colonial-office,  and  which,  if  carried  into 
effect,  would  certainly  have  done  much 
good.  The  noble  Lord  then  referred  to 
five  different  charges  or  complaints  which 
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of  Assembly,  and  tliey  acted  not  only  upon 
the  spirit  but  up  to  the  very  letter  of  it. 
They  took  the  estimates  of  1833   as  the 
groundwork  upon  which   to  frame  those 
for  the  current  year.     The  House  would 
hardly  believe    that    a    Minister    of    the 
Crown   should  now   rise  in  his  place  in 
that  House,  and  state,  that  from  the  year 
1 832  the  House  of  Assembly  had  uniformly 
and  obstinately  persisted  in  refusing  the 
supplies,  when  he  (Mr.  Hume)  held  in 
his  hand  a  letter  from  Lord  Gosford,  in 
which  that  nobleman  said,  ''  the  House  of 
Assembly  has  entered  item  by  item  into 
the  account  for  the  supplies."     The  House 
of  Assembly  had,  in  fact,  not  only  entered 
into   the  account  item  by  item,  but  had 
actually  voted  the  salaries  of  all  the  chief 
officers  of  the  Government.     It  was  true 
that  they  had  attached  certain  conditions 
to  their  votes ;  but  those  conditions  were 
only  just  and  reasonable — conditions  not 
only  proper  in  themselves,  but  in  many 
instances  absolutely  necessary  to  the  proper 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  the   situations 
filled  by  the  different  officers.      Did  the 
noble  Lord  mean  to  say,  that  the  House  of 
Assembly,  when  it  voted  money^  had  not 
the  power  to  affix  conditions  upon  which 
that  money  should  be  paid  ?  Public  opinion 
in  England  had  declared  against  plurality 
of  offices.  Was  it  not  fit  and  proper,  there- 
fore, for  the  Canadian  House  of  Assembly 
to  say  that  it  would  vote  certain  salaries  to 
certain  officers  only  upon  condition  of  their 
abandoning  places  which  were  wholly  in- 
consistent  with   their    official  situations.^ 
Was  there  anything  unjust,  unreasonable, 
or  improper  in   their  declaring  that   the 
auditor  of  the  land-tax,  the  clerk  and  regis- 
trar, the  clerk  of  the  Legislative  Council, 
and  the  master  in  Chancery,  should  seve- 
rally be    paid    the    salaries  attached    to 
those    offices,    only     upon    condition    of 
their  ceasing  to  be  members  of  the  Le- 
cislativc  Council?      Was  there  anything 
inconsistent  in   the  House    of  Assembly 
declaring    that   men  holding  subservient 
situations,   as  clerks    in    different  offices, 
should  not   continue  to  be  Members  of  a 
body  which  in  the  colonial  legislature  was 
ranked  in  the  same  place  as  the  House  of 
Lords    in    Great    Britain  ?     He   for  one 
thought  that  the  House   of  Assembly,  in- 
stead of  being  subjected  to  blame,  were 
deserving  of  every  praise  for  the  step  they 
had  taken  towards  the  suppression  of  an 
abuse  which  was  no  longer  tolerated   at 
home.     He  would  mention  only  one  or  two 
other  instances,  just  to  show  the  nature  of 


the  conditions  made  by  the  House  af  As- 
sembly,   and    for    which  the  Legislacive 
Council  afterwards  threw  out  the  bill    of 
supply.     For  it  must  always  be  renaem- 
bered,  that  it  was  not  the  House  of  Assem* 
bly   which   refused,   but  the    Legislative 
Council   which  rejected,  the  supply  neces- 
sary to  carry  on  the  official  duties  oF  tbe 
government.     The  salaiy  of  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Assembly  was  voted  w^ith 
this  proviso,  *^  that  he  shall  not  at  the  same 
time  receive  an  equal  or  a  higher  sum  from 
any  other  situation  under  the  govemmen  t." 
Had  they  not  previously  set  the  example  in 
England,  and  laid  down  the  rule,  that  an 
officer  who  received  a  large  salary  for  one 
office  should  not,  at  the  same   time,    be 
allowed  to  receive  a  salary  fr  m  any  other 
office?      Was    it   just,   then,     to  blame 
the    House   <»f   Assembly   in  Canada  for 
doing  the  very  same  thing    which  they 
(the  House  of  Commons  of  England)  took 
credit  for  doing  themselves  }     The  salaries 
of  the  officers  of  the  Crown  and  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery  were  also  voted  subject 
to  this  reasonable  condition,  '*  that  they 
should  not  continue  to  be  Members  of  the 
Executive   or    Legislative   Councils."     A 
great  deal  had  been  said  about  the  salaries 
of  the  judges  being  left  unpaid.     That  was 
a  falsehood  throughout :  the  salaries  of  the 
judges  had  been  voted.     The  noble  Loi*d 
was,  therefore,  quite  wrong  in  laying  that 
charge  at  the  door  of  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly.    Lord  Gosford,    in  his  despatch    of 
March,  1836,    distinctly   stated   that  the 
House  of  Assembly  would  pay  the  salaries 
of  the  judges,  provided  they  did  not  hold 
other  offices.     Was  that  an  unreasonable 
condition  ?     Was  it  fit   that  the  judges 
should  hold  other  offices?     Was  it  per- 
mitted that  the  judges  in  England  should 
hold  a  plurality  of  offices  ?     If  it  were  not 
permitted  in  England,  was  it  right  that  the 
noble  Lord,  in  making  out  a  case  against 
Canada,  should  say  that  the  judges  were 
left  unpaid  and  that  justice  could  not  be 
administered,  when  the  only  bar  to  their 
payment  was  the  fact  of  their  holding  a 
multiplicity  of  situations,  utterly  at  variance 
with  their  office  of  jadges.     Such  an  alle- 
gation on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
nothing  more  than  an  excuse  on  the  part  of 
the  noble  Lord  to  induce  the  House  to  go 
along  with  him  in  an  unjust  measure ;  a 
measure   founded    upon     statements    an(^ 
assertions  which  the  documents  in  thenobl 
Lord's  own  hands  would  not  bear  out.  Tbi 
salary  of  the  chief  justice  had  been  votet 
without  any  condition  f^t  all ;  and  thesalari 
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a  momentous  occasion  would  be  found  in 
tbe  proceedings  of  Parliament  at  tbe  period 
of  tbe  American  war.  In  tbose  days,  it 
being  believed  tbat  tbe  Government  tben 
in  power  bad  not  acted  witb  a  sufficient 
degree  of  firmness,  a  Committee  of  tbe 
House  of  Commons  was  appointed  to  inquire 
into  tbe  facts  of  tbe  case,  and  tbey  were 
empowered,  in  pursuance  of  it,  to  send  for 
all  tbat  was  necessary  to  come  to  a  rigbt 
decision  —  persons,  papers,  &c.  In  bis 
opinion  some  sucb  course  was  most  advisable 
now;  for  be  defied  any  one  to  read  tbe 
correspondence  placed  by  ber  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  tbe  bands  of  Members  of  that 
House,  and  tben  come  to  tbe  conclusion 
tbat  ever}'tbing  necessary  bad  been  done 
by  tbem,  and  tbat  sufficient  means  bad  been 
taken  to  meet  tbe  emergency  wbiob  it  was 
clear  tbey  saw  coming.  And  be  felt  bound 
to  add  tbat  no  noble  Lord  or  any  otber 
individual  sbould  be  placed  over  a  province 
of  the  importance  of  Canada  wbo  could  not 
make  out  a  better  case  for  bimself  tban  tbat 
wbicb  was  established  by  tbat  correspond- 
ence. 

Sir  J.  Carnac,  without  affirming  tbat  tbe 
Canadian  constitution  was  perfect,  or  tbat 
there  was  no  grievance  in  tbe  country  to 
redress,  was  justified  by  tbe  history  of  tbe 
colony  in  saying,  tbat  tbe  conduct  of  tbe 
British  Government  towards  it  bad  always 
been  marked  by  extreme  liberality.  In  the 
first  place,  on  the  accession  of  tbe  country 
to  the  British  Crown^  it  was  believed  tbat 
the  £nglisb  la\i^s  would  be  more  acceptable 
to  the  people  tban  those  wbicb  tbey  bad 
until  then  lived  under,  and  they  were  ac- 
cordingly given.  But  when,  on  trial,  it 
was  found  tbat  tbey  would  not  afibrd  tbe 
satisfaction  anticipated,  tbey  were  at  once 
withdrawn,  with  tbe  exception  of  those 
portions  which  tbe  people  desired  generally 
to  retain.  At  tbe  same  period  a  repre- 
sentative government  was  granted  to  them, 
because  tbey  required  it,  notwithstanding 
that  tbe  American  independence  had  been 
effected  in  their  neighbourhood,  and  tbe 
French  revolution  was  raging  in  Europe. 
On  all  occasions  had  the  conduct  of  tbe 
British  Government  towards  tbe  Canadians 
been  marked  by  tbe  desire  to  raise  tbem  in 
the  social  and  political  scale  to  a  complete 
level  with  tbe  people  of  this  country.  But 
the  House  of  Assembly  were  not,  it  seemed, 
satisfied.  Not  content  with  protecting  their 
own  rights  and  privileges,  and  carrying 
them  out  to  tbe  fullest  extent,  tbey  trenched 
on  those  of  the  otber  branches  of  the  local 
Legislature.     Every  concession  possible  to 


be  made  had  been  made  them.  The  people 
of  Canada  were  the  most  lightly  taxed  of 
any  in  the  world.  The  population  bad  in- 
creased- tenfold  in  almost  as  many  years— 
they  lived  in  peace — tbey  enjoyed  peace — 
and  yet  tbey  were  in  a  state  of  rebellion. 
Tbe  question  was,  sbould  Canada  longer 
remain  a  constituent  portion  of  tbe  British 
empire,  contributing  to  its  greatness  and 
prosperity,  participating  in  its  grandeur 
and  glory,  or  sbould  it  be  aiTested  in  its 
career  of  growing  happiness  to  gratify  the 
views  of  designing  patriots  or  liberal 
theorists  ?  The  opposition  party  in  Canada 
had  long  contemplated  a  separation  from 
this  countrv.  On  a  late  occasion  the  sanc« 
tion  of  Parliament  bad  been  asked  to  a 
meeting  of  delegates,  for  the  purpose  of 
settling  tbe  alleged  grievances  of  the  colony; 
but  it  was  very  properly  refused,  as  it 
would  decidedly  lead  to  its  total  loss.  Tbe 
same  party  wbo  made  that  proposition,  also 
required  the  Legislative  Council  to  be  made 
elective.  Tbat  would  be  a  greater  stretch 
of  privilege  than  even  the  people  of  Eng- 
land themselves  enjoyed.  They  also  de- 
manded sucb  a  modification  of  the  existing 
law  as  would  lead  to  the  complete  suppres- 
sion of  emigration.  Would  tbe  people  of 
England  permit  tbat?  And  another  de- 
mand made  by  them  was  a  repeal  of  the 
Tenures  Act,  a  circumstance  which  would 
entirely  destroy  the  moral  influence  of 
England.  The  object  to  be  had  in  view 
at  present  was,  to  uphold  tbe  dignity^  the 
honour,  and  tbe  well-being  of  the  British 
Crown  and  the  British  nation.  Canada 
was  undoubtedly  entitled  to  be  well  go- 
verned ;  but  tbe  former  consideration 
should  be  tbe  first.  Tbat  colony  never 
sbould  be  separated  from  England.  Sepa- 
ration would  be  tbe  greatest  misfortune 
tbat  could  befal  it,  and,  therefore,  in 
justice  to  Canada  as  well  as  to  ourselves, 
sucb  a  result  sbould  be  prevented.  A  vast 
mass  of  British  capital  was  vested  in  the 
improvement  of  that  colony  —  was  not 
England  bound  to  protect  those  who  had 
vested  it  under  the  faith  of  Acts  of  Par- 
liament? Sbould  the  property  of  those 
individuals  be  left  to  tbe  mercy  of  an  ex- 
cited multitude,  misled  by  trading  sophists 
and  philosophical  soi-disant  Libert  ?  He 
should  be  as  unwilling  to  support  any  un- 
necessary interference  of  tbe  Queen's  Go- 
vernment with  tbe  liberties  of  the  people 
of  Canada,  or  any  other  colony,  as  any 
other  hon.  Member  in  tbat  House;  but 
when  tbey  appealed  to  Parliament  to  put 
down  rebellion — to   uphold   the  Queen's 
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and  the  violation  of  the  rights  of  the  whole 
province  of  Canada  that  led  to  the  blood- 
shed that  had  taken  place.  He  was  sorry 
to  have  been  obliged  to  state  his  opinions 
at  the  length  at  which  he  had  done»  but  he 
had  felt  it  a  duty  both  to  himself  and  to  the 
cause  which  he  advocated,  to  advance  the 
opinions  he  had  declared,  and  he  should  sit 
down  by  expressing  his  deep  regret  at  the 
course  which  the  noble  Lord  had  proposed 
to  the  House. 

Lord  Eliot  observed,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  had  attacked  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  pretty  severely.  In 
ofTerinff  a  few  observations  in  reply  to  that 
hon-  Member,  however,  he  would  not  fol- 
low the  example  of  the  noble  Lord  by  going 
through  the  history  of  the  Canadas  from 
the  earliest  period  of  their  connexion  with 
this  country.  He  would  merely  ask  if 
there  had  not  been  two  great  boons  granted 
to  that  colony,  and  if  the  first  of  these  was 
not  the  act  of  1791  >  hy  which  the  House  of 
Assembly  was  conceded  ;  for  he  found  in 
that  act  an  oath  to  be  taken  by  each  Mem- 
ber of  that  Assembly,  to  the  effect,  that  he 
would  be  faithful  and  true  in  his  allegiance 
to  his  Majesty  the  Sovereign  of  Great 
Britain,  that  those  provinces  of  the  Canadas 
were  dependent  upon  that  kingdom,  that 
he  would  do  everything  in  his  power 
against  any  traitorous  conspiracy  or  any 
attempt  that  might  be  made  against  the 
Crown  or  its  dignity,  that  he  would  do  his 
utmost  endeavour  to  discover  and  make 
known  to  his  Majesty  all  such  treasonable 
attempts  ;  and  that  he  swore  this  without 
any  equivocation  or  mental  reservation  ? 
Having  said  so  much  regarding  the  act  of 
1 791 ,  he  would  leave  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kilkenny  the  task  of  accounting 
for  the  conduct  of  those  persons  whose 
cause  he  had  that  evening  advocated. 
The  next  great  concession  made  to  Canada 
was  in  185],  when  the  whole  of  the  Crown 
possessions — the  territorial  and  casual  re- 
venues— were  given  over  to  the  House  of 
Assembly,  on  condition  of  their  paying  the 
expenses  of  the  Executive  Government  of 
the  colony.  Did  they  respond  to  that  act 
of  generosity  ?  Did  they  keep  the  condi- 
tion which  they  had  entered  into  ?  On  the 
contrary,  they  had  no  sooner  received  it 
than  they  refused  to  provide  for  the  Judges 
appointed  by  the  Crown,  and  for  the  £x. 
ecutive  generally,  notwithstanding  it  formed 
an  express  portion  of  the  declaration  on 
their  parts  that  they  should  do  so.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  had  followed 
the  example  of  the  noUe  Lordi  and  entered 


into  an  historical  detail  to  prove  the  existence 
of  grievances  in  the  province ;  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  his  anxiety  to  make  out  a 
case  for  the  Canadians,  had  forgotten  to 
state  the  important  fact  that  all  those 
grievances  were  now  removed.  He  did 
not  for  a  moment  mean  to  say,  that  no 
grievances  ever  existed  in  that  colony ;  on 
the  contrary,  he  ffecly  admitted  that  many 
had,  but  he  was  borne  out  by  the  facts  in 
repeating  that  those  which  formed  the 
groundwork  of  the  present  rebellion,  and 
the  present  complaint,  had  been  long  re- 
moved* altogether.  First,  with  regard  to 
the  Legislative  Council.  The  noble  Lord 
opposite  had  removed  some  of  the  main 
objections  to  that  body.  But  there  were 
others  equally  weighty,  which  were  equally 
easily  removed  also.  There  was  no  primo- 
geniture and  entailed  property  in  Canada, 
therefore  there  could  be  no  succession  of 
hereditary  dignity;  and  if  a  new  Legis- 
lative Council  were  now  to  be  framed  for 
that  province  it  should  be  formed  of  pre- 
cisely the  same  materials  as  the  present  one. 
The  greatest  of  the  alleged  grievances 
was  that  which  was  termed  the  Canada 
Clearing  Act.  Now,  what  was  the  object 
of  that  Act  ?  The  improvement  of  property 
in  the  colony.  And  it  was  an  act  of 
extreme  conciliation  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  give  the  inhabitants  an  op- 
portunity of  improving  their  properties  gra- 
dually by  its  means.  All  these  grievances 
had,  however,  been  removed ;  and  he  (Lord 
Eliot)  was  quite  sure  that  in  regard  to  any 
others  which  remained,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  not  at  all  indisposed  to  entertain 
and  redress  them.  It  was  a  thing  deeply 
to  be  regretted  that  civil  war  should  now 
rage  in  the  colony — and  no  one  more  de- 
i^recated  the  consequences  than  he  did;  but 
Those  who  ''drew  the  sword,  and  threw 
away  the  scabbard,"  should  abide  the  issue 
of  their  own  deeds ;  and  he  much  feared 
that  nothing  now  remained  but  to  put 
the  country  under  military  power.  He 
should,  therefore,  support  the  proposition 
of  the  noble  Lord.  But,  though  he  should 
support  it,  he  could  not  help  feeling  some 
degree  of  surprise  that  no  explanation  of 
the  conduct  hitherto  pursued  by  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  respect  to  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House  had  been  offered  by 
the  noble  Lord — that  no  satisfaction  had 
been  given  to  the  people  of  this  country 
on  the  subject — that  no  reason  was  shown 
why  such  a  valuable  province  had  been 
placed  in  such  a  state  of  jeopardy.  A  pre- 
cedent for  the  course  to  be  pursued  on  such 
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a  momentous  occasion  would  be  found  in 
the  proceedings  of  Parliament  at  the  period 
of  the  American  war.  In  those  days,  it 
being  believed  that  the  Government  then 
in  power  had  not  acted  with  a  sufficient 
degree  of  firmness,  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  was  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  facts  of  the  case,  and  they  were 
empowered,  in  pursuance  of  it,  to  send  for 
all  that  was  necessary  to  cOme  to  a  right 
decision  —  persons,  papers,  &c.  In  his 
opinion  some  such  course  was  most  advisable 
now;  for  he  defied  any  one  to  read  the 
correspondence  placed  by  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  the  hands  of  Members  of  that 
House,  and  then  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  everything  necessary  had  been  done 
by  them,  and  that  sufficient  means  had  been 
taken  to  meet  the  emergency  which  it  was 
clear  they  saw  coming.  And  he  felt  bound 
to  add  that  no  noble  Lord  or  any  other 
individual  should  be  placed  over  a  province 
of  the  importance  of  Canada  who  could  not 
make  out  a  better  case  for  himself  than  that 
which  was  established  by  that  correspond- 
ence. 

Sir  J.  CamaCj  without  affirming  that  the 
Canadian  constitution  was  perfect,  or  that 
there  was  no  grievance  in  the  country  to 
redress,  was  justified  by  the  history  of  the 
colony  in  saying,  that  the  conduct  of  the 
British  Government  towards  it  had  always 
been  marked  by  extreme  liberality.  In  the 
first  place,  on  the  accession  of  the  country 
to  the  British  Crown,  it  was  believed  that 
the  English  la\i^s  would  be  more  acceptable 
to  the  people  than  those  which  they  had 
until  then  lived  under,  and  they  were  ac. 
cordingly  given.  But  when,  on  trial,  it 
was  found  that  they  would  sot  afford  the 
satisfaction  anticipated,  they  were  at  once 
withdrawn,  with  the  exception  of  those 
portions  which  the  people  desired  generally 
to  retain.  At  the  same  period  a  repre- 
sentative government  was  granted  to  them, 
because  they  required  it,  notwithstanding 
that  the  American  independence  had  been 
effected  in  their  neighbourhood,  and  the 
French  revolution  was  raging  in  Europe. 
On  all  occasions  had  the  conduct  of  the 
British  Government  towards  the  Canadians 
been  marked  by  the  desire  to  raise  them  in 
the  social  and  political  scale  to  a  complete 
level  with  the  people  of  this  country.  But 
the  House  of  Assembly  were  not,  it  seemed, 
satisfied.  Not  content  with  protecting  their 
own  rights  and  privileges,  and  carrying 
them  out  to  the  fullest  extent,  they  trenched 
on  those  of  the  other  branches  of  the  local 
Legislature.     Every  concession  possible  to 


be  made  had  been  made  them.  The  people 
of  Canada  were  the  most  lightly  taxed  of 
any  in  the  world.  The  population  had  in« 
creased*  tenfold  in  almost  as  inany  years— 
they  lived  in  peace — they  enjoyed  peace-— 
and  yet  they  were  in  a  state  of  rebellion. 
The  question  was,  should  Canada  longer 
remain  a  constituent  portion  of  the  British 
empire,  contributing  to  its  greatness  and 
prosperity,  participating  in  its  grandeur 
and  glory,  or  should  it  be  arrested  in  its 
career  of  growing  happiness  to  gratify  the 
views  of  designing  patriots  or  liberal 
theorists  }  The  opposition  party  in  Canada 
had  long  contemplated  a  separation  from 
this  countrv.  On  a  late  occasion  the  sane- 
tion  of  Parliament  had  been  asked  to  a 
meeting  of  delegates,  for  the  purpose  of 
settling  the  alleged  grievances  of  the  colony; 
but  it  was  vexy  properly  refused,  as  it 
would  decidedly  lead  to  its  total  loss.  The 
same  party  who  made  that  proposition,  also 
required  the  Legislative  Counol  to  be  made 
elective.  That  would  be  a  greater  stretch 
of  privilege  than  even  the  people  of  Eng- 
land themselves  enjoyed.  They  also  de- 
manded such  a  modification  of  the  existing 
law  as  would  lead  to  the  complete  suppres- 
sion of  emigration.  Would  the  people  of 
England  permit  that?  And  another  de- 
mand made  by  them  was  a  repeal  of  the 
Tenures  Act,  a  circumstance  which  would 
entirely  destroy  the  moral  influence  of 
England.  The  object  to  be  had  in  view 
at  present  was,  to  uphold  the  disnity,  the 
honour,  and  the  well-being  of  the  British 
Crown  and  the  British  nation.  Canada 
was  undoubtedly  entitled  to  be  well  go- 
verned; but  the  former  consideration 
should  be  the  first.  Tliat  colony  never 
should  be  separated  from  England.  Sepa- 
ration would  be  the  greatest  misfortune 
that  could  befal  it,  and,  therefore,  in 
justice  to  Canada  as  well  as  to  ourselves, 
such  a  result  should  be  prevented.  A  vast 
mass  of  British  capital  was  vested  in  the 
improvement  of  that  colony  —  was  not 
England  bound  to  protect  those  who  had 
vested  it  under  the  faith  of  Acts  of  Par- 
liament? Should  the  property  of  those 
individuals  be  left  to  the  mercy  of  an  ex- 
cited multitude,  misled  by  trading  sophists 
and  philosophicjtl  soi-disant  Liberals  ?  He 
should  be  as  unwilling  to  support  any  un. 
necessary  interference  of  the  Queen's  Go- 
vernment with  the  liberties  of  tlip 
of  Canada,  or  any  other  coif 
other  hon.  Member  in  that 
when  they  appealed  to  '* 
down   rebellion — to 
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sovereignty — and  to  support  ber  authority, 
he  could  have  no  hesitation  in  acquiescing 
vlth  them.  He  should  hope,  however, 
that,  by  this  time,  better  feeline^ad  re- 
turned—that the  people  of  Canada  had  be- 
come convinced  of  their  folly,  and  that 
things  had  returned  to  their  ordinary 
course.  If  not,  it  was  the  duty  of  her 
Majesty's  Government  to  exercise  gene- 
rosity to  the  vanquished.  There  should 
be  no  repetition  of  those  scenes  which 
followed  the  Irish  rebellion  of  1 798 ;  even 
the  recital  of  which  made  the  blood  run 
cold — scenes  so  disgraceful  to  England  that 
they  would  for  ever  cast  a  dark  shade  on 
her  annals.  Vengeance  should  not  be  al- 
lowed to  usurp  the  place  of  justice.  The 
course  the  noble  Lord  would  6nd  it  neces- 
sary hereafter  to  pursue  would,  however, 
be  more  doubtfuL  It  would  be  extremely 
dangerous  to  leave  any  acknowledged  griev- 
ance unredressed.  The  constitution  of  the 
Legislative  Council  was  avowedly  one  of 
the  greatest  causes  of  the  bitterness  of  feel- 
ing which  prevailed  in  Canada;  and  so 
long  as  it  remained  in  its  present  state,  it 
would  continue  to  be  a  great  grievance. 
It  had  never  been  a  source  of  strength  to 
the  Government,  or  of  benefit  to  the  people. 
It  had  not  the  sympathy  of  any  portion  of 
public  opinion  as  a  similar  institution  at 
home  had.  It  was  at  variance  with  the 
interests  of  the  population  of  all  classes, 
and  a  screen  for  the  grossest  abuses  of  the 
Executive.  It  would^  therefore,  be  a  mat- 
ter of  deep  moment  for  the  Government 
here  to  consider  whether  it  might  not  be 
abolished  altogether  with  advantage  to  all 
parties.  It  would  then  be  necessary  to 
provide  a  check  on  the  acts  of  the  House 
of  Assembly,  and  he  thought  that  such 
check  could  not  be  provided  for  them  by 
giving  the  Governor  of  the  province  or 
colony,  as  the  case  may  be,  a  veto  on  the 
acts  of  that  body.  If  any  differences  of  a 
serious  nature  arose,  they  could  be  referred 
to  this  country  for  decision,  inasmuch  as 
they  would  be  heard  patiently,  and  argued 
dispassionately,  without  local  prejudice  or 
party  feeling.  That  was  his  view  of  the 
matter. 

Mr.  Grote  said,  that  he  was  convinced 
that  no  measure  which  did  not  remedy  the 
complaints  made  against  the  Legislative 
Council  would  suifice  to  produce  the  de- 
sired tranquillity  in  Canada.  Till  he  came 
into  the  House,  he  was  entirely  ignorant  of 
the  intention  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Mem. 
ber  for  Stroud,  as  to  the  course  which  he 
meant  to  pursue;  he  knew  not  whelher 


the  noble  Lord  meant  to  move   an    ad. 
dress  to  the  Crown,  or  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  bill  5  and  he   (Mr.  Grote)  did  think, 
that  the  House  had  some  little  ground  of 
complaint  that  it  had  been  called  upon  to 
deliberate  upon  the  present  address  with- 
out  having  received  any  notice  of   what 
they  were  to  be  called  upon  to  assent  to. 
He  confessed,  also,  that  the  address^  as  now 
proposed,  did  not  meet  with  his  idea  of  the 
sentiments  which  ought  to  emanate  from 
that  House ;  for  although  he  acquiesced  in 
and  entirely  went  along  with  the   noble 
Lord   in  the  conviction  which  he   enter- 
tained of  the  necessity  of  restoring  tran- 
quillity,  yet  he  thought  that  it  was  not 
right  to  express  that  conviction  without,  at 
the  same  time,  stating  a  conviction,  which 
was  equally  strong  in  his  mind,  that  full 
redress  should  be  given  to  all  grievances, 
and  ample  provision  should  be  made  for 
future  good  government.     He  could  not, 
however,  acquiesce  in  the  address  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  proposed,  nor  could  he 
concur  in   the  argument  which  had  been 
adduced  in  support  of  it ;  for  if  the  noble 
Lord's  argument  were  good  for  anything, 
it  gave  conclusive  proof  of  the  wisdom  of 
an  early  separation.     For   what  was   the 
noble  Lord's  argument?     Tlie  method  of 
Government  was  such  as  to  meet  the  noble 
Lord's  entire  approval.     The  best  system 
had  been  pursued,  no  mistake  had  been 
committed,   the  colony  had  been  blessed 
with  the  most  exemplary  of  governors,  and 
yet  its  condition  had  become  worse  and 
worse,  till  at  length  it  was  in  a  state  of 
open  revolt.     If  so  much  had  been  done,  if 
there  was  nothing  to  mend,  nothing  to  im- 
prove in  what  hsid  passed,  what  hope  could 
they  have  for   the  future?      With  this 
view,  though  he  was  a  friend  of  sepaia. 
tion,  and  the  House  might  think  it  treason 
to  confess  it,  he  thought  that  a  separation 
would  be  the  best  thing  both  for  England 
and  for  Canada.     But  he  was  not  driven 
to  this  conclusion  by  the  vame  train  of  ar* 

fumcnt  as  had  been  pursued  by  the  noble 
.ord ;  for  he  thought,  that  there  was  much 
to  blame  in  our  system  of  colonial  govern- 
ment, not  towards  Canada  alone,  but  gene- 
rally, and  that  there  was  much  which  ad- 
mitted of  improvement ;  and  if  it  were  not 
for  the  hope  which  he  entertained  of  an 
amendment  in  the  whole  system,  his  anti- 
cipations for  the  future  would  be  most 
desponding.  He  regretted  that  there  was 
no  hon.  Member  in  that  Assembly  so  inti- 
mate with  all  the  facts  of  the  ca.<)e  as  to 
reply  to  the  statements  of  the  noble  Lord  ; 
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tBe  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  lately 
represented  Bath,  and  who  knew  these 
facts,  was  unhappily  not  then  a  Memher  of 
the  House;  still  he  would  say,  that  no 
person  could  read  the  long  and  voluminous 
Canadian  reports  with  any  correctness,  if 
he  did  not  see  that  there  were  many  errors 
and  inaccuracies  in  the  nohle  Lord  s  speech, 
both  as  it  regarded  the  conduct  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  in  Canada,  and  the 
conduct  of  the  Colonial -office  here.  He 
agreed  entirely  in  the  encomiums  which 
bad  been  passed  on  the  dispatches  and  the 
conduct  of  Sir  George  Murray.  No  one 
could  read  the  correspondence  between  that 
gallant  officer  and  Sir  James  Kempt,  and 
especially  the  passage  in  which  it  was  said, 
that  if  **  the  House  of  Assembly  were 
called  upon  to  vote  a  certain  portion  of 
the  revenue,  it  would  acquire  virtually  a 
control  over  the  whole,'*  without  perceiving 
that  Sir  George  Murray  had  an  accurate 
knowledge  of  the  true  state  of  the  country, 
and  that  if  his  advice  had  been  attended  to, 
the  differences  would  have  been  adjusted; 
and  that  if  accidental  circumstances  had 
not  prevented,  in  1829  or  1830,  the  intro- 
duction of  an  act  repealing  the  act  of  1 774-, 
the  grievances  then  complained  of  would 
have  been  fully  adjusted.  The  revenues 
would  have  been  ^ven  over  to  the  assem- 
bly on  terms  satisfactory  to  all  parties,  and 
he  could  not  understand  why,  when  Lord 
Ripon  became  colonial  secretary,  the  same 
arrangement  had  not  been  carried  into 
effect.  But  while  that  noble  Lord  was 
Colonial  Secretary,  circumstances  happened 
which  completely  frustrated  the  amicable 
settlement ;  that  noble  Lord  thought  fit  to 
advance  a  claim  not  only  for  the  appropria- 
tion  of  the  casual  and  territorial  revenues 
— without  the  consent  of  the  Assembly, 
for  the  purposes  of  civil  government,  a 
claim  which  had  been  made  by  former 
governors — but  also  for  the  diversion  of 
them  from  the  purposes  of  civil  govern- 
ment, and  making  ihem  over  to  the  clergy. 
This  claim  wholly  prevented  the  settle- 
ment of  the  financial  disputes,  for  it  left 
the  Assembly  in  a  worse  situation  than  it 
was  before,  and  was  thought  to  be  no  less 
novel  than  it  was  preposterous  and  unrea- 
sonable. If  the  financial  dispute  had  been 
met  by  u  disposition  to  do  justice,  it  would 
have  been  settled  at  this  time,  and  the 
same  remark  applied  to  the  other  disputes 
in  every  particular.  If  this  had  only 
placed  the  Legislnttve  Council  in  harmony 
with  the  feelingi  l»f  the  pcophs  tljcv  never 
would  have  demainl'^l  .  -.i  1  i».>j         ^ 


This  demand  was  never  made  till  1883, 
when  the  council  was  still  as  unacceptable 
to  the  people  as  it  was  in  1828,  at  which 
period  Lord  Aberdeen  had  recommended 
that  the  Legislative  Council  should  be  made 
acceptable  to  the  Canadians.  If  the  Go- 
vernment seriously  intended  to  apply  this 
rule  of  conduct,  how  was  it  that  they  had 
so  signally  failed  in  finding  proper  men  to 
appoint  to  the  office?  Was  it  so  very 
difficult  to  lay  their  hands  upon  fit  men  ? 
Or  was  it  that  they  were  not  very  strictly 
sought  for  ?  As  it  seemed  to  him,  there- 
fore, the  Government  had  nothing  but 
itself  to  thank,  on  account  of  its  own  omis- 
sion, for  the  result  which  had  taken  place. 
There  was  no  conduct  which  rendered  the 
House  of  Lords  unpopular  in  this  country 
which  did  not  apply  with  equal  force  to 
the  Legislative  Council.  It  was  admitted, 
at  the  time  the  noble  Lord's  resolutions 
were  passed,  that  some  remedy  must  be 
applied  to  the  evils  which  accrued  from 
this  source;  but  how  did  the  noble  Lord 
reconcile  with  his  speech  the  fact,  that 
though  the  House  had  resolved  that 
important  alterations  should  be  made 
in  this  council.  Lord  Gosford,  when  he 
opened  the  House  of  Assembly,  on 
the  18th  of  August,  was  not  prepared 
with  such  alterations  }  Did  such  a  course 
of  conduct  give  the  House  of  Assembly 
a  fair  chance  of  proceeding  to  the  discharge 
of  its  duties?  Was  it  taking  the  best 
means  of  avoiding  the  ultimate  painful 
consequences  ?  Either  Lord  Gosford  or 
the  Colonial-office  appeared  to  him  to  have 
been  guilty  of  a  great  omission,  and  to  be 
chargeable  in  some  measure  with  a  nefflect 
of  duty.  It  seemed  also  to  him  that  nom 
the  tone  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Stroud,  in  treating  this  question  with  an 
entire  absence  of  all  conciliation,  it  was 
not  difficult  to  foresee  a  long  series  of 
increasing  embarrassments  and  difficulties. 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  seemed  not  to  be 
unwilling  to  undertake  what  had  ever  been 
a  difficult  task  to  every  Government— they 
were  not  unwilling  to  attempt  the  Herculean 
task  of  ruling  in  defiance  of  the  recorded 
sense  of  a  majority  of  the  inhabitants  which 
they  were  called  upon  to  govern.  By 
what  means  was  this  last  to  be  accomplished? 
To  what  could  they  look  but  force  ;  con- 
straint to  prevent  the  outburst  of  dissatis- 
faction which  would  smoulder  beneath  the 
surface  of  fancied  security  ?  They  should 
recollect  that  it  was  not  the  same  thing 
to  put  down  by  armed  restiuint,  and  to  era., 
discontent.     He  did  hope,  however. 
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tliat  the  noble  Lord  would  not  think  it 
beneath  his  attention  to  consider  that  the 
Canadians  were  bordering  on  the  United 
States  of  America,  and  that  however  con. 
siderable  might  be  the  vast  power  of 
England  to  keep  down  a  most  reluctant 
people,  yet  they  could  not  fail  to  imbibe 
something  of  the  feelings  and  the  habits  of 
that  vast  and  flourishing  republic,  which 
occupied  so  large  a  portion  of  that  continent, 
and  which  was  so  close  to  the  limits  of 
Lower  Canada.  It  seemed  to  hira  (Mr. 
Grote)  that  to  rule  in  the  manner  proposed 
was  to  saddle  on  England  a  great  burden 
and  inconvenience,  and  to  entail  on  the 
province  itself  nothing  but  what  was 
oppressive  and  intolerable.  Let  the  noble 
Lord  say  whetiier,  with  the  best  intentions 
on  the  part  of  the  Colonial- office,  it  was 
practicable  to  prevent  in  so  distant  a  colony 
as  Canada  the  possession  of  power  which 
might  be  turned  to  the  private  purposes  of 
a  small  knot  of  individuals,  of  a  little 
oligarchy,  who  govern  there  for  their  own 
benefit  under  the  name  of  the  colonial  office. 
He  would  predict  that  even  if  they  sent 
Lord  Durham  to  Canada  he  would  find  no 
men  more  ready  to  thwart  his  views  than 
this  very  Legislative  Council  for  whose 
sake  her  Majesty's  ministers  appeared  in- 
clined almost  to  decimate  the  people.  He 
would  find  nothing  but  jobs  which  it  would 
be  his  duty  to  put  down,  and  he  would 
discover  the  most  gross  mismanagement,  and 
if  he  agreed  to  go  out  armed  with  nothing 
but  pains  and  penalties  unsuited  to  the 
genius  of  a  free  country,  he  would  be 
thwarted  as  well  by  the  Legislative  Council 
as  by  the  people  at  large.  To  the  Bill 
suggested  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  give 
his  strenuous  opposition  in  its  passage 
through  every  stage  ;  he  thought  th.at  the 
House  of  Assembly  had  not  done  anything 
to  justify  a  measure  so  stringtnt  and  severe. 
The  Government  had  taken  up  the  worst 
ground  which  it  could  occupy  when  it  said 
to  the  Canadians  "  You  shall  either  have 
a  Legislative  Council  unfriendly   to  the 

great  body  of  the  people,  or  you  shall 
ave  no  constitution  at  all ;"  and  he 
confessed  that  he  entertained  no  very 
sanguine  expectation  from  the  success 
attending  the  governor  going  out  after  such 
a  measure  as  was  then  suggested.  He 
doubted  not  but  that  Lord  Durham  would 
introduce  into  Canada  the  measures  which 
the  Committee  of  1828  had  suggested  long 
ago;  and  he  begged  the  noble  Lord 
especially  to  recollect  that  even  at  that 


I  time  the  Committee  recommended  that  the 
Legislative  Council  should  be  formed  of  men 
of  impartial   and   conciliatory    diapositions 
and  that  this  recommendation   bad  never 
been  carried  out  down  to  the  present  time. 
If  the  council  had  been  made  thus  impartial 
and  conciliatory,  how  did  it  happen  that  the 
people  did  not  gratefully  ackowledge  the 
change  ?     Let  them  look  at  a  case  in  point, 
to  which   the  noble  Lord  would    find  no 
objection — let   them   look    at    L«ord   Mul- 
grave's  government  in  Ireland,  where  his 
position  was  fully  made  out ;  let  them  look 
at  the  altered  feeling  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, when  they  really  felt  that  there  was 
in  the  Government  a  recognition  of  their 
wishes  and  a  desire  to  act  impartially  and 
conciliatory.     And  why  had  not  the  same 
feeling  been  discovered  in  Canada  if  there 
was  the  same  cause  for  its  existence  ?     If 
this  feeling  had  been  fostered,  if  the  people 
in  Canada  had  been  dealt  with  in  a  con- 
ciliatory,  friendly,   and  kind  manner,  he 
entertained  a  strong  conviction  that  the  de- 
mands which  they  had  put  forward  would 
have  been  disposed  of  satisfactorily,  that 
either  they  would  not  have  been  sof strongly 
pressed,  or  they  would  have  been  suscepti- 
ble of  an  easier  adjustment.     If  the  House 
passed  a  bill  suspending  the  Canadian  con- 
stitution, unaccompanied  not  only  by  dis* 
stinct  promises  but  earnest  signs  of  a  redress 
of  grievances,  there  would  be  nothing  but 
increased  troubles.     The  discontent  engen- 
dered   by    the    noble    Lord's    resolutions 
would  be  still  further  confirmed  and  still 
deeper  rooted  ;  for  let  the  House  read  with 
attention  Lord  Gosford's  statement,  that 
there  were  many  men  in  Lower  Canada 
who,  though  they  disapproved  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House  of  Assembly,  disap- 
proved of  the  noble  Lord's  resolutions  still 
more :  let  them  mark  well  that  most  ini. 
portant  passage,  and  remember  that  each 
such  act  would  leave  a  deeper  and  a  deeper 
sting  behind,  and  would  render  conciliation 
more    difficult.       Let   them    redress    the 
Canadian   wrongs,   and    not  begin    with 
more  coercion,  and  in  his  opinion,  more  un- 
justifiable proceedings  than  any  which  had 
yet  taken  place.     Ii  they   carried  out  the 
noble   Lord's  proposal,  where  would  they 
stop?     If  rebellion  by  part  of  the  people 
justified  a  suspension  of  the  constitution  of 
a  country,   why  did   he  not  propose  to 
suspend  that  of  Upper  Canada,  for  there 
had  been  a  revolt  there  also  ?     He  did  not 
object  to  this  omission,  for,  thinking  that 
the  pro))osal  was  unjustifiable,  he  was  glad 
to  find  that  it  was  not  to  be  extended  j  but 
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still  the  same  argument  might  he  adduced 
in  support  of  such  a  proposition.  He  could 
see  no  heneBt  which  could  he  gained  from 
severity  and  coercion^  whilst  he  feared  from 
it  the  great  evil  of  continuing  in  the  minds 
of  the  inhabitants  a  feeling  of  despair  that 
justice  would  he  done  to  their  country  ;  he 
need  not  say,  that  to  govern  a  colony  tran- 
quilly the  people  must  he  animated  with  a 
feeling  of  respect  towards  their  governors ; 
and  he  was  sure  that  coercion  would  never 
redound  to  the  profit,  and  still  less  to  the 
honour,  of  the  mother  country.  For  these 
reasons  he  must  oppose  the  address :  and  he 
sincerely  wished  that  it  had  been  more 
distinct  in  recognising  the  redress  of  the 
Canadian  grievances. 

Sir  R(Aert  Peel  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, in  the  course  of  the  speech  with 
which  he  had  commenced  this  discussion^ 
had  brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  two  most  important  questions — one, 
an  Address  to  the  Crown,  pledging  the 
House  of  Commons  to  support  the  Crown 
in  the  efforts  which  it  might  make  for  the 
suppressioa  of  actual  revolt ;  the  other,  a 
legislative  measure  for  the  suspension  of 
the  Constitution  of  Lower  Canada,  and  in- 
vesting the  individual  who  was  to  proceed 
to  that  colony  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
upon  himself  the  administration  of  its  affairs 
as  Governor  with  dictatorial  power.  He 
was  called  on  to-night,  he  apprehended,  to 
give  his  opinion  with  respect  to  the  first  of 
these  propositions,  and  while  as  a  Member 
of  that  House,  he  should  pledge  his  support 
to  the  Crown  in  its  endeavours  to  put  down 
rebellion  on  the  part  of  a  portion  of  her 
Majesty's  subjects,  he  must  say,  that  he 
was  glad  that  the  question  of  supporting 
the  authority  of  the  Crown  against  open 
insurrection,  and  the  legislative  measure 
which  the  noble  Lord  proposed  to  bring 
forward,  had  been  kept  perfectly  distinct 
and  separate.  He  considered  that  the  first 
question  was  one  of  sufficient  importance 
to  justify  a  separate  discussion.  When  it 
became  necessary,  he  should  freely  express 
his  opinion  with  regard  to  the  policy  of  the 
measure  which  the  noble  Lord  had  stated 
it  was  his  intention  to  propose ;  but  at  pre- 
sent he  should  confine  his  observations  to 
the  question  of  the  Address  to  the  Crown. 
He  lamented  that  so  much  time  had  been 
permitted  to  elapse  before  this  subject  was 
brought  before  them.  If  he  had  been  in 
the  House  when  the  noble  Lord  proposed 
a  three  weeka*  aiijoumment,  he  should 
have  voted  for  the  proposition  which  was 
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then  made,  that  the  House  should  meet 
without  delay  for  the  purpose  of  consider- 
ing an  Address  to  the  Crown,  and  of  as- 
suring the  Crown  of  the  support  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  They  had  at  that  time 
the  information  that  an  attack  had  been 
made  on  her  Majesty's  troops  by  her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects— that  a  portion  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  were  in  open  insurrection 
against  her  Government,  and  no  time 
ought  to  have  been  permitted  to  elapse 
without  assembling  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, for  the  purpose  of  intimidating  the 
disaffected,  and  of  encouraging  the  loyal 
and  welUdisposed.  No  doubt  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  had  separated,  because 
It  was  understood  that  no  business  of  im- 
portance would  be  brought  forward  till 
after  the  holydays ;  but  when  the  fact  was 
made  known  that  a  portion  of  her  Majesty's 
dominions  was  in  open  revolt  against  her 
Government,  there  could  have  been  no 
reason  whatever  why  an  adjournment  for 
three  days  should  not  have  taken  place, 
and  the  House  have  immediately  re.assem« 
bled  for  the  purpose  of  giving  that  as- 
surance to  the  Crown  which  was  now  so 
tardily,  and  as  far  as  Canada  was  con- 
cerned, so  unimpressively  conveyed,  that 
in  the  suppression  of  the  revolt,  the  Crown 
might  rely  on  the  support  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  He  was  surprised,  also,  that 
no  direct  and  formal  communication  had 
been  made  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
by  a  message  from  the  Crown  on  this 
subject.  Surely  when  they  knew  that  the 
Queen's  troops  had  been  actually  called  on 
to  repress  open  insurrection — when  they 
knew  that  the  attack  of  a  British  force  had 
been  repulsed  by  the  insurgents — when 
they  saw  martial  law'  prochaimed — when 
they  saw  the  most  pressing  instances  ad- 
dressed by  the  Governor  to  other  colonies 
for  troops — surely  these  were  facts  which 
justified  a  direct  communication  to  Parlia- 
ment from  the  throne ;  but  the  House  of 
Commons  had  not,  till  five  o'clock  that 
evening,  received  even  an  indirect  intima- 
tion that  the  Queen's  troops  had  been  in 
collision  with  the  people.  It  appeared 
that  before  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
of  Commons  no  accounts  whatever  had 
reached  them  of  the  result  of  the  expedi- 
tion imder  Colonel  Gore,  and  it  was  not 
until  to-night  that  the  House  of  Commons 
were  informed  of  the  result  of  the  engage- 
ment which  had  taken  place  between  those 
troops  and  the  persons  who,  acting  in  open 
violation  of  the  laws,  had  opposed  the 
forces  of  her  Majesty.     It  was  no  answer 
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to  say,  that  the  dispatches  had  not  arrived, 
and  that  there  had  heen  no  opportunity  to 
communicate  their  contents  before.  But 
it  was  not  of  this  that  he  was  complaining 
especially,  but  he  complained  that  the 
Crown  had  not  sent  any  message  to  the 
House  stating  the  circumstances  attending 
the  revolt,  and  soliciting  the  aid  and  sup- 
port of  the  House  of  Commons  in  endea- 
vouring to  put  it  down ;  and  he  would 
venture  to  say,  that  in  the  history  of  this 
country  no  event  of  so  much  importance  as 
the  insurrection  in  Canada  had  taken  place 
without  its  having  been  deemed  necessary 
to  communicate  the  fact  specifically  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  not  by  means  of  the 
publication  of  papers  alone,^  but  by  means 
of  a  message  from  the  Crown,  in  which  a 
solicitation  for  support  was  included.  He 
would  begin  with  the  events  of  the  Ameri- 
can war,  and  all  the  unfortunate  transac- 
tions which  took  place  with  reference  to 
that  struggle  for  independence.  In  l??^ 
the  disturl^nce  took  place  in  Massachusetts, 
and  the  riots  also  broke  out  in  Boston. 
Parliament  was  aware-  of  the  unfortunate 
differences  existing  between  that  colony 
and  this  country  from  the  reports  which 
had  reached  them ;  but  the  notoriety  of 
the  matter  was  not  considered  a  sufficient 
reason  to  relieve  the  Crown  of  the  neces- 
sity of  making  a  formal  communication  of 
the  facts  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and 
a  message  was  accordingly  delivered,  set- 
ting forth  the  circumstances,  and  soliciting 
the  aid  of  Parliament  in  suppressing  the 
disturbances  which  prevailed.  The  occur- 
rences in  Boston  also  took  place  in  1 774 ; 
but  they  formed  the  ground  of  a  distinct 
message  from  the  Crown,  and  of  a  distinct 
application  for  the  support  of  Parliament. 
The  case  of  the  mutiny  at  the  Nore,  in 
1797,  was  another,  the  facts  of  which  were 
perfectly  notorious,  and  had  even  been  the 
Nubject  of  discussion  in  the  House  before 
they  were  introduced  to  its  notice  on  the 
1st  of  June,  having  been  brought  forward 
by  Mr.  Sheridan  ;  but  still  on  the  1st  of 
June  the  Houses  had  a  notification  con- 
veyed to  them  by  a  message  that  the 
mutiny  had  broken  out,  and  their  support 
was  prayed.  Take,  also,  the  whole  case  of 
the  Irish  rebellion  before  the  year  1798. 
In  the  year  1797,  when  Lord  Camden  was 
Lord- Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  before  the  re- 
bellion had  broken  out,  when  disturbances 
however  prevailed  in  Ulster,  and  when  as- 
semblages of  armed  people  had  taken  place, 
the  Government  did  not  then  leave  the 
Irish    Parliament   to  collect    the   circum- 


stances from  the  papers  which  were  pub- 
lished, and  the  rumours  which  were  afloat, 
but  by  a  message  it  infonned  the  Parlia- 
ment of  the  whole  of  the  facts,  and  prayed 
their  support.  In  1797,  when  the  appre- 
hension of  two  committees  of  the  United 
Irishmen,  in  Belfast,  had  taken  place,  the 
same  course  was  pursued  ;  and  in  1798,  on 
the  22nd  of  May,  before  the  rebellion  ac- 
tually broke  out,  a  communication  was  con- 
veyed from  the  Crown  to  both  Houses, 
through  the  medium  of  the  Lord-lieutenant. 
Then  again,  in  1803,  when  there  were  no 
separate  Houses  of  Parliament  in  Ireland, 
the  Crown  made  a  distinct  communication 
to  the  Imperial  Parliament  by  a  message. 
The  substance  of  the  message  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  rebellion  was,  that  his  Majesty 
felt  the  deepest  regret  in  acquainting  the 
House  of  Commons  that  treasonable  and 
rebellious  opinions  had  been  shown  to  exist 
in  Ireland,  and  that  his  Majesty  relied 
with  the  most  perfect  confidence  on  the 
wisdom  of  the  steps  which  the  House 
would  take  to  afford  protection  to  his  Ma- 
jesty's Irish  subjects,  and  to  restore  and 
secure  the  general  tranquillity  of  the  coun- 
try. Why,  he  would  ask,  had  this  uniform 
course  been  adopted  ?  and  why  was  it,  that 
when  a  revolt,  such  as  had  broken  out  in 
Canada,  came  before  them — a  revolt  calling 
for  the  proclamation  of  martial  law  to  put 
it  down — why  was  it,  that  in  such  a  case 
the  Crown  had  not  thought  it  becoming  to 
make  a  commtmication  in  accordance  with 
the  stream  of  all  analogous  cases  in  our 
history  ?  There  was  not  a  single  instance 
in  our  history  in  which  the  Crown  had 
left  it  to  Purl  lament  to  gather  from  the 
despatches  facts  which  should  be  communi- 
cated by  a  message  from  itself.  He  was 
quite  aware  that,  in  the  Queen's  speech, 
there  was  a  reference  to  Canada ;  but  that 
reference  did  not  relate  to  the  revolt ;  for, 
at  the  period  when  that  speech  was  de- 
livered, the  revolt  was  not  known,  and  the 
passage  in  the  speech  altogether  refcn'ed  to 
the  events  of  last  session,  and  in  no  way 
relieved  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  from 
the  onus  of  making  a  formal  ccmmunication 
to  the  House.  He  had  jur.t  heard  an  hon. 
Gentleman  say,  that  this  was  only  an  ob- 
jection as  to  form,  and  he  was  quite  aware 
that  it  was  an  objection  as  to  form  only, 
and  not  as  to  substance ;  but  he  would  ask 
the  hon.  (gentleman,  who  appeared  so 
much  to  undervalue  form,  if,  when  a 
revolt  took  place,  and  martial  law  was 
proclaimed  in  a  colony,  it  was  to  be 
deemed  of  no  importance  that  the  uniform 
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usage  in  such  cases  had  not  been  adopted, 
and  that  thus  the  importance  of  the 
matter  should  be  altogether  underrated? 
The  main  question  before  the  House,  how- 
ever, was,  if  it  was  fitting  that  the  House 
of  Commons  should  assure  her  Majesty  of 
its  cordial  support  in  putting  down  this  re- 
volt ;  and  he  must  say,  that  he  never  felt 
more  sincerely  that  he  was  right  than 
when,  without  passion,  and  after  great  de- 
liberation, and  not  without  a  cautious  fore- 
cast of  all  the  probable  consequences,  he 
came  to  the  conclusion  of  offering  to  the 
Crown  his  assurances  of  coixlial  support  in 
attempting,  at  any  ha2ard,  to  suppress  this 
revolt.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  last 
spoken,  had  suggested  considerations  which 
he  admitted  to  be  of  great  importance. 
He  said,  that  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
Canada  were  didaffected  to  the  British  Go- 
vernment, and  he  contended  that  therefore 
they  ought  to  be  released  from  their  alle- 
giance. The  hon.  Gentleman  stated,  that 
the  more  conciliator}'  the  intentions  of  the 
colonial  Government  had  been,  the  greater 
had  been  their  failure,  and  the  greater  were 
the  apprehensions  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  establish  mutual  goodwill  and  har- 
mony in  the  relations  between  the  colony 
and  the  parent  state.  He  admitted  the 
importance  of  the^  suggestions,  but  at  the 
same  time  he  must  be  permitted  to  ask, 
whether  the  principles  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  laid  down,  were  to  be  ap- 
plied to  the  whole  empire.  Let  not  the 
House  forget,  that  we  had  an  extended 
colonial  empire,  including  India,  including 
Europe.  Let  them  not  forget  the  extent 
to  which  this  principle,  if  admitted,  might 
be  applied.  Let  it  be  laid  down,  then,  as 
a  principlci  that  the  first  expression  of  dis. 
satisfaction  with  our  Government,  and  the 
first  instance  of  resistance  to  our  author* 
ity,  was  to  be  a  signal  for  abandoning  our 
claim  to  superiority.  To  put  the  strongest 
case,  suppose  Canada  were  an  island; 
could  we  say,  that  after  possession  of  the 
colony  for  seventy  years,  gained  by  a  series 
of  brilliant  conquests,  and  after  we  had  at 
least  intended  to  do  justice,  that  we  ought 
to  relinquish  our  sovereignty,  l)ecauBe  it 
was  dissatisfied  with  our  Government? 
If  we  laid  down  that  principle,  could  it  be 
limited  to  colonies  ?  Could  it  not  be  ap- 
plied to  integral  parts  of  the  empire? 
Why  might  it  not  be  extended  to  a  part  of 
England,  if  that  part  expressed  itself  dis- 
satisfied with  the  rule  of  England  ?  The 
fact  of  dissatisfacti(m  with  our  Govern- 
ment, as  the  hon.  Gentleman  co.itended. 


showed  that  the  colony  had  been  mis- 
governed, and  then,  he  asked,  what  was 
the  good  of  ruling  over  discontented  sub- 
jects. Why,  if  we  were  to  act  on  such  a 
rule  of  public  conduct,  the  glory  of  Eng. 
land  would,  in  ten  years,  be  utterly  anni- 
hilated. The  great  influence  which  we 
possessed,  owing  to  our  vast  colonial  esta- 
lishments,  and  the  great  power  which  we 
derived  from  our  navy,  which,  as  the  noble 
Lord  had  observed,  was  supported  by  our 
commercial  marine,  would  soon  pass  away ; 
and  England,  from  the  foremost  rank 
among  the  nations  of  the  earth,  would  de- 
scend to  the  situation  of  a  subordinate  and 
a  fifth.rate  power.  Suppose  that  doctrine 
be  applied  to  an  island  not  connected  with 
the  British  empire,  would  it  even  then  be 
applicable  to  Canada?  He  thought  not; 
for  there  appeared  no  reason  for  ^Iteving, 
that  the  dissatisfaction  of  Canada  was  so 
fixed,  so  deeply  rooted,  as  to  despair  of 
effecting  an  ultimate  arrangement  He 
had  to-night,  and  for  the  hundredth  time, 
heard  some  Gentlemen  opposite  deploring, 
that  the  Conservatives  had  been  excluded 
from  the  Government,  not  on  account  of 
financial  matters  only,  but  from  many 
other  causes;  and  they  had  said,  that  if 
the  Conservatives  had  remained  in  office, 
the  interests  of  the  country  would  have 
lieen  much  better  manaoedt  To-night  had 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  declared, 
that  he  had  no  doubt  if  Lord  Aberdeen 
had  continued  in  office,  there  would  have 
been  no  insurrection  in  Canada.  There 
was  a  corollary  which  might  be  deduced 
from  this,  which  was,  that  nothing  could 
have  been  more  factious  and  unprincipled 
than  the  opposition  which  had  effected  his 
being  thrown  out.  "  See,"  says  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  *'  the  enclosure  in  Lord  Aber- 
deen's despatch ;  that  will  show  that  there 
was  every  disposition  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  make  any  concessions  that 
might  be  consistent  with  the  integrity  and 
honour  of  the  British  empire."  If,  then. 
Lord  Aberdeen  had  remained  in  office, 
this  question  would  never  have  been 
brought  forward.  Was  it  not  wrong, 
therefore,  that  his  Lordship  should  have 
been  excluded  from  office,  and  would  it  not 
be  just,  since  his  policy  had  been  approved 
of,  to  give  him  another  trial?  It  was  un- 
wise to  apply  the  principle  of  separation 
with  respect  to  the  Canadas,  because  there 
had  been  at  Richelieu  and  St.  Denis  some 
slight  insurrection.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  Hume)  said  at  once* 
"  Shake  them  off,  for  their  connecUon 
D2 
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henceforth  will  be  grievous  and  burden- 
some;*' but  he  said  "No!  try  first  the 
counsels  which  you  admitted  might,  if  they 
had  been  carried  out,  have  prevented  these 
disturbances."  The  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not  deny  this  admission,  for  he  had  read 
an  extract  from  Lord  Aberdeen's  minute, 
in  which  his  Lordship  had  referred  to  the 
grievances  complained  of  in  Canada,  and 
had  pointed  out  means  which  he  thought 
might  redress  theui ;  and  the  hon.  Gentle- 
nian's  conclusion  was,  that  had  such  prin- 
ciples predominated  over  this  question  it 
might  have  been  settled,  not  indeed  by  a 
hostile  course,  but  by  one  that  would  have 
conciliated  and  satisfied  the  Canadians. 
There  roieht  be  some  who  said  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  had  been  in- 
discreet— that  he  did  not  see  the  force  of 
his  own  admissions ;  but  the  hon.  Member 
for  London  also  shared  in  his  condolence. 
He  had  also  one  bright  example — one  great 
exception — to  adduce,  for  he  lamented  that 
Sir  George  Murray  had  not  remained  in 
office;  and,  moreover,  that  Sir  James 
Kempt  had  not  continued  governor.  If, 
said  the  hon.  Gentleman,  Sir  George  Mur- 
ray had  remained  in  the  Colonial  Depart- 
ment, and  if  the  principles  he  had  ex- 
pressed had  been  allowed  to  predominate, 
the  financial  question  in  respect  to  these 
colimies  would  have  been  settled.  But 
what  was  the  question  to-day.^  Was  it 
not  one  of  finance  ?  It  was  one  of  feeling, 
but  it  was  also  one  of  finance.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  then  deplored  the 
exclusion  of  Lord  Aberdeen  from  office, 
because  the  course  he  proposed  would  have 
conciliated  the  Canadians,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  London  deplored  the  exclusion 
of  Sir  G.  Murray,  because  the  policy  he 
adopted  would  have  removed  all  their 
financial  grievances.  This,  said  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  surely  affi}rded  collateral 
proof,  first,  of  a  most  factious  combination 
to  drive  honest  and  well-intentioned  Minis- 
ters, as  we  were,  from  power— and,  se- 
cond]y»  although  unwise  men  may  have 
succeeded  us,  whose  policy  has  increased 
those  disturbances,  that  there  had  been 
legitimate  hope  of  settling  this  question  by 
mild  and  conciliatory  measures.  But  even 
supposing  the  principle  of  the  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  to  be  applied  to  a  separate  depend- 
ence, such  as  Jamaica,  he  must,  neverthe- 
less, deny  its  application.  Was  this  great 
country  prepared  to  say,  on  the  first  mani- 
featation  of  any  rebellious  feeling,  "  Sepa- 
rate from  us,  and  establish  a  government 
for  yourselves,"  instead  of  re-calling  them 


(o  their  duty  ?  He  thought  not;  and  that 
the  application  of  this  principle  was  perfectly 
inadmissible.  But  if  it  applied  to  so  distant 
an  island  as  Jamaica,  it  would  apply  also  to 
any  one  that  was  nearer,  even  to  those  that 
were  most  contiguous  to  the  country.  Sup- 
pose, for  instance,  the  people  of  the  Isle  of 
Wight  should  fall  out,  and  say  that  they 
had  a  right  to  be  independent;  that  the 
rules  of  this  philosophic  argument  were 
made  for  small  as  well  as  large  communities; 
and  that  they  desired  to  try  the  system,  in 
order  that  they  might  be  relieved  from  the 
heavy  taxes  at  present  imposed  on  them : 
and  they  might  say,  that  they  could  show 
many  equally  small  Italian  states  which 
were  well  governed,  and  were  prosperous* 
and  that  the  channel  being  between  them 
and  the  mother  country,  there  was  no 
reason  why  they  should  not  be  equally  so, 
or  should  not  constitute  themselves  like 
the  Canadians,  a  small  republic,  with  laws 
and  institutions  of  their  own.  What  would 
the  hon.  Member  say  to  that  ?  His  argu« 
ment  would  apply  there  if  it  applied  at  all. 
But  then  the  hon.  Gentleman,  seeing  that 
the  Isle  of  Wight  might  become  attached 
to  France,  might  find  it  convenient  to  say, 
"  No,  you  are  essential  to  our  security  from 
your  being  contiguous  to  Portsmouth,  and 
we  cannot  permit  you  to  be  separate ;"  but 
if  the  principle  was  good  in  one  case,  it 
would  apply  to  all.  In  considering  the 
case  of  Canada,  however,  it  must  be  in- 
quired what  would  be  the  effect  on  the 
interests  of  those  colonies  in  its  immediate 
neighbourhood.  If  it  could  be  foreseen 
that  on  the  Canadas  becoming  independent 
they  would  be  unable  to  stand  against  the 
United  States,  and  on  the  first  hondjide 
quarrel  with  them  might  fall  to  them,  and 
be  annexed  to  their  other  terptories,  and 
our  own  British  American  colonies  should 
thus  be  separated  from  each  other,  we 
should  still  be  bound  by  the  obligation 
owed,  not  only  to  them,  but  to  other  parts 
of  the  British  empire,  to  consult  their  in- 
terests. Suppose,  now,  that  Lower  Ca- 
nada was  declared  independent,  what  would 
become  of  the  navigation  of  the  river  of 
St.  Lawrence,  that  great  outlet  of  the 
commerce  of  Upper  Canada  ?  Or,  again, 
suppose  the  inhabitants  of  Nova  Scotia, 
New  Brunswick,  or  Prince  Edward's 
Island,  were  to  say,  *^  We  made  a  settle- 
ment here  on  the  faith  of  Canada's  re- 
maining connected  with  the  British  empire. 
You  gained  it  by  brilliant  conquest,  and  a 
treaty  of  peace  was  signed,  that  has  now 
existed  upwards  of  seventy  years,  and  you 
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instituted  a  form  of  government  there  with 
the  best  intentions  for  the  advancement  of 
the  country;  but  although  that  Govern- 
ment has  not  been  successful,  we  must 
object  to  the  sacrifice  of  our  own  interests 
by  your  permitting  the  independence  of  a 
state  in  the  North  American  provinces, 
and  thus  stopping  up  our  medium  of  inter, 
course  with  Upper  Canada."  Surely  these 
complaints  would  be  reasonable,  and  surely 
these  colonies  were  entitled  to  have  a  voice 
in  the  matter.  Unless  by  the  strongest 
circumstances  England  was  compelled  to 
give  up  Canada,  it  ought  never  to  permit 
that  country  to  establish  itself  as  an  inde. 
pendent  state;  and  if  they  should  permit 
that  to  be  done,  what  answer  could  be 
made  to  the  complaints  of  the  other  colo- 
nies, which  would  be  placed  in  a  subordi- 
nate position  by  the  very  act  of  the 
Government  by  which  they  should  be  pro- 
tected. He  therefore  said,  that  the  case  of 
Canada  was  not  a  simple  abstract  question, 
it  was  one  which  could  not  be  considered 
separately  from  the  Question  regarding  the 
other  colonies  of  North  America.  Hie 
situation  of  Canada  and  the  physical  con- 
dition of  the  other  colonies  of  this  country 
in  North  America  must  be  considered  toge- 
thif.  That  House  and  the  (xovernment 
must  only  look  at  Canada  as  an  independent 
state  when  the  situation  o{  the  other  colo- 
nies in  America  could  be  regarded  as  inde- 
pendent states.  These  were  prepared,  how- 
ever, to  perform  all  their  duties  to  this 
country  as  colonies,  and  therefore  it  would 
be  the  grossest  folly  on  the  part  of  England 
to  allow  the  connexion  to  be  lightly  broken. 
He  repeated,  then,  that  the  question  of 
the  separation  or  independence  of  Lower 
Canada  could  only  be  considered  at  the 
same  time  with  the  navigation  of  the  St. 
Lawrence,  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the 
other  colonies  in  America,  and  their  neigh- 
bourhood to  the  United  States.  There- 
fore, as  regarded  the  honour  of  the  British 
Crown,  the  interests  of  the  other  British 
colonies,  the  well-being  of  the  British 
settlers  in  the  upper  province,  and  the  in- 
terests of  Great  Britain  elsewhere,  they 
ought  not  to  let  this  revolt  be  triumphant, 
or  suffer  the  flag  of  Great  Britain  to  be 
lowered  to  the  partisans  of  Mr.  Papineau. 
At  the  same  time  that  he  should  give  his 
cordial  consent  to  the  address  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord,  he  did  not  mean  thereby  to 
apply  anything  like  approbation  of  the 
course  pursued  by  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. He  should  give  unhesitatingly  his 
cordial  support  to  the  address  in  the  first 


place,  and  it  was  for  the  essential  reason, 
because  this  country  had  acted  liberally 
and  justly  towards  Canada.  It  was  im- 
possible to  look  at  the  correspondence  on 
the  table — he  meant  the  whole  series  of 
correspondence -» without  coming  to  the 
conclusion  that  Canada  had  occasionally 
just  grounds  of  complaint  But  he  would 
ask,  how  could  this  country  maintain  its 
authority  and  dominion  even  at  home,  if  at 
the  first  suggestion  of  a  grievance  revolt 
was  to  take  place  and  the  people  were  to 
resort  to  arms?  He  did  not  deny  that 
when  this  country  was  engaged  in  war 
with  foreign  powers,  that  domestic  affairs 
were  neglected,  and  that  the  Canadians 
had  just  grounds  of  complaint ;  but  of  late 
years  the  affairs  of  Canada  had  been  re- 
garded as  matters  of  essential  importance, 
and  he  had  never  known  an  instance  in 
which  a  mother  country  had  manifested  a 
greater  desire  to  do  justice  to  a  colony  than 
was  exhibited  in  the  course  that  had  been 
pursued  towards  Canada.  In  a  passage  of 
the  address  of  the  Assembly  of  Lower 
Canada,  which  was  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Lord,  it  was  stated,  that  the  report  of  the 
Committee  of  that  House  of  the  year  1828, 
and  the  recommendations  embodied  in  it, 
furnished  imperishable  evidence  of  the  libe- 
rality of  this  country.  But  he  begged  the 
House  to  recollect,  that  Lord  Abeideen  not 
only  acted  upon  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committee  of  1 828,  but  went  beyond 
those  recommendations  in  the  course  he 
pursued;  and  in  every  case  in  which  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  were 
not  acted  upon,  the  delay  arose,  not  from  the 
Government  at  home,  but  from  the  Cana. 
dians  themselves.  There  was  an  end, 
then,  to  the  assertion  that  they  were  not 
disposed  to  attend  to  the  affairs  of  Canada. 
At  the  same  time  he  was  prepared  to  adroit 
that  the  habits  of  the  people  of  that  country 
and  their  feelings  and  prejudices  were  not 
the  same  that  existed  at  home,  and  that, 
therefore,  allowances  should  be  made  for 
their  conduct.  While  he  admitted  this, 
he  repeated,  he  was  convinced  of  the 
justice  of  the  course  pursued,  and  of  the 
folly  of  a  proceeding  on  any  allegations  of 
grievance  which  could  at  least  be  found  in 
these  papers,  to  such  an  extent  as  to  revolt 
against  the  authority  of  the  Crown,  and  to 
organise  an  armed  force  against  the  civil 
and  military  authorities  in  ine  colony.  He 
was  convinced,  that  if  the  authority  of  the 
Crown  was  to  be  maintained  in  Canada  or 
at  home,  this  revolt  must  be  suppressed, 
and  he  should,  therefore,  give  his  cordial 
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support  to  the  Address,  and  he  should 
support  measures  at  any  hazard  to  carry  it 
into  effect.  But  he  did  not  by  this  mean 
the  Hqusc  to  imply  that  he  placed  confidence 
in  the  Queen's  Government,  or  that  he 
meant  to  approve  of  their  conduct,  or  was 
satisfied  at  the  course  which  they  had  pur- 
sued. But  for  what  the  noble  Lord  had  said, 
he  should  have  been  content  to  pass  over  this 
part  of  the  subject  -,  but  the  noble  Lord  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  had  challenged  a  refer- 
ence to  these  documents  for  approbation  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Government.  He  was  bound 
to  say,  on  reading  them,  that  measures  of 
precauticm  had  been  neglected  previously  to 
the  revolt.  But  before  he  did  so,  he  might 
be  recommended  to  look  at  the  papers  on 
the  table,  and  see  whether  the  authorities 
in  Canada  complained  of  any  want  of  mili- 
tary force  there.  He  did  not  know  with 
whom  the  blame  rested,  but  after  passing 
the  resolutions  last  year  having  reference  to 
Canada^  and  after  the  excitement  which 
might  naturally  be  expected  to  follow  on  their 
adoption,  surely  somebody  in  authority  at 
home  or  in  Canada  might  have  suspected 
that  some  such  result  would  have  followed 
aA  the  revolt.  Could  anything  have  been 
more  delusive  than  the  hope  that  a  feeling 
of  satisfaction  and  quiet  could  arise  from 
the  passing  these  resolutions?  Did  the 
Government  imagine  that  it  could  pass 
these  resolutions,  declaring  that  the  British 
Legislature  could  not  trust  the  House  of 
Assembly  of  Lower  Canada  with  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  funds  of  that  colony,  al- 
tliough  they  did  not  follow  up  their  resolu- 
tions by  passing  a  Bill,  without  producing 
angty  and  excited  feelings  ?  For  his  own 
part,  he  firmly  believed  that  a  Bill  on  this 
subject  might  have  been  passed  last  year. 
Any  delay  was  prejudicial,  for  the  result, 
as  might  have  been  expected,  was,  that  the 
Canadians  felt  assured  that  the  Government 
at  home  was  afraid  to  enforce  them.  There 
was  not  the  slightest  prospect  that  any  delay 
in  possiDg  we  Bill  founded  on  these 
resolutions,  would  conciliate  the  Canadiiuis 
to  us.  On  the  contrary,  immediately  after 
passing  the  resolutions,  the  Government 
might  have  expected  some  such  result  as  an 
insurrection.  The  same  course  was  pursued 
when  the  resolutions  respecting  imposing  a 
stamp  duty  in  our  former  American  colonies 
passed  that  House.  It  was  then  said,  that 
an  objectionable  mode  of  proceeding  would 
be  avoided  by  passing  the  resolutions,  and 
postponinff  the  Bill  to  carry  them  into 
effect  to  the  following  Session.  The  same 
result  then  followed  as  now  ]  for  by  calling 


in  question  the  authority  of  the  local  As- 
sembly, an  insurrection  was  excited  against 
the  mother   country.     He  contended  that 
the  Government  ought  to  have  been  fully 
prepared  to  expect  that  the  feeling  of  dis-> 
satisfaction  that  prevailed  in  Qanada  would 
be  greatly  increased  by  passing  these  reso- 
lutions.    In  addition  to  this,  to  whom  did 
they   look  for  support  ?     Why  to  another 
party,  who  were  also  dissatisfied  with  the 
treatment  they  had  experienced.    He  knew 
this,  from  the  picture  of  the  country  drawn 
by  one  of  the  friends  of  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment.    This  picture    was    drawn  so 
lately  as   the    ISth   of  October,    and    the 
writer  stated — 

''  Some  of  the  immediate  fruits  of  the  system 
now  in  operatioD,  which,  if  not  put  down, 
must  lead  to  the  worst  consequences,  are  to 
be  seen  in  the  apathy  and  inaction  of  such  of 
the  magistracy  and  persons  of  property  who 
had  not  joined  the  revolutionary  parly — in  the 
extreme  difficulty  of  obtaining  accurate  and 
available  information  of  what  is  passing  ;  and 
judging  f.om  recent  events,  in  the  little  prob- 
ability, even  if  evidence  of  sufficient  weight 
could  be  procured  to  arraign  theofienders,  of  a 
jury  taken  from  the  district  of  Montreal  finding 
bills  and  convicting  on  them.'' 

Again  in  another  part  of  this  document  it 
is  stated : 

**  It  is  proper  that  I  should  represent  to  you 
the  inadequacy  of  the  powers  at  the  disposal 
of  the  local  Government,  for  meeting  the  diOi* 
cullies  that  surround  it.  The  law  fails  to 
aflford  its  'support ;  the  civil  authorities  become 
therefore  impotent;  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act 
cannot  be  suspended.  The  clergy,  though 
well-disposed  and  loyal,  ate  reluctant  to  come 
forward  ;  any  further  appeal  to  the  present 
Parliament  would  not  only  he  inexpedient  and 
useless,  but  positively  injurious  ;  and  a  disso- 
lution offers  no  prospect  of  a  more  reasonable 
House  of  Assembly,  nor  any  hope  that  the  new 
House,  which  would  be  composed  of  a 
majority  of  the  old  Members,  would  recede  in 
any  particular,  from  the  demands  so  pertinaci- 
ously in<»isted  on  by  the  present  body.  Indeed, 
a  dissolution,  if  decidea  on  at  all  should  not 
at  any  rale  be  resorted  to,  before  the  whole 
of  the  measures  and  arrangements  you  now 
have  in  contemplation  respecting  this«|)rovince 
shall  have  passed  into  law  and  be  perfected. 
In  such  circumstances,  and  seeing  •thai  the 
Imperial  Parliament  has  solemnly  and  un« 
equivocally  stated  that  it  will  not  acpede  to 
the  Assembly's  demands,  I  am,  forced^  how- 
ever reluctantly,  to  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  only  practical  course  now  open  for 
conducting  the  affairs  of  this  province  with  any 
benefit  to  the  inhabitants  generally,  is  at'once 
formally  to  suspend  the  preseoU  constilutioit, 
which  both  parties  unite  m  confiiMtny  OMUioi 
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now  be  worked,  and  which  has  in  fact  for  the 
last  twelve  months  been  Tirluully  suspended  ; 
to  increase  the  military  force,  and  to  strengthen 
the  hands  of  the  executive,  now  almost  im- 
potent for  any  good  or  useful  purpose.** 

Such  was  the  lamentable  s^ate  of  this  colony, 
in  which  for  a  period  th6  loyal  inhabitants 
had  been  discouraged  by  the  authorities. 
They  now,  however,  passed  for  and  were 
recognized  as  loyal  men;  but,  at  one  time, 
they  were  taunted  with  being  Orangemen 
and  Tories,  and  were  called  upon  to  come 
forward  and  supply  the  place  of  the  troops 
which  ought  to  have  been,  but  which  had 
not  been,  sent  out  to  Canada.  He  should 
refer  once  more  to  the  document  before  him 
to  show  the  treatment  to  which  the  loyal 
inhabitants  of  Canada  had  been  exposed : — 

**  The  mode  of  proceeding  adopted  for  keep- 
ing up  and  increasing  this  feeling  is  by  pa- 
rading' nightly,  in  the  town  of  Montreal,  large 
and  organi;&ed  bands  of  men,  who,  however, 
have  as  yet  proceeded  to  no  acts  of  violence 
or  breaches  of  the  peace ;  by  inflammatory 
speeches  ai  meetings;  by  seditious  publica- 
tions and  resolutions  of  the  central  commit- 
tees ;  by  placing  (in  the  most  disturbed  of  the 
rural  parishes)  those  who  are  loyal  and  hold 
opposite  political  opinions  under  a  species  of 
excommunication,  and  keeping  them  in  dread 
of  noctarnal  injuries  to  their  property  ;  by  burn- 
ing in  effigy  those  in  higher  stations,  and  by 
subjecting  them  to  a  kind  of  annoyance  called 
a  charivari^  which  is  the  assembling  of  a  crowd 
before  their  doors,  for  the  purpose  of  alarming 
them  and  their  families  at  night  with  uncouth 
noises,  hisses,  threats,  and  other  manifestations 
of  popular  displeasure.  Sir  John  Colbornc, 
the  hon.  Mr.  Debarlzch,  and  others  have  been 
exposed  to  this  kind  of  outrage,  which,  in  a 
recent  instance,  at  St.  Dennis,  in  the  county  of 
Richelieu,  was  unhappily  attended  with  loss  of 
life  and  property." 

This,  then,  was  the  way  in  which  the 
loyal  inhabitants  of  Canada  had  been  dis- 
couraged, and  who  ought  not  to  have  been 
left,  after  the  resolutions  had  passed,  with- 
out powerful  military  support  and  co-ope- 
ration. The  noble  Lord  might  ask  whe- 
ther a  military  force  had  been  required  by 
the  authorities  in  the  colony.  On  that 
subject  Lord  Glenelg,  in  a  ^dispatch  sent 
out  to  Lord  Gosford,  in  reply  to  the  request 
of  the  noble  Ix)rd  that  two  regiments 
should  be  dispatched  to  Canada,  said  that 
the  doing  so  would  be  attended  with  greater 
inconvenience  than  any  advantage  that 
eould  arise  from  their  presence.  It  was 
evident^  however,  that  this  was  not  Lord 
Gofiford's  opinion^  for  he  said>  so  far  from 
the  presence  of  an  additional  military  force 
there  being  attended  with  inconvenienee^ 


that  the  arrival  of  a  regiment  in  Canada 
from  New  Brunswick  had  been  attended 
with  the  greate.*it  possible  advantage.  It 
was  nqt  the  opinion  of  Sir  John  Colbome, 
for  in  one  of  the  papers  laid  on  the  table 
that  night,  that  gallant  Officer  stated  that 
the  troops  which  he  had  sent  for  had  not 
arrived  in  consequence  of  the  late  period  of 
the  year,  although  three  expresses  had 
been  sent  to  hasten  their  march.  It  was 
also  generally  understood  that  the  militia 
could  not  be  called  upon  to  act  unless  in 
case  of  war  with  the  United  States.  It 
appeared,  then,  that  there  had  been  a  com- 
plete want  of  foresight,  either  on  the  part 
of  the  home  or  the  colonial  authorities,  to 
pass  resolutions  influencing,  as  those  of  last 
year  did,  the  state  of  Canada,  and  thus 
defying  the  power  of  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly, and  leaving  the  loyal  inhabitants  with- 
out adequate  military  support,  and  thus 
leaving  to  the  machinations  of  the  disaf- 
fected an  innocent  and  rural  population 
who  were  not  of  themselves  disposed  to 
revolt.  Some  might  assert  that  they  took 
a  more  enlarged  view  of  the  subject,  and 
that  no  great  evil  would  result  from  the 
revolt.  He  did  not  agree  in  this,  although 
he  believed  that  the  insurrection  bad  arisen 
from  certain  disaffected  persons  acting  upon 
a  naturally  unsuspecting  and  quiet  popula- 
tion, and  he  trusted  that  an  end  would 
soon  be  put  to  this  insurrection ;  but  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  have 
prepared  such  a  military  force  in  the  colony 
as  to  have  discouraged  the  leaders  from 
exciting  the  people  to  revolt*  The  inform- 
ation, however,  as  to  the  extent  of  the 
insurrection,  as  communicated  by  Ijord 
Gosford,  was  by  no  means  satisfactory  or 
conclusive ;  for  in  one  dispatch  he  stated, 
that  the  feelings  of  disaffection  extended  to 
so  few  that  no  alarm  need  be  entertained ; 
and  yet  in  one  dated  only  in  the  next  week 
he  said,  that  the  communications  with  the 
troops  called  upon  to  act  in  the  disturbed 
districts,  and  to  put  down  this  sudden  and 
extensively-combined  revolt,  had  been  com- 
pletely interrupted  by  the  armed  peasantry 
assembled  on  the  line  of  march,  and  that 
the  Queen's  troops  could  not  march  with- 
out having  an  enemy  on  their  flank  and 
rear*  After  such  evidence,  would  any  one 
presume  to  tell  him  that  blame  did  not  rest 
somewhere  ?  He  agreed  with  an  observa- 
tion that  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kilkenny,  who  stated  that  blame  rested 
with  those  who  had  drawn  an  innocent  and 
harmless  people  into  that  which  he  believed 
to  be  a  hopeless  insurrection .     Some  pallia- 
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tion  might  by  possibility  be  offered  in  a 
case  where  there  was  a  reasonable  prospect 
of  success;  but  when  those  who  excited^ 
the  present  insurrection  saw  what  were 
the  feelings  of  the  British  inhabitants  of 
Canada,  how  great  was  the  loyal  attach- 
ment of  the  British  race  in  that  country, 
and  how  general  was  the  feeling  of  loyalty 
in  Upper  Canada^  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, howerer,  had  repeatedly  said  was  dis- 
affected— when  the  attempt  at  insurrection 
had  been  at  once  suppressed  without  the 
presence  of  any  soldiers,  all  of  whom  had 
been  sent  to  Lower  Canada — ^what  could 
they  plead  who,  he  must  say,  had  mani- 
fested such  ignorance  of  their  prospects  of 
success  when  they  involved  an  innocent 
population  in  such  an  insurrection  as  that 
of  Canada  ?  When  he  heard  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman make  such  observations  as  had  fallen 
from  him,  he  happened  to  have  his  eye  to 
the  following  passage  from  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Assembly 
in  Upper  Canada : — 

**  It  appears,  from  letters  of  Mr.  Hume,  ad- 
dressed to  some  of  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown, 
that  he  is  desirous  of  representing  himself  as 
the  agent,  or,  at  all  events,  as  being  authorised 
to  express  the  sentiments  of  the  people  of 
Upper  Canada  on  the  subject  of  their  political 
feelings,  and  the  public  affairs  of  the  province. 
Your  Committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  honour 
and  character  of  his  Majesty's  loyal  subjects 
in  this  province  require  that  it  should  be 
promptly  and  emphatically  declared  by  their 
representatives  that  Mr.  Hume  is  among  the 
last  men  they  would  select  to  advocate  their 
cause,  or  represent  their  feelings  or  wishes  to 
the  British  nation.  The  people  of  Upper 
Canada  recollect  that,  in  the  year  1834,  Mr. 
Joseph  Hume  addressed  a  letter  to  a  corres- 
pondent of  his  in  this  country,  which,  referring 
to  his  correspondent's  recent  expulsion  from, 
and  re-election  to,the  Assembly,  contained  the 
following  treasonable  language  and  advice: — 
*  Voor  triumphant  election  of  the  IGth,  and 
ejection  from  the  Assembly  of  the  17th,  must 
hasten  that  crisis  which  is  fast  approaching  in 
the  affairs  of  the  Canadas,  and  which  will  ter- 
minate in  independence  and  freedom  from  the 
baneful  domination  of  the  mother  country,  and 
the  tyranniciil  conduct  of  a  small  and  despica- 
ble faction  in  the  colony.  The  proceedings 
between  1772  and  17B2,  in  America,  ought 
not  to  be  forgotten  ;  and  to  the  honour  of  the 
Americans,  and  for  the  interest  of  the  civilised 
world,  let  their  conduct  and  result  be  ever  in 


view. 


I  >> 


This  was  the  language  which  in  1834 
the  hon.  Member  addressed  to  the  people 
of  Upper  Canada;  but  how  grossly  the 
hon.  Gentleman  miscalculated  the  feelings 
of  loyalty  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  upper 


province  was  manifested  in  the  following 
passage  from  the  same  document : — 

"And  when  it  is  remembered  with  what 
indignation  and  disgust  the  publication  of  this 
detestable  communication  was  received  through- 
out the  province,  his  Majesty's  loyal  subjects 
cannot  but  regard  with  abhorrence  the  idea 
that  the  person  who  had  thus  insulted  them 
should  be  supposed  by  their  Sovereign  and 
their  fellow  subjects  in  the  United  Kingdom 
to  be  their  accredited  agent,  that  they  held  any 
communication  with  him,  or  that  he  was  in 
any  way  clothed  with  authority  to  speak  their 
sentiments  or  represent  their  views  on  any  sub- 
ject, public  or  private.*' 

But  supposing  that  the  British  Legisla- 
ture were  to  apply  to  Lower  Canada  the 
principle  laid  down  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  city  of  London — supposing  it  right 
that  the  connexion  between  this  country 
and  Lower  Canada  should  be  dissolved — 
still  .the  indignity  in  the  address  of 
the  hon.  Member  fur  Kilkenny  would 
place  it  in  the  power  of  the  colonists 
justly  to  have  reproached  this  country  with 
desertion  and  pusillanimity  ?  And  who 
was  the  correspondent  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  whom  he  uttered  and  addressed 
this  inflammatory  language,  advising  him 
ever  to  bear  in  mind — ever  to  keep  in  his 
view,  the  struggles  of  the  provinces  of  the 
United  States  r  Why  it  was  that  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie, who  had  made  an  ineffectual  attempt 
upon  the  loyalty  of  the  province  of  Upper 
Canada  during  the  absence  of  the  troops. 
Mr.  Mackenzie  might  now  say  to  the  Bri- 
tish Legislature : — 

"  I  acted  on  the  authority  of  the  hon.  Mem" 
ber  for  Kilkenny;  visit  not,  therefore,  this 
delusion  and  its  consequences  upon  me,  the 
mere  agent  and  instrument  of  the  hon.  Gen« 
tleman,  but  rather  visit  it  upon  your  own 
Member,  to  whom  I  gave  credit  as  being  then 
a  Member  for  a  metropolitan  county,  and, 
therefore,  necessarily  intimately  acquainted 
with  British  feelings  and  views.  I  have  been 
acting  upon  the  advice  received  from  the  re- 
presentative of  Middlesex,  and  in  apportioning 
the  punishment  to  which  I  am  subject  for  my 
misdeeds,  remember  his  own  emphatic  decla« 
ration,  that  the  real  responsibility  for  the  revolt 
rests  not  on  the  humble  deluded  agent,  but  on 
those  who  gave  advice  and  uttered  suggestions 
disparaging  to  the  authority  of  their  own  coun- 
try and  destructive  of  the  integrity  of  the  Bri« 
tish  empire." 

Viscount  Hoftfick  said,  that  although  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  expressed  his  concurrence  in  the  Ad- 
dress which  had  been  moved  by  hia  noble 
Friend,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De« 
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partment,  and  although  there  was  much  in 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
in  which  he  entirely  and  completely  con- 
curred^ still  there  were  some  observations 
which  had  been  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  in  the  course  of  that  speech — some 
remarks  upon  the  past  conduct  of  the 
Government  with  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  be  connected;  which  he  thought  should 
not  be  permitted  on  the  present  occasion  to 
pass  altogether  without  notice.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  commenced  his  speech  by 
dwelling  at  a  length  hardly  in  proportion 
to  the  importance  of  the  point  upon  the 
mode  of  proceeding  adopted  by  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  on  the  present  occasion, 
and  had  objected,  that  the  Government 
should  have  thought  it  proper  to  pro- 
ceed in  this  question  by  the  mere  pre- 
sentation of  papers,  instead  of  by  a  formal 
message  from  the  Crown.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  himself  seemed  to  feel 
that  this  was  a  mere  difference  in 
form,  and  that  the  presentation  of  papers 
by  command  was  as  satisfactory  a  commu- 
nication of  information  upon  this  subject 
as  a  Royal  message.  That  being  the  case, 
he  owned  that  it  did  appear  to  him  that 
the  question  was  one  of  very  great  import- 
tance ;  but,  for  his  own  part,  he  thought 
that  whatever  advantage  there  might  be  on 
the  one  side  or  the  other,  that  advantage 
was  in  favour  of  the  course  adopted  upon 
the  present  occa.sion.  For  his  own  part, 
although  he  knew  it  was  necessary  to  adopt 
strong  measures  for  suppressing  the  insur- 
rection in  the  Canadas,  he  still  thought  it 
better  to  mark  by  the  mode  of  proceeding 
some  difference  between  the  case  of  an 
insurrection  by  fellow -subjects,  and  that  of 
the  breaking  out  of  a  war  with  the 
enemies  of  the  Crown.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  adverted  to  some  remarks  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
and  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  city  of 
London^  and  had  amused  the  House  by  the 
inferences  which  he  drew  from  the  pane- 
gyrics of  those  hon.  Members  upon  the 
acts  of  former  Administrations  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  himself  be- 
longed, and,  in  particular,  he  had  alluded 
to  the  supposed  desire  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kilkenny  to  give  the  Members  of  those 
Administrations  another  chance.  Now,  he 
would  just  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  on 
what  it  was  he  founded  those  claims  to  that 
great  superiority  in  point  of  liberality  on 
the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  own 
Administration  over  that  which  had  now 
the  honour  of  serving  her  Majesty  ?  Why, 


it  was  simply  upon  a  very  able  minute  of 
Lord  Aberdeen's  which  was  to  be  found 
in  the  papers  printed  for  the  use  of  the 
House ;  and  what  was  the  object  of  that 
minute  ?  Did  it  describe  what  Lord  Aber- 
deen had  done,  or  what  bad  been  done  by 
a  Tory  Administration  }  Far  from  it,  its 
object  was  to  prove,  and  it  did  prove, 
conclusively  that  by  the  Administration  of 
the  party  which  now  held  office  the 
grievances  set  forth  by  the  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  in  the  year  1828 
had  been  redressed.  That  was  the  object 
of  the  minute,  and  he  gave  Lord  Aberdeen 
credit  for  the  candour  towards  his  political 
opponents  which  induced  him  to  adopt  and 
give  the  sanction  of  his  authority  to  this 
minute,  which  it  could  hardly  be  sup- 
posed had  been  prepared  by  himself, 
as  he  could  not  be  acquainted  with 
the  details  of  this  subject,  considering 
the  very  short  time  he  held  the  seals  of 
office.  In  the  next  place,  the  rieht  hon. 
Baronet  adverted  to  the  panegyric  of  the 
Member  for  the  city  of  London  upon  the 
Administration  of  Sir  George  Murray,  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  taken  credit 
that  that  Administration  had  concurred 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  the  city  of  Lon- 
don in  asserting,  that  if  the  Administration 
of  Sir  George  Murray  had  continued  at 
the  Colonial-office,  the  financial  disputes 
with  Canada  would  long  since  have  been 
settled.  Now  he  could  not  help  saying 
that  the  hon.  Member  could  not  have  real 
very  accurately  the  papers  which  from  time 
to  time  had  been  printed  for  the  use  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  had  said,  that 
the  despatches  of  Sir  G.  Murray  did  con- 
tain liberality  of  principle ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  must  have  confined  his  examina- 
tion to  the  mere  expressions  of  liberality 
contained  in  those  despatches,  and  had  not 
extended  his  examination  to  the  acts  of  that 
Secretary  of  State  by  whom  those  de- 
spatches were  written.  But  what  was  the 
fact?  The  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  the  year  18^8  recommended 
to  the  attention  of  the  Legislature  that  one 
of  the  great  grievances  constantly  urged  by 
Canada  was  the  want  of  control  over  the 
revenues  which  under  the  Acts  of  I774 
were  to  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Lords  Commissioners  of  the  Treasury. 
And  what  steps  did  Sir  George  Murray 
for  three  years  take  in  reference  to 
that  subject?  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
brought  in  a  Bill  in  a  roost  imper- 
fect shape  during  the  last  year  ho  held 
office,  but  never  brought  that  UU  under 
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discussion^  and  in  spito  of  the  liberal 
expressions  contained  in  his  despatclies^ 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  near  three  years 
left  the  revenue  of  the  Canadian  provinces 
solely  controlled  and  directed  by  the  Trea- 
sury at  home.  He  had  very  little  hesita- 
tion in  saying  that  if  the  Bill  which 
he  (acting  as  he  had  done  under  the 
Earl  of  Ripon  in  1 831 )  had  introduced,  had 
passed  in  1828,  or  1829,  or  1830,  the 
result  would  have  been  very  different  from 
that  which  actually  had  occurred.  He 
would  not,  however,  enter  into  a  discussion 
upon  those  points,  but  when  hon.  Gentle, 
men  upon  his  own  side  of  the  House  made 
the  admissions  they  had  done,  and  when 
those  admissions  were  taken  up  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  with  that  most  amusing 
art  of  which  he  was  the  master,  and  which 
created  impressions  not  justified  by  the  real 
facts  of  the  case,  he  thought  it  only  due  to 
those  who  had  administered  these  most 
important  affairs,  that  he  should  endeavour 
to  set  them  right  in  the  eyes  and  estimation 
of  the  country.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
in  the  next  place  had  said,  that  although 
he  concurred  in  the  address,  he  did  not 
acquit  the  Government  of  the  want  of  due 
precautions  with  respect  to  Canada.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  said,  that  when  the 
Government  proposed  and  passed  the  reso- 
lutions of  the  last  Session,  it  was  their  duty 
to  have  accompanied  those  resolutions  with 
a  sufficient  force  to  maintain  the  authority 
of  the  Crown  in  Canada ;  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  added,  that  it  was  weak- 
ness and  delusion  in  the  Government  to 
postpone  the  proceeding  with  the  Bill  which 
was  to  have  been  founded  upon  those  re. 
solutions.  Then  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  condemned  in  very  strong  language 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  not 
having  persevered  with  that  Bill.  He  could 
not  but  observe,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  totally  mistaken  as  to  the  reasons  which 
operated  to  prevent  the  proceeding  with 
that  measure  in  accordance  with  the 
resolutions  agreed  to  by  the  House,  it 
had  been  the  anxious  desire  of  the  Govern, 
ment  to  have  proceeded  with  that  Bill,  and 
they  had  not  abandoned  it  under  a  weak 
and  miserable  delusion,  as  had  been  sup- 
posed,  for  the  right  hon.  Baronet  must  be 
aware  that  circumstances  over  which  the 
Government  had  no  control  rendered  it 
utterly  impossible  for  them  to  go  on  with 
any  advantage  with  that  measure.  It  had 
been  brought  forward  during  the  serious 
illness  of  his  late  Majesty,  and  on  the 
deniiae  of  the  Crown^  it  waa  impossible  to 


retain  in  I^ndon  a   sufficient  number  of 
Members  of  that  House  to  jiass  the  measure 
in  such  a  manner  as  alone  would  give  it 
any  authority.     The  right   hon.   Baronet 
would  remember,  that  in  the  last  few  weeks 
of  the  last  Session,  on  the  eve  of  a  general 
election,  it  was  totally  absurd  to  think  of 
proceeding  with  the  discussion  of  a  matter 
so  serious  as  that — nobody  could  forget  the 
anxiety  shown  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
to  conclude  all  necessary  business.     Tbese 
circumstances  alone  prevented  the  Govern- 
ment from  proceeding  with  that  Bill.   But, 
then,  admitting  that  those  resolutions  re- 
quired precautionary    measures,    still  the 
question  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
raised  was,  whether  the  Government  bad 
taken   proper  precautions   or   not  ?     The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  stated,   that  what- 
ever was  the  opinion  that  more  force  was 
not  necessary,  at  all  events  it  was  not  the 
error  of  the  Colonial  Secretary  of  State,  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  read  a  portion  of 
the  despatch  of  Lord  Glenclg  to  Lord  Gos- 
ford  of  the  22d  of  March.— [Sir  R.  Peel  re- 
ferred to  the  despatch  of  the  6th  of  March.] 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had   stated   that 
whatever   was   the  opinion   that    further 
military  force  was  necessary,  it  was  not 
that  of  the  Secretary  of  State.     His  answer 
was,  that  the  Secretary  of  State  himself 
might  think  that  though  more  force  might 
be  wanted,  still  that  there  were  those  upon 
the  spot  who  were  better  judges  than  he 
in  London  could  possibly  be.      He  thought 
the  appearance  in  the  colony  of  the  force, 
if  not  wanted,  might  possibly  be  attended 
with  inconvenience,  and  that  the  necessity 
for  the  force  was  a  visionary  apprehension. 
He  thought  very  possibly  that  the  appear- 
ance of  such  a  force  in  a  mere  civil  contest, 
instead  of  being  of  use  or  support    to  the 
authorities,  might  have  had  a  very  opposite 
effect ;  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  himself 
had  read  a  description  of  the  state?  of  the 
colony,  and  of  the  dangers  and  difficulties 
with  which  the  governor  had  to  contend. 
What  were  those  difficulties  ?  there  were 
the  resolutions  passed  at  public   meetings, 
there  was  the  machinery  of  agitation  but 
there  was  nothing  menacing,  open  or  wan- 
ton violence.     True,  the  suspension  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act  might  be  wanted,  but 
there  had  been  no  necessity  for  a  demand 
for  additional  forces.     Regiments  were  not 
necessary    to    put    down  meetings — they 
could  not  stop  speeches.     Regiments  could 
not  prevent   the  adoption  of  resolutions, 
neither  could  troops  obtain  juries  to  con- 
vict men  for  seditious   practices.    Addi« 
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tional  reginieuts  could  not  attain  any  one 
of  these  objects.  On  the  contrary,  the  ad- 
ditional regiment  appears  to  have  produced 
considerable  effect,  and  in  the  papers  there 
would  be  found  proof  of  it.  He  would 
refer  to  one  of  the  enclosures  in  Lord  Gog- 
ford's  despatch,  dated  the  30th  of  October, 
1 8^7^  giving  an  account  of  a  public  meet- 
ing which  had  been  held,  the  object  of 
which  meeting  was  to  increase  the  excite- 
ment amongst  the  people ;  and  one  of  the 
topics  was  the  arrival  nt  the  time  of  an 
additional  regiment  in  Canada,  and  one  of 
the  resolutions  was  to  this  effect  :-->''  As  a 
climax  to  our  misfortunes,  the  present 
Govenior-in-Chief  liasrccentlv  introduced, 
in  time  of  profound  peace,  a  large  body  of 
armed  troops  into  this  province,  to  destroy, 
by  physical  force,  all  constitutional  resist, 
ance,  and  to  complete,  by  desolation  and 
death,  the  work  of  tyranny  already  deter- 
mined upon  and  Authorized  beyond  the 
seas."  Was  it  not  obvious,  that  if  an  armed 
force  was  not  actually  wanted,  its  arrival 
before  the  insurrection  actually  took  place 
would  have  been  made  a  handle  of,  and 
would  have  extended  the  exasperation 
against  the  Government?  This  was  the 
motive  which  induced  Lord  Glenelg  to  alter 
his  opinion  as  to  the  expediency  of  sending 
troops  to  Canada.  But,  supposing  he*  had 
altered  bis  opinion,  did  he  therefore  leave 
the  governor  without  the  means  of  obtain- 
ing an  additional  force  ?  On  the  contrary  ^ 
in  the  very  despatch  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  quoted,  in  order  to  sliow  that 
Lord  Gienelg  was  aware  that  an  additional 
force  was  necessary,  it  was  stated  that 
orders  had  been  given  to  Sir  Colin  Camp- 
bell to  forward  an  additional  force  from 
Halifax,  on  the  requisition  of  Lord  Gos- 
ford.  That  was  the  order  given  to  Sir 
Colin  Campbell :  and  he  would  tell  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  that,  though  it  was 
admitted  that  in  winter  no  force  could  be 
sent  to  Canada,  there  was  no  difficulty  in 
sending  a^  force  to  Halifax  to  supply  the 
place  of  those  troops  which  might  be  sent 
thence  to  Canada.  Although  he  had 
felt  it  necessary,  this  being  the  first  oc- 
casion on  which  the  subject  was  brought 
forward,  to  make  these  answers  to  the 
charges  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  against 
the  Government,  he  was  aware  that  the 
charges,  if  insisted  on,  would  require  more 
canvassing  than  was  convenient  at  the  pre- 
sent  moment.  On  a  future  occasion,  if 
the  cbargea  should  be  pressed,  he  should  be 
able  to  complete  the  defence  of  the  Govern- 
8M&t ;.  in ,  the  maantime  he  should  content 


himself  with  expressing  his  satisfaction  at 
the  very  general  acquiescence  in  the  pro* 
priety  of  the  course  which  his  noble  Friend 
had  sidopted. 

Mr.  C.  BuUcr  was  afraid  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  alluded  to  him  when  h  e 
right  hon.  Baronet  referred  to  some  hon. 
Member's  cheer  as  evincing  an  insensi. 
bility  to  the  importance  of  his  argument, 
founded  on  a  laborious  research  into  pre* 
cedents.  He  was  sorry  if  he  had  offended 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  by  that  cheer;  but 
if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  understood 
the  cheer,  he  would  have  known  that  it 
meant  to  express  his  astonishment  that  a 
person  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  intel* 
lectual  powers  should  have  expended  so 
mitch  of  them  on  what  he  could  not  help 
calling  laborious  trifling.  The  right  hon* 
Baronet  had  said,  he  was  not  sensible  of 
the  importance  of  the  question,  because 
he  was  not  sensible  of  the  importance 
of  forms.  He  believed  that  the  forms 
of  the  House  had  been  matured  with 
great  wisdom  ;  but  he  was  more  sensible  of 
the  importance  of  circumstances.  A  grave 
question  like  this  should  render  them  in-* 
different  to  forms.  He  was  sorry  if  he 
judged  hastily  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
speech,  and  of  the  part  he  considered  most 
important ;  but  he  thought  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  considered  that  part  most 
important  in  winch  he  had  been  able  to  taunt 
his  political  opponents,  and  by  a  dexterous 
application  of  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Members  for  London  and  Kilkenny^ 
to  call  upon  them  to  aid  him  in  turning 
out  the  present  Ministers,  and  bringing 
back  those  excellent  Ministers  who  had  been 
removed  from  office  by  what  he  termed 
factious  means.  But  this  was  unimportant 
in  comparison  with  the  subject  itself;  and 
he  (Mr.  Buller)  was  anxious  to  express  his 
desire  as  a  Member  who  had  given  his  sup- 
port to  the  resolutions  of  the  ^Government 
passed  last  Session,  to  extend  that  support 
to  her  Majesty's  Ministers  in  their  policy 
towards  Canada  so  far  as  at  present 
developed.  He  must  say,  however,  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  shown  indications  in 
his  speech  of  a  tone  and  spirit  which  had 
not  led  him  to  expect  much  liberality  on 
the  noble  Lord's  part.  But  when  he  had 
got  over  the  little  irritation  at  the  tone  of 
the  noble  Lord's  speech,  and  came  to 
examine  the  proofs  themselves,  he  found 
that  he  could  offer  no  opposition  to  his 
motion.  He  could  not  offer  any  opposition 
to  an  address  pledging  the  House  to  assist 
her  Majesty  to  put  down  an  insurrection^ 
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of  society  in  Canada  was  such  as  rendered 
it  inexpedient  to  introduce  one  there ;  that 
was  the  extent  of  his  objection  to  Elective 
Councils.  He  would  farther  say,  that  his 
hon  Fiiend^  and  some  other  hon.  Members 
with  him  were  too  apt  to  look  at  this  ques- 
tion as  one  between  the  Government  and 
the  people  of  Lower  Canada,  whereas  they 
ought  to  bear  in  mind,  that  there  was  a 
great  body  of  British  residents  there  to  be 
considered.  He  agreed  with  his  hon. 
Friend  in  the  hope  that  there  might 
be  a  satisfactory  settlement  of  the  question, 
but  he  must  at  the  same  time  say,  that  he 
could  not  hold  any  settlement  of  it  satis- 
factory which  did  not  provide  equally  for 
the  interests  of  the  British  as  for  those  of 
the  French  inhabitants  of  the  Canadas. 

Mr.  Leader  said,  it  was  not  his  inten- 
tion to  enter  into  the  question  under  discus- 
sion, and  that  he  rose  merely  to  protest 
against  the  Address  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  moved,  coupled  with  the  speech  which 
he  had  made.  Tliat  speech,  he  must  say,  was 
most  unjust  in  its  character  towards  the  Ca- 
nadian people  and  the  House  of  Assembly  of 
the  Lower  Province,  and  taken  in  connexion 
with  the  Bill  which  the  noble  Lord  meant 
to  bring  in,  there  could,  he  thought,  be  no 
doubt,  that  there  was  to  be  in  the  measures 
of  the  noble  Lord  more  of  coercion  and  less 
of  conciliation  than  they  had  a  right  to 
expect  at  the  hands  of  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. If  the  noble  Lord  had  given 
them  some  intimation  of  the  course  he  in- 
tended to  pursue  they  would  have  been 
prepared  to  go  into  the  whole  subject,  or 
at  all  events  would  have  had  less  difficulty 
as  to  the  line  of  conduct  which  they  ough  t 
to  adopt;  If  they  were  to  oppose  the  Ad- 
dress by  a  direct  negative  it  would,  he 
knew,  be  said,  that  the  motion  was  resisted 
by  a  factious  vote,  and  that  was  an  impu- 
tation that  he,  for  one,  was  anxious  to 
avoid.  At  the  present  hour  it  was  impos- 
sible, that  they  could  enter  into  the  ques- 
tion so  as  to  be  able  to  refute  the  many 
fallacies  contained  in  the  noble  Lord's 
speech.  {LuiLghler,'^  He  could  assure 
those  hon.  Members  who  laughed  that  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  did  contain  much 
misrepresentation,  both  vnth  respect  to  the 
Government,  the  grievances,  and  the  con- 
duct of  the  Canadians,  and  he  said  this  not 
on  his  own  authority  but  upon  the  autho- 
rity of  men  much  better  acquainted  with 
the  question  than  he  was  himself.  Unless, 
therefore  the  noble  Lord  allowed  them  an 
adjournment  until  to-morrow  he  should 
consider  it  necessary,  disagreeing  as  he  did 


with  the  Address,  to  oppose  it  by  moving  a 
direct  negative,  and  he  should  take  this 
course  because  he  felt  if  they  did  not  op- 
pose it  either  by  an  amendment  or  a  direct 
negative  they  would  hereafter  be  pledged 
to  all  the  measures  which  the  Government 
might  think  fit  to  adopt ;  and  even  though 
these  measures  were  at  variance  not  only 
with  their  own  sentiments,  but  the  senti- 
ments of  the  great  mass  of  the  people  out  of 
doors.  If  the  noble  Lord  had  told  them  that 
his  intention  was  to  propose  an  amnesty, with 
a  view  to  conciliation,  and  a  redress  of  the 
grievances  of  which  the  Canadians  com- 
plained, there  might  have  been  no  objection 
to  the  Address  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
moved ;  but  when  that  was  not  the  case — 
when  the  noble  Lord,  in  his  speech,  ar- 
raigned the  Canadian  people,  and  told  that 
House  that  one  of  the  measures  which  he  in- 
tended to  bring  for  ward  was  the  suspension  of 
the  Canadian  Constitution — then  he  must  say 
that  it  was^impossible  for  any  one  who  disap- 
proved of  such  a  course  to  vote  for  the 
Address.  This  being  the  present  position 
in  which  they  were  placed,  and  not  wishing 
to  detain  the  House  to  go  into  the  subject, 
or  to  give  what  might  by  some  be  deemed  a 
factious  vote,  he  must  entreat  the  noble 
Lord  to  consent  to  the  proposition  which  he 
now  made,  of  adjourning  the  debate  until 
to-morrow.     If  the  noble  Lord  would  not 

agree  to  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 

if  he  would  not  allow  those  who  wished  to 
speak  an  opportunity  of  arguing  the  ques- 
tion fully  and  dispassionately— and,  if  it 
were  true,  as  he  asserted,  that  a  consider- 
able portion  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech  was 
made  up  of  fallacies,  and  that  they  were 
not  to  have  the  opportunity  of  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  Address,  then  all  he 
could  say  was,  that  he  and  those  who 
thought  as  he  did  were  threatened  into 
giving  the  motion  a  direct  negative,  and 
the  blame  would  not  rest  on  him  or  them, 
but  upon  those  who  overwhelmed  them, 
by  a  large  majonty,  and  would  not  allow 
them,  to  enter  into  the  debate  properly. 
Hon.  Members  acted  unjustly  in  asking 
him  to  proceed  at  that  late  hour  of  the 
night.  The  subject  was  one  of  vital  im- 
portance— one  which  required  at  their 
hands  full  and  proper  discussion :  and, 
therefore,  he  thought  it  hard  that  he  and 
those  who  acted  with  him,  should  be  com- 
pelled to  go  into  it  at  such  a  time  of  night. 
He  was  aware  the  noble  Lord  had  the 
power  to  resist  the  motion  if  he  thought 
proper,  but  he  should  consider  that  the 
delay  sought  for  was  not  a  week  or  a  fort- 
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night,  bat  only  a  few  hours.     The  hon. .     Lord  John  Russefl did  not  think  the  Ho\iae 

Member,  after  again  entreating  the  noble  would  consider    that  he  was  unreasonable 

Lord  to  accede  to  his  proposal,  moved  that  when  he  stated   that   he  must  oppose  the 

the  debate  be  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  motion  of  the  hon .  Member  for  Westminster 

Mr.  i^at/tej  seconded  the  motion  and  said,  for  the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  The 
that  he  did  so  with  no  factious  view,  but  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  said,  the  House 
because  he  thought  the  matter  to  be  of  had  been  taken  by  surprise^  but  that  was 
great  national  importance,  and  that  they  not  the  fact ;  for  he  begged  to  say  thai  he 
were  bound  to  address  their  minds  to  it  in  gave  notice  when  the  House  last  separated, 
a  manner  worthy  of  the  subject.  He  cer-  that  he  meant  this  day  to  bring  forward  the 
tainly  felt  that  they  were  taken  by  surprise,  affairs  of  Canada,  and  that  that  subject 
and  that  they  had  come  down  to  the  House  should  have  precedence  of  all  other  busi- 
without  knowing,  in  fact,  what  they  were  ness.  With  respect  to  the  Address,  all  he 
going  to  discuss.  Such  a  knowledge  he  need  say,  was,  that^  so  far  from  pledging 
considered  necessary  to. their  deliberations,  the  House  to  particular  measures,  all  that 
and  when  he  contemplated  how  much  was  was  asked  by  it  was,  to  know  whether 
involved  in  the  question,  and  that  civil  war  they  determined  to  maintain  the  allegiance 
might  be  the  result,  he  did  entreat  the  of  those  colonies  or  to  abandon  them? 
noble  Lord  to  afford  to  the  House  and  the  Now,  that  was  a  question  on  which  he 
country  a  full  and  fair  opportunity  of  dis-  thought  he  had  a  right  to  call  for  the  de- 
cussing  a  matter  which  might  involve  con-  cision  of  that  House.  The  right  hon. 
siderat ions  so  mighty  in  their  consequences.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam  worth  had 
not  only  to  the  Canadas,  but  to  this  blamed  the  Government  for  not  providing 
country.  for  what  had  happened  in  the  first  instance. 

Mr.  Hume  rose,  amidst  loud  cries  of  He  would  not  stop,  then,  to  vindicate  the 
**  Spoke,  spoke."  The  hon.  Member  said.  Government,  but  he  Tvould  say  that  ad- 
lie  only  wished  to  say  one  word  to  the  vantage  had  been  gained  by  the  delay,  he- 
noble  Lord.  The  question  was  simply  this,  cause  the  receipt  of  further  intelligence  had 
whether  those  who  had  not  spoken,  or  rendered  that  which  had  been  obi>cure  before 
wished  to  speak,  should  have  an  opportunity  plain  and  intelligible.  The  whole  of  the 
afforded  them  to-morrow  of  contradicting  papers  connected  with  the  matter  had  been 
the  statements  which  the  noble  Lord  had  laid  on  the  table  and  fully  considered,  and, 
made.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  noble  when  all  this  had  been  done,  it  was,  he 
Lord  was  afraid  to  trust  his  speech  to  ex-  ■  must  say,  a  little  too  much  to  ask  for  further 
amination  even  for  the  short  space  of  delay.  The  hon.  Gentleman  was  awurc 
twelve  hours.  The  noble  Lord  had  taken  that  this  was  not  the  first  occasion  when  the 
them  by  surprise,  but  if  he  were,  as  he  affaix*s  of  Canada  had  been  discussed,  and 
would  have  them  believe,  confident  in  the  that  he  and  his  friends  had  expressed  their 
righteousness  of  his  own  case,  why  refuse  opinions  freely  on  the  subject  at  the  hite 
an  adjournment  until  to-morrow.  He  had  meeting  at  the  Crown  and  Anchor.  Under  j 
no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  if  the  noble  such  circumstances,  it  was  a  little  too  much  i 
Lord  had  not  brought  forward  the  second  to  say  now  that  they  were  unable  to  answer 
part  of  his  plan — that  relating  to  the  sus-  his  speech — and  therefore  he  should  persist  in 
pension  of  the  Canadian  Constitution — he  calling  for  the  decision  of  the  House  on  the 
would  not  have  any  objection  to  the  Ad-  i  hon.  Gentleman's  motion,  concluding,  of 
dress,  but,  as  the  noble  Lord  had  taken  ,  course,  that  those  who  should  vote  for  the 
that  course,  they  would,  he  thought,  have  adjournment  meant  to  give  a  negative  to 
to  blame  themselves  if  they  agreed  to  the  the  Address. 

motion  without  more  time  for  consideration  I      Mr.  Warhurion  thought  that,  considering 

were  given  to  them.     If  the  noble  Lord  the  momentous  nature  of  the  subject,  and 

wished  perfect  unanimity   on  the  part  of  the  consequences  which  might  result  frimi 

that  House,  what  he  ought  to  do  was,  to  their  decision,  that  a  fair  opportunity  ought 
withdraw   the  second  part  of  his  plan,  and  ,  to  be  given   to  every  hon.  Member  who 

then,  while  he  declared  that  the  revolution  wished  to  speak,  to  deliver  his  sentiments 

should  be  put  down  by  means  distinct  from  upon  it.     There  were,  he  believed  many 

conciliation,  he   should  say  that  the  just  Members  who  had  not  spoken  who  wished 

demands  of  the  Canadians  should  no  longer  to  address  the  House,  and  he  thought  they 

be  put  off  with  promises,  and  state  exactly  '  ought  to  be  allowed  to  deliver  their  senti- 

what  the  Govcmnjcnt  intende<l   to  do  in  mcnts.     He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  hy 

the  way  of  redressing  grievances.  agreeing  to  the  address  they  would  pledge 
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themselves  to  maintain  tbe  authority  of  her 
Majesty  in  the  Canadas,  whether  right  or 
wrong,  but  he  did  mean  to  say  that  if  they 
concurred  in  such  a  motion  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  them  to  refuse  their  assent  to 
the  estimate  when  it  was  brought  forward 
for  an  increased  vote  of  money,  and  placing 
an  additional  burthen  on  the  people.  Be- 
fore, therefore,  they  came  to  a  vote,  they 
should  well  weigh  all  the  consequences  of 
that  vote  ;  and,  for  his  own  part,  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  they  were  dealing 
too  hastily  with  the  matter.  What  they 
asked  for  was  delay  until  to-morrow,  and 
as  no  evil  could  arise  from  such  delay,  there 
being  no  possibility  of  sending  a  military 
force  to  Canada  at  present,  he  thought  the 
noble  Lord  ought  to  consent  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Mr.  D.  Browne  said,  that  although  he 
intended  to  vote  for  the  Address  without 
going  into  the  abstract  merits  of  that  part 
of  the  plan  relating  to  the  suspending  of 
the  C.'anodian  Constitution,  he  still  con- 
sidered the  adjournment  of  the  debate  for 
a  few  hours  so  reasonable  a  proposition  that 
he  should  support  it.  They  should  con- 
sider -he  great  risk  that  was  involved  in 
the  question,  and  the  amount  of  treasure 
and  biood  which  might  be  fruitlessly  ex- 
pended by  an  over- hasty  decision.  He 
thought  t)ie  noble  Lord  should  be  willing 
to  allow  the  friends  of  the  Canadian  people 
to  defend  them  if  they  could,  rather  than 
take  an  unfair  advantage  of  them. 

Mr.  Darby  must  protest  against  the  doc- 
trine laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord,  that 
those  who  should  support  the  motion  for 
adjourning  the  debate,  intended  to  negative 
the  Address.  Now  he  for  one  was  ready 
to  vote  for  the  Address,  and,  although  he 
should  do  so,  he  could  sec  no  inconsistency 
in  his  also  supporting  the  motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  S,  O'Brien  said  that  he  meant  to 
\ote  for  the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  but 
he  begged  it  to  be  understood  that  in  doing 
so  he  did  not  pledge  himself  not  to  vote  for 
the  Address. 

'Hie  House  divided  on  tlie  question  of 
adjournment :  —  Ayes  98 :  Noes  1 88  :  — 
Miijority  1 6*0. 

Address  agreed  to. 
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JoUiffe,  Sir  W. 
Jones,  T. 
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Knatchboll,  Sir  £. 
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Sinclair,  Sir  G. 
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Stanley,  E.  J. 
Steuart,  R. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  January  17,  1838. 

M nniTB8.1  Petitiom  ptcM&ted.  By  Mr.  GrLuoir,  from 
Wldthon,  hf  Mr.  Waklsy,  from  the  inhaUtanti  of 
Ftubury,  by  Mr.  Lbadsr,  from  Lambeth,  St.  Margaretft 
and  St.  John's,  Wettminttar,  and  from  Newoastle-on- 
Tyne,  by  Mr.  Hall,  from  Marylebooe,  in  fiiTour  of 


Aksver  to  the  Address.]  Lord  J. 
Russell  appeared  at  the  bar  of  the  House, 
and  announced  that  her  Majesty,  having 
been  waited  upon  by  privy  councillors, 
who  were  Members  of  that  House,  with 
the  Address  of  the  House,  had  been 
pleased  to  return  the  following  most  gra- 
cious answer : — 

**  I  thank  you  for  the  assurance  that  my 
faithful  Commons  will  support  my  eflforts  foi 


tbe  suppression  of  revolt,  and  the  restoration 
of  tranquillity,  in  Lower  Canada.  The  unfor- 
tunate events  which  have  taken  place  in  that 
province  have  given  me  deep  concern,  and  I 
shall  look  forward  with  anxiety  to  the  period 
when  the  re-establishment  of  order  may  enable 
me  to  lay  the  foundations  of  lasting  peace  and 
concord.  Tbe  spirit  which  has  been  mani- 
fested by  the  loyal  inhabitants  of  my  Northern 
American  provinces,  and  the  exertions  which 
they  have  made  in  support  of  my  authoriiy, 
demand  my  warmest  acknowledgements." 

AFFAias   OF    Canada.]      Lord  John 
Rtisseil  said  :  Sir,  I  rise  to  ask  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a   Bill,   of    which    I  gave  notice 
last  night,  to  provide  for  the  temporary 
government  of   Canada.     As  1  have  al- 
ready  explained   the    general  purport  of 
the  Bill,  and  of  the  policy  to  be  pursuod 
under  it,  I  do  not    think   it  necessary  to 
enter  at  any  length  upon   the  subject  at 
present.      I    will,  however,  shortly  state 
the  immediate  object  of  this  Bill,  and  of 
the  instructions  which  will  be  given  to  the 
Governor-General  who  has  just  been  ap- 
pointed.     The  nature  of  tbe   Bill  is  to 
enable  the  Governor-General  and  council 
— that  council  not  to  be  limited  in  num- 
ber, but  of  which  five  shall  be  a  sufficient 
number  to  constitute  a  council— on  the 
motion  of  the  Governor-General,  to  pass 
any  laws  which  may  be   considered  ne- 
cessary during  the  present  suspension  of 
the  Legislature  of  that  province.     U  may 
be  necessary  to  pass  laws,  and   to  make 
provisions  for  temporary  purposes,  and  for 
tbe  maintenance  of  the  civil  authority  in 
that  province.     It  may  be  necessary  also 
to  pass  temporary  measures  for  other  pur* 
poses.   It  is  the  intention  of  her  Majesty's 
Government  to  confide  these  powers  in  the 
first  instance  to  Sir  J.  Colboriie,  who  at 
present  administers  the  Government   in 
the  lower    province   of  Canada,  and  in 
case  it  should  be  found  necessary  for  him 
to  resort  to  any  extraordinary  powers  of 
legislation,  in  order  to  re-establish  the  au- 
thority of  the  Crown  in  that  province,  the 
power  will  be  given  to  him  by  this  Bill  to 
do  so.     But  immediately  after  the  newly* 
appointed    Governor-General    arrives  in 
the  province,    this    power  will    becorae 
vested  in  him,  and  he  will  exercise  it  ac« 
cording  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  which 
I  now  propose  to  introduce.  With  respect, 
therefore,  to  the  measures  which  are  ne- 
cessary in  order  to  re-establish  tranquilltiy, 
besides   those   powers  which    confer  the 
means  of  immediately  putting  an  end  to 
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the  present  insurrection,  there  will  also 
be  given  a  power  to  the  Governor-General 
if  he  should  think  fit,  to  grant  a  general 
amnesty  in  that  province.  With  respect 
to  the  future  Government  of  the  province, 
it  is  the  intention  of  her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters that  the  Governor-General  should  be 
invested  with  a  power  to  convene  a  cer- 
tain number  of  persons,  namely,  three 
from  the  Legislative  Councils  of  the  upper 
and  the  lower  province  respectively,  making 
six  in  all,  and  ten  representatives  from 
each  of  the  provinces,  making  twenty  re- 
presentatives, to  form  a  council  to  concert 
with  the  Governor-General  as  to  the  mea- 
sures which  may  be  deemed  advisable  for 
the  adjustment  of  the  affairs  of  the  two 
provinces.  This  is  a  power  which  may 
be  given  by  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown. 
With  respect  to  the  persons  to  be  named 
from  the  Legislative  Council,  they  will  be 
chosen  by  the  Governor-General.  With 
respect  to  the  persons  who  are  to  be  con- 
vened having  a  representative  character, 
those  persons  may,  of  course,  be  chosen 
from  the  Legislative  Assenably,  but  as,  in 
the  case  of  Lower  Canada,  it  is  almost 
impossible  that  the  Assembly  can  be 
brought  to  act  beneficially,  it  will  be  com- 
petent to  the  Governor-General,  both  in 
the  upper  and  lower  province,  to  hold 
elections  for  persons,  amounting  to  twenty 
in  the  whole,  to  concert  with  him  upon 
the  general  state  of  aflfairs.  Sir,  as  I  said 
before,  the  object  of  this  arrangement  is, 
that  in  any  future  plan  for  the  Government 
of  these  provinces,  whatever  may  be  done 
may  be  adopted,  not  wholly  on  the  au- 
thority of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  or  the 
Government  of  this  county,  nor  wholly 
upon  the  authority  of  the  Governor  of 
the  colony,  but  on  the  authority  of  the 
Parliament  and  Government  of  this  coun- 
try, with  the  advice  and  sanction  of  the 
council  which  it  is  proposed  to  form  in 
the  colony  itself,  persons  who,  being  well 
aware  of  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
the  provinces  in  which  they  reside,  may  be 
supposed  to  know  best  what  are  the  reme- 
dies most  likely  to  produce  that  which  her 
Majesty  has  declared  to  be  the  desire 
which  she  has  at  heart — the  lasting  peace 
and  welfare  of  the  province.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  moving  for  leave  to 
bring  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Ward  was  anxious  to  make  a  few 
observations  at  the  present  early  part  of 
the  debate,  because,  though  he  had  at- 
tended the  House  last  night  at  some  per- 
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sonal  inconvenience  and  suflTeriug,  he  had 
failed  to  obtain  an  opportunity  of  expres- 
sing his  sentiments,  and  had  been  obliged 
to  go  away  without  recording  even  his 
vote  on  this  important, subject.  He  was 
the  more  anxious  to  express  his  sentiments 
now,  because  he  had  opposed  the  resolu- 
tions proposed  by  Government  lastSession, 
which  he  had  done,  not  only  because  he 
considered  them  arbitrary  and  unjust,  but 
because  also  he  thought  they  did  not  lead 
to  any  practical  result.  He  had  declared 
his  opinion  that  those  resolutions  either 
went  too  far  or  not  far  enough,  that  they 
would  tend  to  exasperate  the  feelings  of 
the  Canadians,  without  leading  to  any 
permanent  settlement  of  the  questions  at 
issue.  He  thought  that  the  result  showed 
that  he  had  not  been  wrong  in  that  opin- 
ion. They  had  irritated  the  Canadians, 
and  the  dispute  was  just  as  far  from  a 
settlement  as  ever,  whilst  the  province  was 
left  without  any  Government  but  that  of 
military  and  arbitrary  authority.  He  ac- 
knowledged, however,  that  this  country 
was  not  alone  responsible  for  these  results. 
He  deplored,  as  sincerely  as  any  Gentle- 
man in  that  House  could,  the  rash  and 
unjusti6able  appeal  which  had  been  made 
by  the  liberal  party  to  war,  by  which  they 
had  undoubtedly  sacrificed  the  powerful 
aid  of  public  opinion  and  sympathy,  and 
which  in  this  country  most  certainly,  sooner 
or  later,  was  sure  to  awake  in  favour  of 
the  weaker  against  the  stronger  party, 
whenever  the  former  had  justice  on  their 
side.  All  these  advantages  the  Cana- 
dians had  now  sacrificed  by  their  own 
reckless  act,  and  the  question  now  for 
this  House  to  consider  was,  whether  it 
was  prepared  to  give  up  the  possession, 
not  only  of  the  lower,  but  of  the  upper 
province  of  Canada,  for  the  secession  of 
the  latter  must  in  his  opinion  inevitably 
follow  that  of  the  former;  or  whether,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  should  accede  at  once 
to  all  the  demands  of  Mr.  Papineau  and 
his  party,  or  sift  those  demands  calmly 
and  dispassionately,  granting  such  as  were 
just,  or  whether  we  should  insist  that  the 
existing  insurrection  should  first  be  put 
an  end  to  entirely  before  any  redress 
should  be  given  to  grievances  which 
really  were  proved  to  exist.  He  owned 
that  if  the  Government  plan  had  contem- 
plated nothing  but  coercion,  and  a  sus^pen- 
sion  of  the  constitution  without  any 
remedial  measures,  he  should  have  op- 
posed it  as  uncompromisingly  as  he  now 
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hoslile  parties.  An  attempt  to  perp«tumte 
the  French  Canadian  people  as  an  isolated 
race,  consisting;  as  they  now  did  of  500,000 
souls,  must  be  regarded  as  perfectly 
impossible;  whilst  he  believed  that  the 
best  service  they  could  render  the  French 
Canadians  would  be  to  give  fhem  a  paiti- 
cipation  in  British  rights  and  institutions. 
The  influence  of  party  feeling  was  at  pre- 
sent the  bane  of  all  classes  in  theCanadas. 
If  the  present  contest  were  allowed  lo  be 
carried  on,  he  called  upon  the  House  to 
consider  what  must  be  the  results  of  it.  If 
the  French  party  succeeded,  the  whole  of 
the  property  of  the  British  party  would  be 
eonfisrated,  including  that  of  the  Land 
Company,  which  had  already  been  declared 
by  the  French  party  to  have  been  consti- 
tuted by  an  illegal  authority.  On  the 
other  band,  if  the  English  party  were  to 
triumph,  the  results  would  be  for  the 
French  inhabitants  spoliation  and  ruin,  at 
which  justice  and  feeling  would  equally 
tevolt.  It  was  his  (Mr.  Ward's)  firm 
belief,  that  if  the  authority  of  the  British 
Crown  were  once  (irmly  established  in  the 
Canadas,  the  inhabitants  might  be  left  to 
exercise  tbeir^wn  discretion  and  author- 
ity in  the  expenditure  of  their  funds,  with 
perfect  security  to  the  friendly  connection 
between  the  colony  and  the  mother  coun- 
try. He  could  not  dismiss  the  subject 
without  saying  a  few  words  on  the  subject 
of  the  Legislative  Council,  whose  acts  the 
noble  Lord  had  taken' upon  himself  to 
justify.  He  considered  them  not  only 
wholly  incompatible  with  the  permanent 
good  government  of  the  colony,  but  also  a 
direct  inroad  upon  the  old  system  of  colo- 
nial government  which  had  always  been 
pursued  by  this  country  with  respect  to  the 
old  colonies  of  America  (now  the  United 
States)  for  upwards  of  a  century  and  a  half. 
As  an  hon.  Friend  of  his  had  said  last 
night,  these  councils  possessed  all  the  most 
invidious  features  of  an  aristocracy,  and 
them  only  '-it  was  a  sort  of  spurious  House 
of  Lords,  creating  bickerings,  and  quarrels, 
and  party  feelings,  resultinor  in  a  distinc- 
tion of  interests  between  English  or  go- 
vernment interests  and  colonial  interests. 
Almost  every  colony  which  England  now 
possessed  In  North  America  had  originally 
been  conquered,  and  it  was  the  practice  of 
the  British  Government  not  to  interfere 
in  their  internal  concerns  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  Legislative  Councils.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  when  the  new  council  which 
the  new  governor-general  was  to  convene 


came  to  discuss  the  aBairs  of  Canada  and 
to  frame  their  report,  the  latter  would  not 
be  found  to  recommend  the  permanency 
of  the  Legislative  Council,  and  that  thia 
country,  in  considering  that  report,  wonld 
consent  to  its  being  dispensed  with  for  the 
future.  In  conclusion  he  begged  again  to 
express  his  entire  confidence  in  the  scheme 
of  policy  which  her  Majesty's  Government 
had  adopted,  and  in  the  Nobleman  to 
whose  hands  its  execution  had  been  con- 
fided. If  worked  ont  in  the  spirit  in  which 
it  had  been  commenced,  he  had  no  doubt 
it  would  lead  to  lasting  and  beneficial 
results. 

Mr.  WarhuTton  said,  that  when  he  last 
addressed  the  House  on  this  subject  an 
hon.  Friend  of  his  had  said,  as  a  matter  of 
reproach  against  him,  that  which  he  rather 
received  as  a  compliment,  that  he  came  to 
the  discussion  of  this  subject  with  all  the 
composure  he  would  bring  to  the  consider* 
atioti  of  a  bill  relating  to  weights  and  mea* 
sures.  He  could  wish  that  all  who  ap- 
proached the  subject  might  be  guided  by 
the  recommendation  of  the  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  at  the  time  when  those  great  de*- 
bates  arose  on  the  disputes  between  Great 
Bntain  and  hercoloninl  possessions  which 
now  constitute  the  United  States,  and 
dismiss  at  once  all  bitterness  of  feeling. 
He  was  of  opinion  that,  in  order  to  obtain 
the  best  measure  of  justice  for  the  Cana- 
dians, their  friends  ought  to  discuss  the 
matter  with  the  greatest  possible  coolness 
and  moderation  of  tone.  What  he  wished 
was  to  look  at  the  positive  state  of  the 
Canadfls  at  present,  and  not  retrospect- 
ively  to  what  it  had  been.  No  one  denied 
that  grievances  did  exist,  to  which  a 
remedy  should  be  applied ;  but  he  did  not 
see  that  any  good  could  result  in  discus- 
sions like  the  present,  in  going  back  to 
canvass  what  amount  of  blame  or  praise 
was  due  to  one  party  or  the  other  in  events 
which  had  already  taken  place.  With 
regard  to  the  insurgents  themselves,  he 
felt  glad  in  believing  that  the  insurrection 
was,  he  might  say,  put  down.  He  must 
say,  that  if  the  insurrection  was  to  be 
suppressed,  it  ought  to  be  extinguished  at 
the  earliest  possible  period.  If  blood  were 
lobe  spilled,  the  sooner  such  scenes  of 
strife  and  exasperation  ceased  the  more 
likely  would  it  be  to  put  an  end  to  all  the 
evils  attendant  upon  a  state  of  insurrection. 
He  must  be  permitted  to  say,  with  regard 
to  the  course  taken  by  Government  in  put* 
ting  down  thia  insurrection,  that  he  did 
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not*— without  meaning  to  ase  any  irritating 
language — ^agree  in  the  unqualified  praise 
bestowed  on  the  officers  engaged  in  this 
unfortunate  conflict*  He  was  willing  to 
give  every  praise  to  their  gallantry  which 
the  Government  or  people  of  this  country 
might  be  willing  to  accord  ;  but  he  could 
not  help  seeing  that  there  were  some  cir- 
cumstances concerning  which  their  con- 
duct was  not  such  as  ought  to  be  lauded. 
He  understood  that  houses  and  barns  had 
been  burned  during  the  attacks  which  were 
made  by  the  military.  He  understood, 
too,  that  a  rule  was  laid  down  in  the  dis- 
patches, which  directed  that  where  the  pro- 
ceedings which  should  be  taken,  by  which 
it  was  declared  that  all  the  houses  from 
which  the  troops  should  be  fired  at  should 
be  destroyed,  not  at  the  moment  of  at- 
tack, but  at  a  subsequent  period  when  the 
troops  should  be  in  possession  of  the 
bouses  from  which  the  opposition  had 
proceeded.  He  did  not  know  for  what 
outrages  this  was  considered  a  proper 
mode  of  retaliation;  but  he  could  not 
forget  that  in  the  former  rebellion  of  the 
North  American  continent  numbers  were 
driven  into  a  state  of  exasperation  and 
open  insurrection  from  the  adoption  of 
such  practices.  Without  wishing  to  pour 
oil  on  the  flames,  he  could  not  help 
stating,  that  the  conduct  of  the  officers 
employed  in  suppressing  this  insurrection, 
acting  very  likely  from  mistaken  motives, 
and  from  a  belief  that  by  such  acts  they 
best  promoted  the  public  service,  was 
rather  too  general  and  unmeasured. 
He  should  have  been  better  pleased  to  see 
such  acts  condemned  in  the  dispatches. 
He  should  be  the  last  man  to  attempt  to 
justify  a  lecourse  to  arms  on  the  part  of 
the  colonies ;  but  let  them  look  at  the 
position  in  which  those  persons  were 
placed,  and  the  grievances  of  which  they 
complained,  and  he  was  sure  they  would 
agree  in  the  opinion  that  the  Government 
was  bound  to  make  every  allowance,  and 
to  render  the  amnesty  as  wide  and  exten- 
sive as  possible.  The  people  in  that  coun- 
try had  many  grievances  to  complain  of, 
one  of  which — the  constitution  of  the  Le- 
gislative Council —had  been  touched  on 
by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Ward),  and 
there  were  many,  matters  brought  as 
charges  against  the  Government.  He 
did  not  mean  to  justify  the  language 
which  the  Canadians  had  held  on  all  occa- 
•ion.«,  and  yet  he  thought  that  much  in- 
dulgence ought  to  be  extended  to  them 


for  the  irritation  which  they  exhibited  on 
some  subjects.     There  were,   for  example, 
the  allegations  which  they  made  with  re* 
spect  to  the  Land  Company.      He  was  not 
disposed  to  deny  the  benefit  which  might 
be  conferred  on  the  colony   by  the  intro- 
duction  of  foreign   capital ,    but  he  must 
nevertheless  say, that  the  feeling  of  jealousy 
which  was  entertained,  was    very  natural 
when  the  people  saw  a  great  corporatioa 
of  this'  kind  put  in  possession  of  such  ex- 
tensive powers,  particularly    with    regard 
to  the  purchase  of  land.     Now,  really,  if 
they  looked   to  the  manner  in   which  the 
mother  country  acted  with  regard   to  cor- 
porations having  extensive  possessions  in 
land,  the  complaints  of  the  Canadians  on 
this  head  were  not  to  be  wondered  at. 
Was  there  a  single  Act  by  which,  a  body 
was  incorporated  in  which  their  power  of 
possessing  land  was  not  limited   by  the 
terms  of  the  statute?    Did  not  the  charter 
by  which  such  a  grant  was   made,  stale 
the  exact  amount  of  land  which  the  cor- 
poration was  entitled  to  hold  ?     Suppose 
a  proposition  was  made  in  that  House  that 
the  landed  property  of  the  Crown  ahoald 
be  sold,  would  they  approve  of  erecting  a 
corporation  to  purchase  and  hold  all  the 
Crown  land,  and  transferring    the  great 
capital  of  the  Crown  property  to  such  a 
corporation?     Would  they  not  take  care 
that  if  the  Crown  property  were  to  be  sold, 
it  should  be  done  in  such  a  manner  as  that 
the  corporations  should  be  allowed  to  pur- 
chase only  to  the  amount  of  their  existing 
charters,  and  that  the  property  should  be 
divided  amongst  the  great  mass  of  the  pur* 
chasers?  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the 
situation  of  the  mother  country  and  the 
colony  was  the  same,  but  he  only  stated 
this  as  some  excuse  for  the  party  whose 
conduct  they  were  discussing;    and  he 
urged  the  jealousy  of  the  mother  country 
with   regard  to    grants  of  land  to    cor« 
porations    as    some  justification  of   the 
course  pursued  by  those  who   were  op* 
posed  to  the  Land  Company  in  America, 
holding  land  to  an  extraordinary  extent. 
It  should  be  recollected,  that  this  Land 
Company  not  only  became  possessed  of 
certain  lands,  of  which  a  sale  had  been 
made  in  the  first  instance,  and,  having 
improved  them,  continued  to  exercise  the 
rights  of  property  over  them  ;  but  having 
disposed  of  certain  portions  of  this  terri- 
tory, and  other  new  lands  being  brought 
to  the  hammer  since  their  charter  was 
gruntedi   this  company  entered  the  listi 
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as  competitors  for  the  purchase  of  them. 
It  ^appeared,  then,  that  there  was  no 
boundary  to  the  domain  over  which  this 
company  might  exercise  its  influence,  and 
no  chance  of  its  property  being  limited 
within  any  given  period  of  time.  In  this 
contest  there  was  not  only  the  insurgent 
party  to  be  considered,  but  that  of  the 
Gentlemen  who,  in  the  year  1828,  were 
among  the  foremost  to  petition  that  House 
for  the  removal  of  grievances,  but  who  had 
not  taken  a  part  with  Mr.  Papineau,  and 
the  more  ardent  Reformers.  Now,  as 
there  was  a  liberal  party  which  remained 
attached  to  the  Crown^  and  took  no  share 
in  the  insurrection,  the  honour  and  feel- 
ings of  that  portion  of  the  inhabi- 
tants ought  above  all  things  to  be  con- 
suited. «  And  if  there  was  anything  in  the 
course  about  to  be  taken,  of  which  he  was 
especially  doubtful,  it  was  whether  the 
Government  ought  entirely  to  suspend'the 
constitution  of  179),  and  thus  cast  a  slur 
on  that  party  whose  cordial  support  they 
had  received.  In  the  year  1828  they  were 
petitioners  for  the  redress  of  grievances, 
and  they  continued  attached  until  a  late 
period  to  the  individuals  who  now  took  a 
more  violent  course,  because  their  former 
peaceful  proceedings  had  failed  of  success. 
If  it  were  now  proposed  to  suspend  alto- 
gether the  constitution,  he  put  it  to  the 
House  whether  they  would  not  estrange 
from  the  British  Government  that  mode- 
rate but  liberal  party,  of  which  he  believed 
that  great  numbers  existed  in  Canada  at 
the  present  moment.  He  begged  to 
remind  the  House  that  in  determining  this 
question,  it  ought  not  to  look  at  Canada 
precisely  in  the  light  of  a  mere  colony. 
They  were  to  recollect  that  the  title  which 
this  country  gained  over  Lower  Canada 
was  acquired  by  the  treaty  of  1763.  By 
that  they  granted  to  the  inhabitants  of 
Lower  Canada  all  the  privileges  and  im- 
munities which  any  individuals  or  corpo- 
ration were  at  that  time  entitled  to  in  the 
colony.  He  did  not  mean  to  include 
among  them  any  of  the  privileges  and  im- 
munities granted  by  acts  of  the  Legisla- 
ture at  a  later  period ;  but  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  dwelt  on  various  condi- 
tions and  statements  with  respect  to  the 
independence  of  Lower  Canada,  growing 
out  of  race  and  religion.  He  did  not 
intend  to  assert  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  Government  to  invade  the  privileges 
guaranteed  by  the  capitulation  of  1763, 
and  he  only  referred  to  the  event  for  the 


purpose  of  enforcing  on  the  Government 
the  necessity  of  keeping  faith  with  the 
French  Canadians,  and  of  taking  care 
that  none  of  their  privileges  and  immnnities 
were  overturned  by  any  constitution  which 
was  granted  them.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  injustice  was  done  to  the 
popular  party  by  the  stress  \^hich  was 
laid  on  the  supposed  demand  of  the  Ca« 
nadians  for  the  perpetuation  of  feudal 
rights.  Why,  if  he  could  depend  on  any- 
thing relating  to  the  popular  party  in  Ca« 
nada,  he  felt  persuaded  that  the'  French 
Canadians  were  most  anxious  to  commute 
their  seigneurial  rights  —  to  the  full  as 
anxious  as  the  British  party  was — pro- 
vided they  could  do  so  on  such  terms  aa 
would  be  advantageous  to  the  whole 
colony.  He  felt  it,  therefore,  to  be  due  to 
them  to  state,  that  they  had  been  among 
the  foremost  to  make  such  a  proposition. 
He  believed  they  were  even  prepared  to 
introduce  a  Bill  into  the  House  of  As* 
sembly  for  the  commutation  of  these 
seigneurial  rights,  if  any  encouragement 
had  been  given  to  such  a  proposal  by  the 
Legislative  Conncil  which  then  existed. 
The  course  which  he  advised  his  hon. 
Friends  to  take,  in  consequence  of  the 
declarations  of  the  Government  in  favour 
of  an  amnesty,  and  in  order  that  they 
might  observe  not  only  calmness  and  mo* 
deration,  but  the  utmost  appearance  of  a 
calm  and  deliberate  spirit  in  receiving  the 
propositions  of  her  Majesty's  Government 
was,  not  to  divide  against  the  Bill,  but  to 
allow  it  to  be  introduced  and  read  a 
first  time,  and  then,  after  its  provisions 
had  been  considered,  have  it  read  a  second 
lime  on  Monday  next.  He  had  risen  on 
the  present  occasion,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  stating  all  his  views  on  this  subject, 
but  to  correct  some  misrepresentations 
which  he  thought  had  been  made  with 
respect  to  the  sentiments  which  he  ex* 
pressed  when  the  first  of  these  discussions 
on  the  affairs  of  Canada  had  taken  place. 
The  advice  which  he  then  gave,  and  which 
he  was  now  prepared  to  give  to  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  on  the  subject  of  coK>* 
nial  aifairs  in  North  America,  supposing 
that  the  revolt  was  so  extensive  that  there 
were  no  hopes  of  putting  it  down  without 
a  disastrous  and  exterminating  war  (which 
he  was  happy  to  say  was  not  the  case), 
amounted  to  this,  that  they  ought  to 
emancipate  the  colony.  He  should  not 
now  go  fully  into  the  discussion  of  the 
reasons  which  induced  bim  to  give  that 
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advie^i  because  he  bed  parlieulmrly  ad- 
verted io  tbem  in  the  last  dwcuseiuii  which 
had  UkeD  place,  and  because  he  was  pre- 

Kred  to  resuDje  them  fully  on  Monday. 
\l  admitling'^^which  he  was  happy  to 
Uiiiikwas  Dioit  probably  ibe  case — that 
tiiie  revolt  was  not  wide  spread,  aud  that 
ber.  Majesty's  Government,  with  the  aid 
of  the  troops  and  of  the  well-dispotied  in 
the  colonies,  would   succeed    in  putting 
tlie  iiiaorrectioD  down,  and   thus  give  a 
bivathing;  time  to  consider  what  measures 
it  would  be  roost  expedient  to  take  under 
the  circumstances,   the  advice  which  he 
was  still  ready  to  give  was  to  emancipate 
the  colony.     In  saying  this  he  did   not 
mean  to  justify  the  conduct  imputed  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworih  to 
the  advocates  of  such  an  opinion.     It  was 
not  because  he  found  insurrection  there, 
as  it  might  break  out  in  (he  Isle  of  Wi{;ht 
or  in  any  part  of  Ireland,  that  he  was  for 
that  reason  ready  to  say,  **  Liberate  your- 
selves,   and    separate   from    the   mother 
country*"    No;  it  was  because  he  believed 
it  to  be  expedient  and  useful  bolh  to  the 
mother  country  and  the  colony,  not  on  a 
short-sighted  money  view  of  the  question, 
but  on  the  broadest,  most  national,  and 
imperial  consideration  of  it,  that  he  was 
ready  to  sanction   the  adoption   of  that 
course*     One  of  the  evils  resulting  from 
Uie  course  whirh   had   been  taken  was, 
that  such   a    feeling  of  disaffection   had 
arisen  towards  the  mother  country  as  must 
drive  the  Canadians  into  revolt,  and  in- 
duce them  to  become  a  part  and  province 
of  the  United  States;  or,  if  they  did  not 
join  the  United  Stales,  such  a  feeling  of 


prevailed  previous  to  tlie  year  1763— if  he 
weic   to  consider    the   support  which  tlie 
mother  country  had   obtained   from  that 
people    in   the  war    against   the   French 
Canadians,  and  observed  how  short  a  time 
elapsed  between  the  manifestation  of  such 
good  feeling  and  the  commencement  of 
the  troubles  which    terminated   with  the 
war  of  1774,  the  noble    Lord    must  be 
convinced  how  very  necessary  it  was,  not 
to  be  driven  to  consider  the  emancipatiou 
of  a  colony  when  the  demands  were  so 
urgent  that  they  could   be  no  longer  re- 
sisted, but  that  as  a  wise  statesman  he 
ought  to  watch  the  progress  of  the  colonies 
towards    independence,     and,    foreseeing 
that  the  period  of  emancipation  could  not 
be  far  remote,  take  such  measures  as  must 
render  it  likely  that,  when  that  event  did 
occur,    it   would    be  attended    with    the 
smallest  quantity  of  evil,  and  the  greatest 
good   to  the  mother  country.      However 
disposed  he  was  to  admire    tlie  form  of 
government  and  the  wisdom  of  the  United 
States,  yet  he  must  say,  that  if  there  was 
anything  of  which  every  slate  in  the  world 
ought  to  be  apprehensive  it  was  this — thst 
a  country,  whether  its  form  of  government 
were   monarchy,    aristocracy,     or    demo- 
cracy, should  arise  so  powerful  as  to  afford 
a  just  cause  of  apprehension  on  account 
of  its  strength  and  greatness  to  the  rest  of 
the  world.     He,  therefore,   thought    that 
what  ought  to  constitute  the  consideration 
of  every  statesman  was  that — seeing  that 
emancipation  was  as  natural  an  event  in 
the  history  of  the  colonies  as  death  to  an 
individual — the  aim  of  the  Government 
should  be  directed  to  making  the  separa- 


interest  would  be  excited  in  favour  of  the  j  tion  in  such  a  manner  that  all  these  colo- 
colonists  that  a  party  in  the  United  Slates  nies,  comprising;  New  Brunswick  and  Nova 
would  be  prepared  to  support  them  in  Scotia,  should  not  fall  separately  into  the 
their  insurrertbn.     Such  a  feeling  of  dis-    possession  of  their  great  neighbour,  bus 


a&etion  would  unite  the  Canadians  much 
more  strongly  to  the  United  States  than 
any  course  taken  by  the  colonists  alone 
could  effect.  He  must  say,  that  from  the 
observations  which  had  been  made  at  both 
sides  of  the  House,  it  seemed  to  him  to 
be  admitted  that,  when  a  colony  came  to 
its  strength  and  manhood,  the  inevituble 
consequence  of  our  colonial  system  must 
be  to  have  such  a  colony  emancipated. 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell) 
seemed  to  doubt  as  to  whether  that  time 
had  arrived  in  the  present  instunce.  If 
the  noble  I^rd  were  to  look  to  the  history 
of  the  United  States*- if  he  were  to  con- 
template the  feelings  of  affection  which 


should  be  constituted  as  northern  and  ^re^ 
states,  to  act  as  a  counterpoise  to  what 
might  be  considered  the  tendency  of  the 
United  States  to  become  an   overgrown 
power,  were  it  to  comprise  the  whole  of 
the  colonies  of  North  America.  He  hoped, 
then,  that  measures  would  be  taken  by  the 
Government  which  might  lead  to  a  friendly 
and  amicable  separation  at  no  very  distant 
period,  and  thus  unite  all  these  colonies 
into  an  independent  confederation,  col- 
lected  together   for  the  purpose  of  ba- 
lancing the  enormous  power  of  the  North 
American   states.      It  appeared  to  him 
thnt  the  ground  on  which  the  irresponsi- 
bility of   the  council  was  resisted  was 
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worthy  of  consideration.  For  what  reason 
were  the  ihree  gentlemen  belonging  to  the 
popular  party  whom  Sir  F.  Head  proposed 
to  call  to  the  council  not  attached  to  that 
body  ?  The  question  of  disagreement  was 
as  to  whether  they  should  be  considered 
irresponsible  Ministers.  They  declared, 
that  if  the  Legislature  considered  the 
governor  irresponsible,  ihcy  must  not  be 
considered  as  sharing  thai  irresponsibility. 
If  the  connexion  between  Canada  and  (he  I 
mother  country  was  to  be  dissolved,  he 
held  it  was  the  duty  of  Government  to 
lead  the  people  of  the  colony  by  degrees 
from  a  state  of  dependence  to  one  of 
independence,  and  that  this  should  be  the 
sole  principle  of  legislation  in  respect  to 
them.  In  conclusion,  he  hoped  that  the 
measures  about  to  be  adopted  would  em- 
brace not  only  the  Canadas,  but  Nova 
Scotia  and  New  Brunswick ;  and  that 
they  might  speedily  have  the  elements  for 
that  great  confederation  which  he  hoped, 
at  no  distant  period,  to  see  established 
throughout  the  present  British  colonies  of 
North  America. 

Mr.  Cay  ley  was  one  of  those  who 
adopted  upoh  this  question,  a  view  not 
wholly  in  accordance  with  the  opinions 
which  had  been  generally  expressed  by 
the  different  speakers  upon  either  side  of 
the  House.  He  dissented,  however,  more 
materially  fiom  those  speakers  who  were 
disconnected  with  her  Majesty's  Govern-  I 
ment.  He  must  say  that  he  felt  it  to  be  ) 
his  duty,  having  entered  upon  the  consi- 
deration of  this  subject  in  a  calm  and 
dispassionate  temper,  to  do  her  Majesty's 
Government  the  justice  of  awarding  to  it 
the  humble  meed  of  his  praise  and  appro- 
bation of  its  conduct  in  connexion  with 
this  question.  The  hon.  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny, in  the  course  of  the  observations 
which  he  had  addressed  to  the  House  ^n 
the  previous  evening,  had  inveiglied  loudly 
against  the  shedding  of  human  blood. 
For  his  part,  he  was  as  averse  to  the  shed- 
ding of  blood  as  any  human  being  could 
be  ;  but  it  appeared  to  him,  that  the  very 
object  of  the  Government,  as  unfolded  in 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department,  was  to  prevent 
the  useless  shedding  of  blood  ;  for  if 
vigorous  measures  were  not  in  the  first 
instance  adopted,  the  war  would  most 
probably  liecome  one  of  extermination. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  had  also 
said  to  them  **  Conciliate."  Now,  he 
would  ask  whether  they  had  not  already 


conciliated  as  far  as  in  them  lay,  and 
whether  measures  of  redress  had  not  been 
adopted  for  every  real  and  not  merely 
imaginary  grievance  ?  Had  not  the  Com-^ 
mittee  of  I82B  gone  into  a  detail  of  every 
alleged  grievance  with  the  most  honest 
intentions,  and  made  an  equally  honest 
report  ?  Wbaty  he  would  ask,  was  the 
state  of  affairs  in  Lower  Canada,  so  far  as 
the  British  settlers  were  concerned,  and 
what  would  be  the  result  of  their  desertion 
by  the  parent  country  ?  Why,  the  whole 
of  the  siiares  in  the  canal  companies,  as 
well  as  in  the  banking  and  railway  com* 
panics,  were  in  the  hands  of  British  set* 
tiers ;  and  there  was  only  one  instance 
within  his  knowledge,  in  which  Frenchmen 
had  associated  to  form  any  one  of  those 
companies  in  Lower  Canada.  And  here 
he  might  observe  how  very  different  was 
the  tone  and  temper,  as  well  as  the  Ian* 
^naire,  employed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kilkenny  last  night  from  that  which  he 
had  employed  when  last  he  addresiied  the 
House  upon  this  subject.  Upon  the  former 
occasion,  he  and  the  other  hon.  Members 
who  had  concurred  in  his  view  of  the 
question  had  almost  exhausted  the  voea« 
bulary  of  abuse.  But  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  hon.  Member  had,  on  the  previous 
evening,  adopted  a  totally  altered  tone. 
He  believed  that  the  secret  of  this  change 
would  be  found  in  the  fact  that  the  feeling 
of  the  country  had  been  very  distinctly 
ascertained  upon  this  subject,  and  ascer- 
tained to  be  at  variance  with  the  hon* 
Member's  sentiments.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds  (Sir  W.  Moles  worth)  had  put 
forth  a  manifesto  inviting  his  constituents 
to  make  a  display  of  their  feelings  in  re- 
ference to  Canadian  affairs.  This  mani- 
festo had  drawn  forth  an  able  and  tempe- 
rate  article  in  a  newspaper  (the  Leedi 
Mercury)  with  which  the  other  hon. 
Member  for  I^eds  was  connected.  A 
meeting  was  shortly  af^er  held  in  that  im* 
portant  manufacturing  town,  at  which  it 
was  worthy  of  remark,  that  not  one  of  the 
hon.  Baronet's  constituents  attended.  The 
meeting,  however,  was  considered  as  a 
response  to  the  appeal  of  the  hon.  Baronet, 
and  the  language  employed  by  most  of 
the  speakers  at  that  meeting  was  certainly 
of  the  most  absurd  and  extravagant  nature. 
*'  The  only  resistance,''  said  these  speak* 
ers,  *' which  should  be  employed  in  these 
days,  is  that  of  physical  force,  and  if  you 
can't  carry  fire-arms,  you  should  carry 
daggers."     It  was  quite'obvioas,  •*»**  *»"* 
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guagc  op  this  description  would  produce 
no  eiTecl  whatever  in  this  country.  In 
reference  to  the  conduct  of  the  militia 
officers  in  Lower  Canada,  it  was  impossible 
for  the  Government  to  have  acted  other- 
wise than  they  had  done.  Those  officers 
had  attended  the  meetings  which  had 
followed  their  dismissal  by  the  governor, 
and  where  they  had  been  elected,  in 
defiance  of  the  civil  authority,  by  the 
people.  It  was  after  the  dismissal  of 
those  officers,  and  after  those  meetings 
had  taken  place,  that  the  outrages  had 
broken  out.  When  the  civil  authorities 
attempted  to  seize  some  of  the  leaders  and 
instigators  of  the  insurrection,  they  met 
with  the  most  formidable  resistance ;  their 
prisoners  were  forcibly  rescued,  and  it 
was  only  when  the  civil  power  was  thus 
defied  that  the  military  was  called  out. 
It  was  said  that  the  Government  had  acted 
improperly  in  not  having  a  larger  force  in 
the  Canadas  at  the  time  the  insurrection 
broke  out ;  but  he  (bought  such  an  opinion 
was  not  well  founded,  and  he  conceived 
that  the  issue  had  proved  the  wisdom  of 
the  policy  which  had  been  pursued  by  the 
Government.  In  none  of  the  despatches, 
either  from  Lord  Gosford  or  from  Sir  John 
Colborue,  was  there  any  complaint  of  a 
deficiency  of  military  force,  and  Sir  John 
Colborne  distinctly  stated  that  he  had 
made  such  dispositions  of  the  force  under 
his  command,  as  to  leave  him  in  no  doubt 
as  to  the  result  of  the  contest.  It  was 
further  said,  that  the  Government  had 
resisted  the  just  wishes  of  the  Canadian 
people,  but  every  effort  had  been  made  to 
redress  the  grievances  of  which  they  com- 
plained, and  every  attempt  at  conciliation 
had  been  refused,  and  the  Assemblv  would 
listen  to  no  terms  for  the  adjustment  of 
the  disputes  which  had  arisen.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  gentlemen  who 
were  the  leaders  of  the  popular  party  in 
Lower  Canada  did  not  know  at  what  point 
to  stop  in  their  opposition  to  the  Govern- 
ment, and  their  conduct  proved,  in  his 
opinion,  that  the  redress  of  real  grievances 
was  not  the  object  they  had  in  view,  and 
that  their  aim  was,  in  fact,  the  total  se- 
paration of  the  colony  from  the  mother 
country.  Since  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  of  1828  there  had  been  a 
Bteady  disposition  on  the  part  of  every  Go* 
vernment  to  improve  the  condition  of  the 
people  of  Lower  Canada  ;  and  the  people 
of  that  colony  had  expressed  their  appro- 
bation of>  antl  confidence  in,  the  labours 


of  that  Committee,  and  their  confidence 
also  that  the  Government  would  fully  carry 
out  the  recommendations  contained  in  the 
report.     When  such   was  the    feeling  in 
Canada  at  that  time,  he  wished  to  know 
what  had  taken  place  since  that  period  to 
justify  the    measures    which     had    been 
adopted  by  the  popular  leaders.  He  firmly 
believed   that  redress   of  grievances  was 
not  the  object  those  persons  had  in  view, 
and  that  the  greater  the  disposition  to  con- 
ciliation on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
and   the   more   the  redress  of  grievances 
was   effected,  the   louder  would    be   the 
complaints  of  the  leaders  of  the  popular 
party  in  Canada.     But  he  did  not  believe 
that  the  people  of  Canada,  as    a    body, 
were  favourable  to  the  views  of  M.  Papi- 
neau,  notwithstanding  what  had  been  said 
Xo  the  contrary  at  a  recent  meetings.    The 
views  of  the  leader  of  the  Assembly  were 
not  confined  to  the  removal  of  grievances, 
but  evidently  were  directed  to  separation, 
and  to  the  total  independence  of  the  mo- 
ther country  ;  and  he  was  persuaded  that 
the  body  of  the  people  of  Canada  had  no 
wish  for  separation,  but  that  they  were,  on 
the   contrary,     warmly  attached   to    this 
country.    The  real    grievance    with     the 
leaders  of  the  popular  party  was,  in   his 
opinion,    the   great  increase    of  British 
emigrants,  and   the  growing  strength  of 
the  British  party.  That  was  the  true  cause 
of  complaint,  in  his  opinion,  and  it  was 
one  in  which  he  was  sure  the  body  of  the 
people   would  not  join.      It    had     been 
argued  that  the  time  for  separation    had 
arrived,  and  that  the  Government  ought 
to  take  steps  for  dissolving  the  connexion 
which  existed  between  the  countries.     If 
the  time  for  effecting  a  separation  had 
really  arrived,  then  he  fully  agreed  with 
the  Member  for  Bridport  that  the   object 
of^the  Government  ought  to  be  to  etfect 
that  separation  in  such  a  way  as  to  secure 
for  this  country  all' the  advantages  to  be 
derived  from    a   friendly  intercourse  with 
the  people  of  Canada.    But  if  they  would 
look  at  the  proportion  of  the  British  to 
the  French  population,  and  if  they  took 
into  consideration  the  fact  that  almost  the 
whole  of  the  British  settlers  were  in  favour 
of  British  connexion,  then  in  his  opinion 
they  must  conclude  that  the  time  for  tepa* 
ration  had  not  yet  arrived.     The  Canadas 
were  not  yet  able  to  maintain  themselves, 
and   if   they  were  separated    from    this 
country*  the  only  effect  of  such  a  step 
would  be  to  throw  them  into  the  hands  of 
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some  other  power,  and  thus  lose  all  the 
advantages  which  we  at  present  derived 
from  the  connexion  existing  between  the 
mother  country  and  the  colony.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bridport  had  expressed  a  hope 
tliat  all  our  colonies  in  North  America 
would  be  formed  into  one  federal  union ; 
and  he  sincerely  wished  that  Nova  Scotia, 
New  Brunswick,  and  Canada  would  be 
formed  into  one  union,  but  he  wished  also 
to  maintain  the  connexion  betwixt  those 
colonies  and  the  mother  country,  as  that 
connexion  was  productive  of  the  most  be- 
neficial results  both  to  the  colonists  and  to 
Britain. 

Mr.  Oillon  was  anxious  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  subject  which  had  been  in- 
troduced by  the  noble  Lord  last  evening. 
He  did  not  often  trouble  the  House,  nor 
would  he  detain  them  long  on  this  occasion. 
He  should  endeavour  to  follow  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brid- 
port and  speak  on  the  matter  without  the 
slightest  mixture  of  asperity  or  passion, 
and  should  not  be  led  even  by  the  injudi- 
cious observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Yorkshire  to  depart  from  that  line.  The 
reason  that  the  hon.  Member  had  assigned 
whv  the  Canadians  should  be  contented 
was  the  most  extraordinary  he  had  ever 
heard  put  forward  amongst  rational  beings. 
That  hon.  Member  said,  that  the  Cana- 
dians ought  to  be  contented  under  their 
grievances  because  the  state  of  things  at 
home  was  no  better.  That  was  a  ridi- 
culous assertion.  He  had  yet  to  learn 
that  bad  Government  at  home  justified  an 
equally  bad  system  abroad.  Neither  could 
he  join  in  the  hon.  Member's  eulogiura  on 
our  colonial  system.  That  hon.  Member 
stated,  that  the  Canadian  grievances  of 
1828  had  all  been  redressed ;  this  was 
news  to  him,  and  he  believed  to  most 
Members  of  that  House.  The  grievances 
had  been  acknowledged,  but  the  redress 
bad  not  been  granted.  The  Canadians 
had  gone  on  petitioning  the  House  in  the 
most  patient  manner,  and  if  their  de- 
mands had  increased  with  the  protracted 
denial  of  justice  it  was  only  the  legitimate 
consequence  of  the  conduct  of  Govern- 
ment and  of  that  House.  No  one  could 
regret  more  than  he  did  the  unfortunate 
events  which  had  just  taken  place.  He 
regretted  as  deeply  the  line  of  conduct 
which  had  been  adopted  by  some  indivi- 
duals. He  did  not  think  that  neglect,  or 
even  aggression,  justified  men  in  engaging 
in  civil  war.    No  one  deprecated  civil  war 


more  than  he  did ;  but  if  such  took  place 
— if  the  authority  of  Government  were 
insulted — if  the  integrity  of  the  empire 
were  put  in  jeopardy — it  was  owing  to  the 
resolutions  which  had  been  passed  last 
Session.  The  control  of  the  revenues 
was  guaranteed  to  the  House  of  As- 
sembly, and  again  confirmed  by  the  Act 
of, 1831.  By  this  they  were  empowered 
to  stop  the  supplies  when  the  grievances 
of  which  they  complnined  remained  un- 
redressed. If  the  English  House  of  Com- 
mons exercised  the  same  privilege,  would 
any  Minister  come  forward  to  propose  the 
suspension  of  the  Constitution  ?  No ;  no 
such  desperate  remedy  would  be  resorted 
to ;  and  why  ?  Because  England  was 
known  to  be  strong,  and  Canada  was  sup- 
posed to  be  weak.  The  resolution  of  the 
last  Session  was  a  breach  of  the  contract 
entered  into  between  this  country 
and  Canada,  and  though  they  might 
not  warrant,  they  palliated  the  insur- 
rection. Much  had  been  said  of  the 
excitement  which  had  been  created  by  fac- 
tious demagogues,  but  when  the  majority 
of  the  people  complained  for  a  long  series 
of  3'ears  of  grievances  unredressed  it  was 
vain  to  attribute  what  had  taken  place 
to  factious  demagogues.  As  well  might 
the  same  be  said  of  Ireland  ;  and  yet  if 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
were  to  close  his  days  to-morrow  would 
it  be  believed,  that  the  power  which  he 
had  used  with  such  beneficial  results 
would  die  with  him?  No — fresh  O'Con- 
nells  would  arise,  and,  until  the  grievances 
of  the  country  were  redressed,  would  ex- 
ercise a  similar  power.  It  had  been  said 
the  greater  portion  of  the  Canadians  were 
loyal ;  if  so,  where  was  the  necessity  of 
going  so  far  as  to  abrogate  the  constitu- 
tion ?  He  was  glad,  however,  to  hear, 
that  the  Earl  of  Durham  was  about  to  be 
sent  out  to  Canada.  He  had  no  words 
adequate  to  express  his  admiration  of  that 
Nobleman,  and  he  was  sure  it  was  as  fully 
shared  by  the  country.  His  name  was  a 
rallying  point  for  freedom,  and  no  wiser 
selection  could  have  been  made  to  adjust 
the  jarring  councils  of  the  colony ;  but 
then  it  was  to  be  feared,  that,  whilst  he 
went  out  with  words  of  peace  and  coq« 
ciliation,  yet  in  reality  he  carried  with  him 
measures  to  suspend  the  constitution,  and 
set  aside  the  House  of  Assembly.  He 
would  not  be  able  to  carry  his  benignant 
intention  into  effect ;  and,  instead  of  the 
respect  which  his  conduct  would  be  cal* 


1 1^         Affaiu  of  Canada,  {  COMMONS  }  Ajgrairs  of  Canada. 


116 


colftted  to  conciliate,  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  looked  upon  with  jealousy  and 
Btispicion.  It  was  bis  intention  on  coming 
down  to  the  House  to  oppose  any  pro- 
position for  suspending  the  constitution  of 
Canada,  but,  from  the  power  of  amnesty 
which  was  proposed  to  be  given,  and  the 
conciliatory  tone  of  the  noble  Lord's  Ad- 
dress, he  felt  inclined  to  follow  the  advice 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport,  and 
would  not  press  his  opposition  to  a  divi- 
sion, reserving  to  himself,  however,  a 
power  of  resisting  the  Bill  in  any  of  its 
details. 

Mr.  Borthwicky  in  voting  with  Ministers 
on  this  occasion,  begged  not  to  be  under- 
stood as  sanctioning,  much  less  praising, 
their  colonial  policy  as  respected  Canada ; 
On  the  contrary,  he  protested  against  that 
policy.  He  would  not  say,  that  Ministers 
conducted  the  affairs  of  Canada  in  such  a 
way  as  to  sanction  rebellion,  but  he 
would  at  the  same  time  insist,  that  they 
hud  not  taken  the  necessary  means  to  pre- 
vent it.  They  were  inexcusable  in  not 
having  a  sufficient  military  force  in  the 
colony  to  put  down  the  insurrection  at  its 
first  outbreak.  They  were  the  more  inex- 
cusable on  this  point  inasmuch  as  they 
had  been  forewarned  by  an  hon.  Gentle- 
man not  now  in  the  House,  that  no  sooner 
would  the  8th  Resolution  be  promulgated 
in  Canada  than  a  rebellion  would  instantly 
break  out.  This  statement  was  made  dis- 
tinctly, unequivocally,  and  in  a  manner 
which  could  not  be  mistaken.  Ministers 
heard  it  stated  in  that  House,  and  stated 
in  a  manner  likely  to  render  the  prophecy 
fulfilled,  that  insurrection  would  take 
place  as  soon  as  the  winter  froze  up  the 
passages  of  the  St.  Lawrence,  so  as  to 
prevent  the  landing  of  the  troops.  This 
question  could  not  be  viewed  as  an  iso- 
lated case.  It  was  connected  with  other 
matters,  which  the  House  would  do  well 
to  take  into  its  consideration.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bridport  recommended  recon- 
ciliation and  charity  towards  Canada. 
Was  that  a  time  for  conciliation — was  that 
a  time  for  the  interposition  of  charity 
between  the  Crown  and  the  subject,  when 
the  subjects  were  arrayed  in  open  rebel- 
lion? It  had  been  argued,  that  there  was 
no  sympathy  with  the  Canadian  rebels  in 
this  country.  Did  the  late  meeting  at 
the  Crown  and  Anchor  warrant  this  as- 
sumption ?  What  was  the  language  hold 
there — what  were  the  appeals  there  made 
to  the  sympathies  of  the  British  public  ? 


He  held  in  bis  hand  part  of  the  report  of 
those  proceedings,  over  which  a  Member 
of  this  House,  a  subject  of  the  empire,  the 
hop.  Member  for  Kilkenny  presided. 
What  was  the  language  used  at  that 
meeting?  One  speaker  concluded  with  a 
motto,  which  he  said  he  would  have  in- 
scribed on  every  Canadian  banner — 

"  In  freedom  let  Canadians  live. 

And  brave  the  death  which  tyrants  give." 

Was    that   conciliation?     Was   there  no 
sympathy    in   that  ?      Another   hon.  and 
gallant  gentleman,  not  now  a  Member  of 
the  House,  declared    himself  rejoiced  io 
hear  that  there  was  a  disastrous  civil  war 
raging   in   Canada.      Why,    in    that  very 
speech  the   hon.  and    gallant   gentleman 
had  himself  been  guilty  of  treason.     The 
hon.   and   gallant  gentleman     went  still 
further.    "  He  would  refer  thrra,"  he  said, 
to  the  history  of  this  country.     Did  they 
ask  what  page  in  that  history  ?  They  would 
hear   of  it   somewhere    about   Whitehall. 
There  was  a  glorious  scene  of  substantial 
justice   once  enacted  in   that  neighbour- 
hood, which  had  been  said  to  give  a  crick 
in  the  neck  of  every  Monarch    at  least 
once  a-year."     Was  this  no  appeal  to  the 
passions?     Was  this  no  treason?     Hit 
did  not  bear  that  construction  what  would 
the  law   officers  of  the  Crawn  say  to  the 
sentence  which  followed  ?     "  That  \s  the 
precedent  to  which  I  would  refer  you.     Is 
it  policy  or  is  it  wisdom,  to  force  us  again 
to  appeal  to  it?"     Was  it  possible  that  a 
precedent  for  taking  away  the  life  of  her 
Majesty  would  be  thus  freely  SFK)ken  of  in 
the  heart  of  the  metropolis  by  a  citizen  of 
London,  and  yet  that  the  person  who  ut- 
tered it  should  still  remain  uncalled   to  an 
account  by  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown 
in  that  House  ?     Did  we  live  in  so  inse- 
cure a  state  of  society?     Was  the  seat  of 
empire  held  by  so  slight  a  tenure  that 
treason   so    palpable    could   dare    to   be 
uttered  in  the  presence  of  a  British  asem- 
bly,  over   which    the    hon.    Member   for 
Kilkenny  presided  ?     Was  the  rebellion  in 
Canada,  he  would  ask,  unconnected  with 
the  state  of  things  in  this  country  ?     Was 
there  nothing  significant  in  the  manner  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport,  who,  in 
the  same  style  and    tone  in   which    he 
would  speak  on  the  subject  of  weights  and 
measures,  spoke  of  the  rebel  Canadians  as 
ardent  reformers?     Was  the  ardour  for 
reform  which  thus  evinced  itself  in  Canada 
of  a  nature  similar  to  that  which  existed 
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here?  Was  there  nothing  significant  in 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
who  last  addressed  the  Hoase,  and  who,  it 
would  be  admitted,  spoke  in  a  tone  of 
more  moderation  than  those  others  who 
sided  with  him  upon  the  question  — 
was  there  nothing  significant  in  his 
saying,  that,  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin  were  dead,  a  hundred  O'Connells 
would  start  up  to  fill  his  place?  Where- 
fore was  it  that  Ireland  was  thus  linked 
with  Canada  ?  Was  0*Connell  to  be  con- 
sidered another  Papineau  ?  If  not — if  he 
who  was  so  closely  connected  with  those 
who  held  high  places  in  Downing-street 
was  not  to  be  considered  in  this  light — 
why  mix  up  the  state  of  Ireland  with  that 
of  Canada^  and  thus  insinuate  the  refer- 
ence to  Papineau  and  his  rebel  associates? 
The  charge  which  he  made  against  Minis- 
ters was,  that  they  had  not  acted  with 
firmness  in  maintaining  the  integrity  of  the 
empire  against  the  worse  than  Boeotianly- 
stupid  philosophy  of  modern  days.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bridport  had  argued 
that  a  colony  must  in  time  separate  from 
the  mother  country  as  a  man  must  die ; 
and —mark  the  philosophical  ei*go — when 
they  take  up  arms,  the  mother  country 
must  accede  to  their  demands.  Then, 
forsooth,  the  mother  country,  which  gave 
the  colony  birth,  and  afforded  her  unex- 
pensive  and  untaxed  protection,  must  lose 
all  hold  I  It  had  been  argued  that  Canada 
endured  practical  grievances  which  pressed 
heavily  upon  the  colony.  From  the  first 
time  he  entered  into  the  House  until  the 
present  moment^  he  had  heard  much  de- 
clamation on  this  point,  but  he  never  heard 
the  assertion  substantiated  in  any  one  in- 
stance. What  were  the  grievances  now 
complained  of,  in  unison  with  the  rebellion 
of  Canada  ?  Did  they  affect  the  safety  of 
person  or  property?  Were  the  changes 
looked  for  such  as  were  likely  to  promote 
any  practical  good  ?  No,  it  was  a  mere 
speculative  matter.  The  Canadians  said, 
''  We  do  not  like  the  .fashion  of  your  con- 
stitution, so  we  will  have  a  constitution  of 
our  own.''  The  question  was  not  a  prac- 
tical one,  it  was  a  mere  abstraction,  which 
the  Canadian  rebels  felt  themselves  war- 
ranted in  supporting  by  an  appeal  to  arms; 
Ministers,  however,  might  thank  them- 
selves for  this  state  of  things.  Not,  how- 
ever, because  of  the  resolutions  which  were 
passed  last  year — not  because  of  any  firm- 
ness which  they  had  exhibited  on  the  oc- 
casioQ^but  because  of  the  encouragement 


which,  in  this  country,  they  aflforded  to 
those  whose  intentions  were  treasonable. 
It  had  been  asked  whether  Canada  was 
worth  what  she  cost  us,  and  why  we  did 
not  separate  in  a  cordial  manner.  There 
were  two  reasons.  First,  this  was  not  the 
time  for  separation,  nor  could  any  demands 
be  granted  until  those  who  made  them 
petitioned  in  the  attitude  of  subjects. 
Next,  the  question  was  not  now  one  of 
advantage — it  was  not  whether  the  benefits 
to  be  derived  from  the  navigation  of  the 
St,  Lawrence  would  repay  the  expense-* 
but  whether  Great  Britain  was  or  was  not 
to  be  bearded  with  impunity  by  a  colony 
— or  whether  any  section  of  her  subjects, 
whether  in  the  colonies  or  at  home,  should 
present  their  petitions  at  the  cannon's 
mouth.  If  the  question  was  one  of  national 
policy,  let  the  doctrine  of  separation  be 
mooted  at  the  proper  time.  For  his  own 
part,  he  was  one  of  those  old-fashioned 
politicians  who  thought  "  Ships,  Colonies, 
and  Commerce"  was  the  true  motto  of 
English  policy,  and  he  would  add  to  in- 
stead of  diminishing  our  colonies  if^it  were 
in  his  power.  This,  however,  was  not  the 
question,  but  whether  any  citizens  could 
make  the  demand  for*  separation  at  the 
cannon's  mouth.  He  would  vote  with 
the  noble  Lord,  in  the  hope  that  the  mea- 
sure which  he  would  introduce  might  re- 
duce the  rebels  to  subjection  ;  but,  he 
would  accompany  that  vote  with  a  distinct 
opinion  that  it  was  not  owing  to  the 
energy  of  factious  demagogues  or  to  the 
spirit  of  discontent  in  Canada,  that  the 
present  state  of  things  was  owing,  but  to 
the  utter  imbecility  and  the  vaciilatins: 
weakness  with  which  the  reins  of  our 
colonial  policy  had  been  held  for  the  last 
four  years.  If  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  had  been  still  in 
power,  and  if  Lord  Amherst  had  been  sent 
out  to  Canada,  there  was  not  a  man  in 
the  House  would  have  the  hardihood  to 
say  that  the  present  crisis  would  have 
arisen.  Government  ought  to  bring  to.trial 
and  to  punishment  those  who  fomented 
the  rebellion.  He  would  not  go  into  the 
merits  of  the  measure  about  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  House,  as  more  ample  op- 
portunity would  be  afforded  hereafter.  He 
would,  however,  warn  the  Ministry — he 
would  warn  the  House— he  would  warn 
the  country,  that  rebellion  was  not  con- 
fined to  Canada.  It  had  developed  itself 
also  in  London,  though  not  with  the  same 
helmet-head  as  it  exhibited  in  the  colony.' 
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Either  the  lire  of  the  Qaeen  was  threatened 
at  the  late  meeting  of  the  Crown  and 
Anchor,  or  there  were  infamous  misre- 
presenlations  made  in  the  newspapers.  If 
the  gallant  Gentleman  uttered  what  was 
reported  for  him,  and  that  the  Law  Officers 
did  not  take  the  matter  up,  they  were  aid- 
ing and  abetting  high  treason.  He  cared 
not  for  the  consequences  of  his  assertion. 
In  the  presence  of  God — in  the  presence 
of  that  House,  such  was  his  conscientious 
conviction  ;  and  if  the  gallant  Gentleman 
had  not  used  the  words,  the  proprietors  of 
the  newspapers  ought  to  be  brought  to 
trial  for  high  treason. 

Mr.  Dillon  Browne  would  not  follow 
the  histrionic  speech  of  the  hon.  Member, 
nor  would  he  argue  the  judiciousness  of 
sending  either  the  hon.  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny or  Colonel  Thompson  to  the  Tower; 
nor  wonld  he  institute  a  comparison  be- 
tween the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  and 
Mr.  Papinenu—he  thought,  indeed,  that 
there  was  an  essential  difference  between 
them,  one  advocating  a  physical  and  the 
other  a  moral  agitation — but  he  would  try 
to  adhere  to  the  subject  matter  of  debate. 
He  rose  with  reluctance  to  address  the 
House,  and  should  not  have  done  so,  only 
fearing,  as  the  Irish  Members  had  taken 
little  part  in  the  debates  regarding  Canada, 
that  it  might  be  supposed  they  were 
apathetic  respecting  the  interests  of  that 
colony,  and  did  not  sympathise  in  the 
sufferings  of  its  people.  The  simple  cir- 
cumstance of  his  being  an  Irishman  was  a 
sufficient  excuse  for  addressing  them,  for, 
on  account  of  a  sad  association  in  misfor- 
tune, Ireland  and  Canada  had  been  placed 
in  a  companionship.  Similar,  if  not  iden- 
tical, grievances  harassed  and  humbled 
them  together.  They  knelt  together  before 
the  same  bar  of  British  justice  ;  they  had 
been  dismissed  together  with  contumely 
and  insult;  and  now,  when  they  appeared 
again  to  seek  their  just  rights,  though 
not  in  the  same  companionship  of 
humility,  though  not  in  the  same  atti- 
tude of  prayer — Ireland  in  that  of  sup- 
plication, Canada  in  armour — it  must  be 
excusable  in  even  the  humblest  repre- 
sentative of  the  Irish  people  to  express 
his  sentiments  in  a  debate  which  so 
deeply  involved  the  fortunes  of  those  who 
were  fellow-sufferers  with  his  countrymen, 
and  to  take  an  interest  in  the  struggle,  in 
ivhich  their  rulers  might  be  taught  a  lesson 
which  wisdom  learned'  from  experience 
might  induce  them  to  apply  to  his  country. 


He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin 
would  denounce  the  resolutions  as  con- 
trary to  the  great  principle  of  ciril  and 
religious  liberty  which  he  had  ever  advo- 
cated, and  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Tip- 
perary  would  prove,  upon  this  occasion, 
that  his  estimate  of  justice  was  not  mea- 
sured by  local  prejudices  and  party  anti- 
pathies, and  that  he  did  not  wish  that  it 
should  be  limited  to   the  boundaries    of 
Ireland  alone.    The  case  of  the  two  coun- 
tries was  nearly  identical :  in  bodi   there 
was  a  <'  monopolising  miserable  minority,** 
and   in   both   a   powerful   party   in   that 
House  ready  to  pander  to  their  wbhes. 
Canada  was  in    the  worst    position,    for 
while  Ireland  had  only  to  contend  with 
hon.  Gentlemen    opposite,   Canada   had 
opposed  to  it  the  powerful  force  produced 
by  the  unnatural  alliance  of  those  Tories 
who  were  the  avowed  enemies,  and  those 
Whigs  who  were  the  avowed  champions  of 
reform.      He  always  regarded  an  union 
between  Whigs  and  Tories  with    much 
distrust,  for  then  he  apprehended  some 
powerful  resistance  to  the  wishes  of  the 
people,  if  not'some  violent  encroachment 
on  public  liberty.     The  Whigs  were  will- 
ing to  allow  the  people  to  remain  as  they 
were,  but  it  was  always  provided  that  it 
did  not  prejudice  the  aristocracy.     They 
would  even  permit  them  to   advance  a 
little,  provided  always  they  gave  the  aris- 
tocracy an  opportunity  to  overtake  them. 
But  the  moment  the  people  endeavoured 
to  maintain  a  position  from  which  they 
could  not  be  dislodged,  the  moment  they 
wished  to  raise  between  themselves  and 
the  aristocracy  a  barrier  which  the  latter 
could   not    overleap,    that    moment    the 
Whigs  became    Tories,  and   the   people 
were  the  common  enemy.     He  considered 
the  conduct  of  her  Majesty's  Government 
with  respect  to  Canada  was  unwise,  un- 
constitutional, and  timid  withal.     It  was 
unwise,  because  contrary  to  the  opinions 
of  all  great  statesmen  :  it  endeavoured  to 
govern  a  colony  on  the  principle  of  coer- 
cion.    It  was  obviously  unconstitutional, 
because  the  resolutions  of  the  noble  Lord 
invaded  the  constitution  of  1791  ;  and  it 
was  timid,  because,  while  it  had  popularity 
for  its  immediate  object  and  oppression 
for  its  end,  it  had  not  the  firmness  of  pur- 
pose to  pursue  the  one  or  enforce   the 
other.     What  the  people  of  England  must 
consider  in  this  war,  for  war  it  would  be 
if  the  sense  of  wrong  continued,  however 
the  present  efforts  might  be  crusbed|  was 
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this:  first,  if  it  were  a  just  war  ;  next,  it 
being  just,  if  it  were  likely  to  be  attended 
with  success;  and  lastly,  if  successful,  if 
it  were  likely  to  confer  on  England  a 
benefit  commensurate  with  the  blood  and 
treasure  it  would  cost?  To  ascertain  if  it 
were  a  just  war,  they  must  define  what 
principles  should  direct  the  mother  coun- 
try in  her  guardianship  of  the  colonies,  for 
that  was  the  proper  terra  to  express  the 
relationship  between  them.  For  his  part, 
he  thought  they  should  extend  to  the 
colony  that  liberal  policy  which  would 
enable  it  as  soon  as  possible  to  maintain 
its  independence,  and  we  should  govern 
it  with  that  grace  which  would  induce  it, 
when  free,  to  seek  a  friendly  intercourse 
with  the  parent  state.  When  they  did 
separate— for  separate  they  must  in  the 
course  of  time,  to  repeat  the  opinion  of 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire — let  it  not  be  by  a  sudden 
convulsion,  dangerous  and  degrading  to 
either  the  one  or  the  other,  but  let  it  be 
by  mutual  arrangement,  which  would  pro- 
mote the  interest  and  honour  of  both. 
From  that  principle  they  had  obviously 
deviated ;  but  lest  the  opinion  that  they 
should  nurse  a  colony  merely  for  inde- 
pendence  should  be  too  extreme,  let  them 
take  the  opinions  of  eminent  statesmen, 
and  reflect  how  they  would  have  acted 
towards  Canada.  Sir  James  Mackintosh 
had  stated  "  that  a  colony  should  have 
permission  to  conduct  the  whole  of  its 
internal  affairs,  compelling  them  to  pay 
all  the  reasonable  expenses  of  their  go- 
vernment, and  giving  them  at  the  same 
time  a  perfect  control  over  the  expenditure 
of  the  money;*'  and  he  further  said,  that 
''  in  the  government  of  the  colonies  nothing 
is  lost  in  yielding  to  the  wishes  of  the 
people  when  expressed  by  their  represent- 
atives.*' Mr.  Fox  said,  "  With  regard  to 
foreign  colonies,  he  was  of  opinion,  that 
the  power  of  the  Crown  ought  to  be  kept 
low;  it  was  impossible  to  foresee  what 
would  be  the  state  of  a  distant  colony  at 
a  distant  time.  But  in  giving  them  a 
constitution,  it  was  our  duty  as  well  as 
our  interest  to  give  them  as  much  liberty 
as  we  could — to  render  them  happy, 
flourishing,  and  as  little  dependent  as 
possible;  indeed,  he  thought  the  more 
despotic  the  constitution  we  gave  a  colony, 
the  more  we  made  it  the  interest  of  that 
colony  to  get  rid  of  our  constitution ;  and 
it  was  evident  the  American  states  had 
revolted,  because  they  did  not  consider 


themselves  sufiBciently  free."  And  in 
another  place  he  said,  applying  himself 
immediately  to  Canada,  that  "  he  con- 
ceived the  only  means  of  retaining  a  dis* 
tant  colony  with  advantage  was  to  enable 
it  to  govern  itself."  Now,  he  would  ask, 
did  not  the  resolutions  of  the  noble  Lord 
invade  those  principles  of  colonial  legislar 
tion?  Far  from  extending  to  Canada  a 
more  liberal  policy  than  was  extended  to 
the  British  people,  did  not  her  Majesty's 
Government,  in  thrusting  their  hands  into 
the  Canadian  chest,  do  what  thev  dared 
not  do  in  England?  Bring  the  matter 
home ;  suppose  the  executive  could  last 
year  have  paid  itself,  what  would  have 
been  the  consequence  ?  They  would  have 
had  a  Tory  Administration  ;  the  King  was, 
avowedly  a  Tory,  and  he  would  have 
called  the  Tories  to  his  councils;  but  they 
were  not  sufficiently  disinterested  to  obey 
the  call,  as  the  people  would  not  pay  them. 
Had  the  present  Government,  in  refusing 
to  grant  to  the  people  an  elective  Legisla- 
tive Council,  acted  in  accordance  with  the 
opinions  of  Sir  J.  Mackintosh  and  those 
other  statesmen  who  told  them  to  receive 
their  principles  of  government  from  the 
recommendation  of  the  people?  They 
deviated  from  those  opinions,  and  proved 
that  no  good  arose  from  doing  so.  Their 
only  argument  was  an  obstinate  adhesion 
to  the  constitution,  not  because  it  was  a 
good,  but  because  it  was  the  old  constitu- 
tion. The  noble  Lord  opposite  had  said, 
"  How  ill  the  Legislative  Council  had  dis- 
charged their  office  they  might  judge  from 
the  papers  before  them :  the  Members 
of  the  Council,  on  every  occasion,  had 
enrolled  themselves  on  the  side  of 
Government  against  the  wishes  of  the 
people  —  they  stood  as  an  impotent 
screen  between  the  Government  and  the 
people — they  neither  repelled  the  people 
on  the  one  hand,  nor  the  Government  on 
the  other.  But  while  they  enabled  the 
one  to  keep  up  a  war  against  the  other, 
they  were  the  means  of  a  continued  sys- 
tem of  jarring  and  contention.  Thig 
council  was  the  worst  of  all  the  evils 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  administra- 
tion here  for  the  last  fifteen  years."  That 
was  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
now  so  warmly  advocated  the  contiottance 
of  that  council,  and  the  usurpations  of  the 
executive.  The  only  benefit  that  could 
be  derived  from  oppression,  was  the  moral 
instruction  which  it  brought  to  posterity ; 
for,  as  success  must  eventually  attend  the 
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right,  such  acts  of  oppression,  as  procuring 
the  triumph  of  liberty,  while  they  held  out  a 
bright  example  to  the  people,  taught  at  the 
same  time  a  striking  lesson  to  improvident 
monarchs  and  a  reckless  aristocracy  ;  and 
when  they  viewed  them  through  the  vista 
of  the  past,  and  with  the  eye  of  memory, 
they  stood  as  islands  rising  above  the  pro- 
per level  of  justice  on  which  history  had 
erected  beacon  lights  to  guide  the  giddy 
vessel  of  the  state.  He  did  not  wish  de- 
feat to  attend  the  arms  of  his  Sovereign. 
He  wished  victory  to  crown  them  when 
directed  against  the  natural  enemies  of 
the  state  and  the  sovereignty  of  Eng- 
land. 

Mr.  Brother  ton  said,  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  make  more  than  a  few  observa- 
tions. He  should  not  have  trespassed  at 
all  on  the  attention  of  the  House,  if  it  had 
not  been  for  some  observations  which  fell 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Evesham  in  his 
speech — a  speech  which,  like  other  similar 
speeches,  was  calculated  to  do  much  mis- 
chief. It  was  a  great  and  fearful  respon- 
sibility in  any  Government  to  plunge  itself 
into  a  civil  war.  It  was  much  easier  to 
get  into  a  civil  war  than  to  get  out  of  it. 
He  was  not  disposed  to  give  any  sanction 
to  the  using  of  physical  force  towards 
Canada.  He  would  ask,  however,  whe- 
ther the  Canadians  had  not  grievances 
to  complain  of?  It  was  easy  to  talk  of 
putting  down  an  insurrection.  He  wished, 
rather,  that  justice  should  be  done,  and 
when  that  was  done,  he  could  not  bring 
himself  to  believe  that  a  whole  nation 
would  commit  suicide.  If  the  insurrec- 
tion were  only  partial,  it  would  be  easily 
put  down — it  would,  in  fact,  sink  of  itself. 
They  should  consider  that  the  insurrec- 
tion, if  partial,  was  already  at  an  end; 
but  if  general,  it  would  be  very  difficult  to 
put  a  stop  to  it  by  physical  force.  He 
felt  considerable  embarrassment  in  voting 
for  the  suspension  of  the  constitution 
which  had  been  granted  to  the  people  of 
Lower  Canada.  He  could  not  but  re- 
member his  own  feelings  when  the  Irish 
Coercion  Bill  was  passed.  Being  brought 
up  with  a  reverence  for  the  laws  and  con- 
stitution, he  could  noi  bring  himself  to 
destroy  that  constitution  so  granted  for 
the  benefit  of  a  whole  people,  and  not  of 
a  party.  He  thought  it  would,  in  the 
present  instance,  be  more  advisable  for 
Government  to  pursue  a  conciliatory 
course.  He  approved  of  the  selection  of 
Lord  Durham  ;  that  nobleman  was  one  in 


whose  judgment  and  discretion  great  con- 
fidence might  be  placed.  He  thought, 
however,  that  Lord  Durham  would  go  out 
under  great  disadvantages,  if  he  were  sent 
out  accompanied  by  a  coercion  bill,  and 
under  the  necessity  of  putting  it  in  force. 
Public  opinion  would  ever  be  found  more 
efficacious  than  force,  and  measures  of 
conciliation  and  forbearance  would  more 
effectually  tranquillise  the  people  of  Ca- 
nada, and  would  take  a  greater  hold  of 
their  gratitude  and  affections,  than  the 
having  recourse  to  violent  and  harsh  pro- 
ceedings. 

Mr.  Lucas   would  not  have  obtruded 
himself  upon  the  attention  of  the  House, 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  direct  appeal 
made  to  the  Irish  Members  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo.     Knowing,  that  most 
of  the  Gentlemen  from  Ireland,  on   both 
sides  of  the  House,  were  absent  in  attend- 
ance upon  duties  which  they  considered 
of  greater  moment,  and  such  as  would 
more  fitly  occupy  their  attention,  he  (Mr. 
Lucas)   was  unwilling  to  put  himself  for* 
ward ;  but  as  he  happened  to  be  present, 
he  would  answer  the  appeal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for   Mayo  on    the    only   point 
which  could  be  justly  brought  into  consi- 
deration at  the  present  moment,  as  indi- 
cating a  community  of  interest  or  feeling 
between   the   people  of  Ireland  and   the 
people  of  Canada.     For  a  long  period — a 
period  of  nearly  fifty  years — a  consider- 
able emigration  had  been  going  on  from 
Ireland  to  Canada,  fostered   and  encour- 
aged by  the  loyal  and  well-meaning  resi- 
dents in  the  latter  country;   sanctioned 
also  and  protected   by  the  Legislature. 
Continuing  for  fifty  years,  and  each  year 
progressively  increasing,   that  process  of 
emigration  had  the  effect  of  locating  in 
Canada  a  large  amount  both  of  the  popu- 
lation and  capital  of  Ireland.    Those  who 
were  disposed  to  emigrate,  must  necessa- 
rily have  some  capital,  and  all  the  Irish 
settlers  in  Canada,  when  they  quitted  their 
native  country,  either  on  account  of  poli- 
tical disasters  or   pecuniary  deficiencies, 
still  carried  with  them  their  capital,  some 
more  and  some   less.     That  capital  was 
embarked  in  successful  mercantile  or  agri- 
culiurtrf  speculations,  and  rested  for  its 
protection  entirely  on   the   faith  of  the 
British  Government.     They  were  peace* 
able,  industrious,  and  loyal,  attached  to 
the  British  Government,  and  inclined  to 
support  it  if  the  Government  would  sup* 
port  them.    For  the  sake  of  his  country 
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and  the  Government,  be  (Mr.  Lucas) 
raised  hts  voice  against  any  proposal  for 
the  relinqaishment  of  those  colonies  in 
which  his  unfortunate  countrymen  were 
placed  without  protection.  He  protested 
against  the  attempts  made  on  the  part  of 
the  French  population  to  encroach  upon 
the  rights  of  those  well-disposed  and  in- 
dustrious settlers. 

Mr.  Clay   could   not  bring  himself  to 
give  a  silent  vote  upon  this  occasion.     He 
could  not  forbear  from  expressing  the  very 
great  pleasure  which   he   felt  at  hearing 
the  calm,  temperate,  and  rational  speech 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Brid- 
port)  in  recommending  the  proper  course 
of  policy  to  be  pursued  by  this  country 
towards  Canada.     At  the  same  time,  he 
could  not  help  observing,   that  although 
his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Bridport, 
did    not  attempt  to  defend  the  conduct 
and  measures  of  the  insurgents  in  Lower 
Canada,  still  there  was,  he  thought,  a  dis- 
position to  palliate  the  insurrection.     It 
appeared  to  him  to  admit  of  little  doubt, 
that  the  present  insurrection  in  Canada 
was  wholly  without  justiHcaiion,  without 
palliation,    without     excuse.      All    their 
grievances   were    likely   to    be    redressed 
— all  were  in  a  fair,  and  reasonable,  and 
probable  course  of  adjustment,  and  they 
never   wanted    for    the   services   of    able 
and  earnest  advocates.    He  was  of  opinion 
that  by  a  proper  use  of  the  privileges  con- 
ferred upon  them  by  their  constitution,  by 
a  legitimate  exercise  of  the  power  which  a 
representative  constitution  had  placed  in 
their  hands,  by  constitutional  means,  they 
might  and  would  have  succeeded  in  obtain- 
ing   a   redress    of   those    grievances    of 
.  which  they  complained,     They    had    no 
right,    however,    to    stop    the     supplies 
and   throw    ihe    machinery    of  Govern- 
ment into  disorder.     They  had  no  right  to 
avail  themselves  of  that  power  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enforcing  organic  changes  in  the 
constitution  of  1791.     They  should  look 
at  the  nature  of  the  compact  between  the 
colonies  and  the  parent  state.     Upon  that 
point  he  would  observe,  that  there  was  no 
analogy  whatever  between  the  claim  set  op 
by    the   House    of  Assembly    of   Lower 
Canada  to  stop  the   supplies  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  a  constitutional  object, 
and  the  legitimate  and  wise  powers  in  that 
respect   wielded   by  the   Imperial  Parlia- 
ment.    There  was  no  secoud  party  to  the 
compact  in  this  country.     There  was  no 
intermediate  place  of  resort.     There  was  a  | 


second  party  to  the  compact  between  the 
colonies  and  the  parent  state.     He  held 
that  they  had  no  right  to  avail  themselves 
of  that  control  over  the  revenue  and  power 
of  allocation  placed  in  their  hands  by  the 
constitution  for  the  purpose  of  endeavour- 
ing to  force  on  an  organic  change.     That 
power  they  appeared  to  him  to  have  wholly 
and  grossly  abused  in  attempting  to  wrest 
from   the    governor    and   authorities   of 
Canada  demands  and  concessions  which  it 
was  not  in  their  power,  even  if  they  had 
been  so  inclined  to  grant.     He  was  bound 
to  say  that  it  appeared  to  him,  that  in  the 
conduct  and  outbreak  of  that  insurrection 
there  was   neither  wisdom  of  council  nor 
boldness  of  selection  ;  that  the  leaders  did 
not  appear  to  him  to  exhibit  many  of  those 
qualifications  which  would  induce  one  to 
suppose  that  they  would   make  safe  and 
prudent    leaders    of  a   great  and  inde- 
pendent nation.     Though   Lord  Gosford^ 
might  have  made  a  mistake  in  his  adminis- 
tration of  the  affairs  of  the  colony,  yet  it 
should  be  remembered  it  was  a  mistake  on 
the  right  side.     He  might  have  been  slow 
in  his  deliberations,  but  if  he  had  erred, 
it  was  a  noble  error,  and  one  which,  in  his 
opinion,  was  likely  to   find  pardon  and 
palliation  from  the  representatives  of  the 
people.     Of  the  taking  possession  of  the 
funds  raised  by  the  taxation  of  the  people 
he  could  not  approve.     He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  taking  possession  of  the  funds 
in  accordance  with  the  resolutions,  afforded 
any  justiHcation  of  the  insurrection.     With 
regard  to  the  plan  now  proposed,  he  had 
great  pleasure  in  stating  that  it  met  with 
his  entire  and  perfect    concurrence.     It 
appeared  to  be  the  only  one  which  could 
be  taken  with  any  prospect  of  success.     In 
this  country,  at  a  distance,  and  with  bat 
a  necessarily  imperfect  knowledge  of  the 
circumstances,  it  would  be   impossible  to 
legislate  with  any  prospect  of  success,  or 
with  the  likelihood  of  a  final  and  satisfac- 
tory   adjustment.      Besides,    the   feeling 
among   the  Canadians   would  not   be  in 
favour  of  any  plan  originating  directly  in 
til  is  country.     The  present  plan  for  re« 
dressing  the  grievances  of  the  Canadian 
population  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  wise, 
generous,  and   well-contrived  plan.     He 
did  not  entertain  the  same  exalted  opinion 
of  the   value   of  colonies   with   the  hon. 
Member  for  Evesham.     The  hon.  Member 
concludcci  by  repeating  his  approval  of  the 
Ministerial  plan. 

Mr.  James  expressed  his  great  satjtfac. 
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tion  at  the  appoiDtment  of  the  Earl  of 
Durham  to  the  mission  on  which  he  was 
shortly  to  proceed.  He  felt  persuaded 
that  if  any  man  could  settle  the  unfortu- 
nate differences  that  now  existed  between 
the  provinces  of  Canada  and  the  mother 
country,  that  noble  Lord,  from  his  sound 
judgment  and  great  talents,  would  succeed 
in  that  most  desirable  object.  He  fully 
concurred  in  the  Ministerial  proposition. 
The  question  would  no  doubt  have  as- 
sumed a  totally  different  shape,  if  the 
whole  of  the  North  American  provinces 
had  been,  like  the  great  majority  of  Lower 
Canada,  desirous  of  a  separation;  but, 
when  he  found  that  New  Brunswick, 
Nova  Scotia,  and  Upper  Canada  were  all 
anxious  to  retain  their  connection  with  this 
country,  that  was  a  sufficient  reason  with 
him  to  oppose  emancipating  any  of  the 
American  provinces  from  their  present 
allegiance  to  the  British  Sovereign. 

Sir  Hutsey  Vivian,  in  answer  to  the  al- 
legation that  the  British  troops  had  burned 
the  houses  of  the  Canadians,  together 
with  their  inmates,  begged  to  say,  that  there 
was  no  statement  of  any  such  circumstance 
having  taken  place,  throughout  the  whole 
of  the  papers  which  had  been  laid  before 
Parliament.  It  was  true,  a  barn  was  de- 
stroyed by  fire  by  the  soldiers ;  but  up  to 
the  present  moment  it  did  not  appear  that 
a  single  individual  was  in  the  barn  at  the 
time.  When  this  question  was  discussed 
on  a  former  occasion,  he  was  sorry  to  hear 
it  held  forth  as  an  argument  for  giving  up 
the  Canadian  colonies,  that,  by  possibility, 
the  British  soldiers  would  be  induced,  hs 
improper  motives,  to  quit  their  colours, 
and  that  they  would  look  to  the  spoliation 
of  the  British  settlers  in  Canada  as  an  ad- 
vantage that  would  compensate  them  for 
deserting  their  country.  He  (Sir  Hussey 
Vivian)  should  like  to  know  when  British 
soldiers  had  ever  been  influenced  by  such 
base  motives.  It  was  perfectly  well  known 
that  in  the  army  in  Canada  great  desertion 
took  place.  The  habits  and  facilities  af- 
forded by  the  proximity  of  the  United  States 
and  the  advantages  which  were  held  out  to 
the  troops  led  to  that  desertion.  He  knew 
that  during  the  time  he  was  in  Ireland, 
the  dep6ts  there  had  to  send  out  twice  the 
number  of  troops  every  year  to  the  Canadas 
that  they  had  to  any  other  part  of  the 
British  dominions.  But  what  was  the  fact 
now  ?  Why,  that  of  late  years  the  troops 
had  not  deserted ;  and  he  would  venture 
to  say  that  when  the  troops  should  be 


called   upon   to    do    their  doty   to  their 
country,  so  far  from  desertion,  every  man 
would  be  found   to  stand   firm  and  hold 
fast   by  those  coloors,    to   which  he  was 
pledged    equally    by   his  honour  and  bis 
oath.     The  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  had 
said  that  no  preparations  were  made  by 
the  colonial  ^government  to  anticipate  and 
prevent  the  revolt,    and  that  the  people 
were   driven    to   insurrection.      Now,  he 
would    not  trouble    the    House  by  going 
through  the  varions  dispatches  that  were 
before  (hem,  but  he  %vould,  without  quoting 
the  passages,  declare  that  they  most  satis- 
factorily   proved    that    every    preparation 
was  made   thai  the  circumstances  of  the 
colony    required.     The   hon.  Member  for 
Kilkenny    had  constantly    stated   in  this 
House  that  he  had  foretold  the  revolt  that 
had  taken  place  in  the  Canadian  provinces. 
He  knew  no  man  who  had  a  greater  right 
to  foretel   ii   than    the     hon.    Gentleman 
himself.     He    recollected    the    letters  of 
the  hon.  Member.     He  recollected  also  the 
s|)eeches  of  the  hon.  Member.      They  ail 
knew  perfectly  well  the  story  oi  a  person 
whose  name  was  Martin,  who  foretold,  that 
York  cathedral  would  be  burnt^  and  who 
then  went  and  set  it  on  fire;  he  really  could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  hon.  Member  bad 
himself  greatly  contributed    to  fulfil  his 
own  prophecy.     He  contended  that  Lord 
Gosford  in  his  government  of  Canada  had 
proceeded  upon  the  principle  of  concilia- 
tion as  far  as  it  was  possible.  He  was  quite 
sure  that  Lord  Gosford  was  always  most 
anxious  to  conciliate  the  people  of  Canada ; 
and,  indeed,  this  was  most  obvious  from 
the  circumstance  that  even  when  the  revolt 
broke  out,  he  did  not  feel  himself  author- 
ised to  adopt  severe  measures  of  repression. 
Looking  from  the  beginning  to  the  end  of 
these  dispatches,  it  would  be  seen  that  Lord 
Gosford*s  instructions  were,  to  do  every* 
thing  that  he  possibly  could  to  render  justice 
to  the  Canadians,  and   to  conciliate  the 
feelings  of  the  people  of  chat  country.  He 
believed  that  the  present  disturbed  state  of 
those  provinces  was  entirely  owing  to  the 
existence  of  a  strong  party  in  that  country 
inimical  to  the  connection  with  England  ; 
but  he  hoped  and  trusted  that  the  feelings 
of  the  people  generally  were  in  favour  of 
continuing  that  connection.      He  would 
not  now  refer  to  the  question  of  the  email' 
cipation  of  the  colonies.     The  day  miv^hi 
probably  come  when  emancipation  might 
be   necessary.     But   he  should  be  sorry 
to  see  a  grcnt  nation  like  this  give  up  its 
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colonies,  because  a  party  in  those  colonies 
chose  to  revolt.  But  it  was  said  that  the 
present  was  a  question  of  justice  towards 
the  colonists.  He  admitted  that  it  was 
so :  and  he  would  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny  whether  he  thought 
that  Lower  Canada  was  now  in  a  Bt  state 
to  be  emancipated  —  whether,  in  justice 
to  (he  British  settlers  there  and  those 
who  inhabited  Upper  Canada,  it  was 
possible  to  grant  emancipation  and  pre- 
vent a  civil  war  from  taking  place?  He 
most  sincerely  believed  that  unless  this 
country  asserted  its  power,  and  maintained 
its  dominion  over  Canada,  the  effect  would 
be  destructive  not  only  to  the  Canadians 
themselves,  but  to  every  British  subject 
who,  under  the  protection  of  .this  country, 
had  settled  there.  It  was  to  prevent  this 
that  he  earnestly  hoped  every  means  of 
conciliation  would  be  taken,  that  the 
noble  Earl  who  was  about  to  proceed 
thither  would  have  full  power  to  effect 
such  conciliation,  and  that  through  his 
exertions  the  Canadians  might  long  con- 
tinue to  live  happily  under  the  parental 
sway  of  this  great  nation. 

Mr.  Hume  was  extremely  happy  to  have 
heard  from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer 
who  had  just  sat  down  a  repetition  of 
what  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  last 
night  stepped  out  of  his  way  to  notice. 
He  had  been  afraid  that  he  should  not 
have  an  opportunity  afforded  him  to  reply 
to  that  right  hon.  Baronet ;  but  the  pre- 
sent occasion  afforded  him  that  oppor- 
tunity, and  he  should  avail  himself  of  it. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had,  as 
well  as  others,  lent  himself  to  affirm  and 
to  propagate  a  most  garbled  and  incorrect 
representation.  "  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  has  said  (continued  Mr.  Hume) 
that  I  ought  to  know  that  the  revolt 
would  take  place  because  I  had  foretold 
it  four  years  ago.  Why,  Sir,  ten  years 
ago  1  foretold  it.  When  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  I  recommended  that 
the  colonies  of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada 
should  be  separated  amicably  from  this 
country.  On  that  occasion  I  stated,  that 
if  the  policy  which  had  been  hitherto  fol- 
lowed in  Canada  were  continued,  it  must 
ultimately  lead  to  resistance  and  separa- 
tion. I  foretold  that,  as  soon  as  I  beheld 
the  blind  and  narrow  policy  which  this 
country  was  adopting  towards  those  colo- 
nies. Ever  since  my  attention  has  been 
directed  towards  the  state  of  our  colonies 
in   North  America,  I  have  seen  nothing 
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but  misrule  on  the  part  of  this  country. 
A  limited  number  of  official  persons,  not 
having  any  interest  in,  nor  connected  by 
properly  or  birth  with,  the  colonies,  have 
been  uniformly  maintained  by  the  British 
Government  in  all  the  official  situations  in 
those  provinces.     Tho  same  spirit  of  reli* 
gious  persecution  was  pursued,  the  same 
disdain  shown  towards  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics in  Canada  as  had  been  for  so  many 
centuries  exhibited  towards  the  Catholics  in 
Ireland.  Every  document  proves  that.  [iVb, 
no  !]    Let  those  Gentlemen  who  say  **  no," 
look  to  facts.     In  every  respect,  except 
the  Government  provision  for  the  Catholic 
clergy,     the    Catholics    of    Canada   are 
treated  as  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  have 
been.  The  cry  of  **  no,  no  I"  therefore,  can 
only  have  proceeded  from  those  Gentle- 
men who  have  taken  up  the  one-sided 
tale  which  they  have  heard  in  this  House. 
It  is  impossible  for  any  Gentleman  who 
has  read  the  report  of  the  Committee  of 
Inquiry  of  1828,  to  rise  from  its  perusal 
with  any  other  opinion  than  that  a  system 
of   misrule  had    driven    the    people   of 
Canada  most  reluctantly  to  the  opinion 
that  it  ought  to  be  met  with  resistance. 
There  is  a  period  when  resistance  becomes 
a  virtue;  and  as  I  have  frequently  before 
stated,  the  parties  interested  must  be  the 
judges  when  the  time  for  resistance  has 
arrived.     Such  is  the  fact;  and  is  there 
anything  uncommon  in  this  doctrine?     I 
may  be  wrong  in  my  opinions,  but  I  never 
have  flinched,  and  never  shall  flinch,  from 
an  open  and  candid  avowal  of  them.     My 
opinions  with   respect   to   the   Canadian 
question  have  been  before  the  public  for 
many  years;  and  what  I  expressed  in  that 
letter,   which   has  been   garbled    by  Sir 
Francis  Head,  is  the  opinion  I  still  enter- 
tain.   I  say  garbled,  because  it  has  suited 
the  purpose  of  Sir  F.  Head  to  send  home 
one   part  of  the  letter   without  sending 
home  the  whole.     He  contented  himself 
with  sending  home  a  portion- of  one  letter 
instead  of  a  dozen  letters,  which  he  might 
have  had  if  he  chose.    I  am  now  prepared 
to  repeat  all  that  I  stated  in  that  letter. 
You  now  see  the  consequences  that  have 
entirely  arisen  from   that  system  of  in- 
justice which  has  hitherto  been  acted  upon 
towards  the  Canadians.     I  will,  however, 
read  the  letter  from  which  the  objection- 
able words  have  been   extracted.     It  is 
addressed  to  Mr.  Mackenzie.    Gentlemen 
have  spoken  of  a  correspondence  between 
me  and  Mr.  Papineau.     I  am  not  aware 
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that  I  ever  bad  the  honour  of  a  letter 
from  that  oentleman,  or  that  he  ever  re- 
ceived one  from  me,  or  that  anything  ever 
passed  hetween  as,  except  one  communi- 
cation from  him,  transmitting  a  vote  of 
thanks  which  the  House  of  Assembly  had 
passed  for  the  little  services  which  I  had 
been  able  to  render  Canada  in  this  House. 
But  let  the  documents  be  produced ;  let 
the  letters  be  brought  forward.  I  do  think 
that  that  which  I  foretold  has  come  to 
pass  in  the  natural  course  of  events,  and 
that  those  Gentlemen  who  had  the  power 
to  prevent  it  have  been  the  real  cause  of 
this  unfortunate  revolt.  1  must  say,  ihat 
the  manner  in  which  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet last  night  alluded  to  Mr.  Mackenzie 
did  show  a  worse  and  more  vindictive 
spirit  than  I  expected  from  him  towards 
any  individual,  and  particularly  an  indi- 
vidual in  the  situation  in  which  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie is  placed.  Now,  Sir,  who  is  Mr. 
Mackenzie?  Mr.  Mackenzie  was  once  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Assembly  in 
Upper  Canada.  He  had  been  the  printer, 
editor,  and  proprietor  of  an  opposition 
paper,  called  The  Advocate.  A  party 
organisation  destroyed  his  property,  pulled 
down  his  house,  and  endangered  his  life. 
He  prosecuted  the  parties,  and  obtained 
damages  for  the  injury  he  had  sustained. 
But  his  enemies  were  not  satisfied.  The 
House  of  Assembly  expelled  him  for 
a  speech  delivered  by  him  on  the  hus- 
tings. The  county  of  York  re-elected  him. 
He  was  expelled  again,  and  re-elected 
agam.  Four  successive  times  was  he  re- 
elected, in  spite  of  all  his  opponents  could 
do.  His  last  rejection  was  only  efTecied 
by  a  majority  of  one.  I  applied  to  the 
Colonial-office,  and  asked  whether  it  was 
fit  that  such  a  course  should  be  pur- 
sued? The  Colon ial-oHice  told  me  they 
did  not  countenance  any  such  thing,  and 
sent  out  orders  that,  as  far  as  Government 
could  influence  the  House  of  Assembly, 
Mr.  Mackenzie  should  not  be  again  ex- 
pelled. He  happened  to  be  in  England 
the  last  time  of  his  expulsion,  and  what 
brought  him  here?  He  was  deputed  by 
the  House  of  Assembly  to  support  the 
claims  of  the  colony.  It  was  here  I  be- 
came acquainted  with  him.  Lord  Goderich 
took  immediate  measures  for  remedying 
the  grievances  complained  of,  and  I  had 
the  pleasure  of  presenting  to  thai  noble 
Lord  the  thanks  of  twenty- (ive  counties 
and  towns  in  Canada  for  ihe  reff.nns  he 
introduced.     Mr.  Mackenzie  ledirned  to 


Upper  Canada.     Immediately  after  that 
how  was  the  sense  of  the  people  of  Toronto 
expressed   towards  him  ?      They,  at  the 
first  meeting  of  the  corporation  established 
the  year  before  by   Act   of   ParliameDt, 
elected  him  mayor  of  that  city.     This  is 
the  Gentleman  of   whom   the  right  hon. 
Baronet    spoke    as    a    Mr.    Mackenzie. 
True,  he  is  a  Mr.  Mackenzie,  but  there  is 
also  a  Sir  Robert  Peel.      But  that  is  not 
the  way  to  speak  of  any  individual.  What 
farther  did  this  lead   to?     Was  he  again 
expelled  from  the   House  of  Assembly  ? 
No;  he  continued    an  active   Member  of 
it  for  two  years.     He  was  chairman  of  the 
different  Committees,    and   prepared  the 
reports  of  the  grievances  of  Upper  Ca- 
nada.    Was  it  to   be  supposed  that  such 
a  man  would  be  allowed  by  his  opponents 
to  remain  quiet  ?     No ;   they  did    every 
thing  in  their  power   to  injure  him,  but 
nothing  could  be  done   to  prejudice  him 
in  the  minds  of  his  constituents,  until  Sir 
Francis   Head   at  the   last  election  suc- 
ceeded in    getting    him    rejected.      The 
House  of   Assembly,   by    a    majority  of 
thirty-five  to  five,  met,  and  tore  from  the 
journals  of  the  House  the  record  of  the 
whole  of  the  proceedings  by  which  he  had 
been  expelled,  in  like  manner  as  was  done 
by  this  House  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Wiiks." 
Such  being  the  character  of  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie, continued  the  hon.    Member,  he 
felt  that  when  that  gentleman   left  Eng- 
land, he  was  justified  in  doing  all  he  could 
to  see  that  the  measures  which  were  pro- 
raised  by  the  colonial  office  were  carried 
into  effect.      He  would  venture    to  say, 
that  Mr.  Mackenzie,  who,  though  he  had 
become  a  rebel,  was  a  distinguished  man. 
If  he  had  been  successful  he  would  have 
been  called  a  patriot.     Yes,  speeches  had 
been  made  in  that  House   by  Gentlemen 
as  if  no  such  thing  as  revolutions  had 
ever  taken  place.     Why,  by  what  power 
did  the  house  of  Hanover  hold  their  pre- 
sent seat  on  the  British  throne?     It  was 
by  a  revolution.     Let  the  grounds  of  the 
revolution  of  1688  be  inquired  into;  he 
wished  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets,  who  had  stated  that  there  was 
no  palliation  or  excuse  for  the  present  re- 
volt in  Canada,  would  examine  into  the 
grounds  of  that  revolution,   and  he  was 
confident  that  it  would  Rppear  that  there 
was  no  ^rf^ater  justification  for  the  revolu- 
tion    of  1688    than   could    be  urged    on 
behalf  of  the  Canadiun  people.     But  by 
what   ii^ht  did    the  kiiij^  of  the  French 
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bold  his  throne  ?  Was  it  bj  anything  but 
a  revolution  ?  Yet  had  not  this  country 
formed  an  alliance  with  that  individual 
who  sat  on  a  rebel  throne  ?  On  what 
ground  was  it  that  the  king  of  Belgium 
held  his  throne?  Were  h  on.  Members  on 
that  (the  Ministerial)  side  of  the  House 
slow  to  recognise  him  as  a  lawful  sove- 
reign ?  They  seemed,  indeed,  to  act  upon 
the  doctrine  that  the  people  in  all  coun- 
tries who  made  a  popular  movement  were 
rebels  till  they  were  successful,  but  patriots 
when  they  had  triumphed.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  of  the  House  had 
indeed  asserted  of  the  Belgians,  as  of  the 
Canadians  now,  that  they  had  no  grounds 
for  their  revolution.  He  would  not  stop 
to  inquire  which  side  was  right  or  which 
was  wrong  in  the  opinion  they  had  formed, 
but  he  did  not  say,  that  the  case  of  the 
Canadians  and  the  Belgians  ought  to 
stand  together.  The  Belgians  were  suc- 
cessful, and  they  were  proclaimed  patriots, 
and  had  been  recognised  as  such,  the  Ca- 
nadians seemed  to  be  unsuccessful,  and 
they  were  denounced  rebels,  they  gave 
title  and  honour  to  the  one  party,  and  they 
would  gibbet  and  execute  the  other. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  most  mealy-- 
mouthed now,  and  to  be  afraid  of  the 
mere  mention  of  the  term  resistance,  but 
did  they  recollect  a  statement  which  was 
made  to  the  House  in  1766,  by  a  Mr.  Pitt, 
when  the  Government  of  that  day  brought 
in  a  Bill,  not,  perhaps,  entirely  similar  to 
the  present  Bill,  but  partaking  of  much 
of  its  spirit,  called  the  Stamp  Act?  What 
would  that  hon.  Gentleman  have  thought 
of  the  rhodomontade  which  had  been 
uttered  by  the  mealy-mouthed  orators  of 
the  present  day  against  any  man  who 
should  dare  to  think  of  resistance?  Let 
them  mark  well  what — "a  Mr.  Pitt" — 
said  upon  that  occasion  : — We  are  told 
that  America  is  obstinate — that  America 
is  almost  in  open  rebellion.  Sir,  I  rejoice 
that  America  has  resisted.  Three  millions 
of  people  so  dead  to  all  the  feelings 
of  liberty  as  voluntarily  to  submit  to 
to  be  slaves  would  have  been  tit  instru- 
ments to  make  slaves  of  all  the  rest." 
For  the  three  millions  let  the  House  read 
one  million,  or  even  five  hundred  thou- 
sand, and  would  not  the  same  argument 
apply  i  nail  its  d  etaiU  to  the  present  case  ? 
Mr.  Pitt  went  on  to  say — "  The  Ameri- 
cans have  been  wronged,  they  have  been 
driven  to  madness  by  injustice.  Will  you 
punish   them  for  the  madness  you  have 


occasioned  ?  No ;  let  this  country  be  the 
first  to  resume  its  prudence  and  temper." 
This  was  the  language  then  held  by  the 
Whigs,  and  the  success  of  the  Americant 
was  rewarded  and  applauded,  and  the  men 
who  had  taken  part  in  the  rebellion  were 
eulogised  as  men  who  had  riiked  their 
lives  for  the  benefit  of  the  country.  And 
why  did  they  not  grant  the  same  iodul* 
gence  to  the  resistance  of  the  Canadians  ? 
He  thought  that  the  Government  was 
acting  a  most  ungenerous  part,  and  he 
would  subsequently  state  his  reason  for 
this  opinion  more  in  detail,  but  first  he 
would  apply  himself  to  get  rid  of  the  per- 
sonal attack  which  had  been  made  upon 
him.  The  letter  which  had  been  com- 
plained of  was  dated  the  29th  of  May^ 
1834,  and  was  directed  to  Mr.  Mac* 
kenzie  on  the  accession  of  Mr.  Stanley 
to  the  colonial  office.  After  acknow* 
ledging  the  receipt  of  a  copy  of  the 
Vindicator  newspaper,  and  alluding 
to  Mr.  Mai*kenzie's  recent  ei pulsion  from 
the  House  of  Assembly,  be  bad  said  that 
the  Government  seemed  willing  to  sacri* 
fice  great  public  prinoiples  to  gratify  a 
paltry  and  mean  spirit  of  revenge  against 
Mr.  Mackenzie,  and  had  then  goneon-^ 
*^  Your  triumphant  election  of  the  16tb, 
and  ejection  from  the  Assembly  of  the 
17th,  must  hasten  that  crisis,  whieh  is 
fast  approaching,  in  the  affairs  of  the 
Canadas,  and  which  will  terminate  in  in* 
dependence  and  freedom  from  the  bane* 
ful  domination  of  the  mother  country,  and 
the  tyrannical  conduct  of  a  snudl  and  des* 
picable  faction  in  the  colony;"  and  he 
further  expressed  his  hope  that  the  Cafia- 
dians  would  go  on  in  their  exertions  for 
liberty,  and  that  ''  success,  glorious  suc- 
cess, would  crown  their  efforts."  Was 
there  anything  wrong  in  such  a  sentiment  ? 
And  he  thus  concluded  : — *'  The  pro- 
ceedings between  1772  and  1782  in  Ame- 
rica, ought  not  to  be  forgotten ;  and  to 
the  honour  of  the  Americans,  and  for  the 
interest  of  the  civilised  world,  let  their 
conduct  and  result  be  ever  in  view.''  This 
was  all  of  importance  which  was  contained 
in  the  letter  which  seemed  so  much  to 
delight  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  1% 
showed  only  that  he  (Mr.  Hume)  was  then, 
as  he  had  long  been,  anxious  that  the 
grievances  of  the  Canadians  should  be 
remedied,  and  he  had  written  it  at  a  most 
important  period,  when  he  was  likely  to 
feel  most  strongly.  Lord  Ripen  had  re- 
moved Mr.  Bolton,  the  Attorney-Qeneraly 
F2  • 
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and  Mr.  Haggerman,  the  Solicitor-Gene- 
niK  because  the  one  had  moved  in  the 
Cooncil,  and  the  other  in  the  House  of 
Assembly,  that  the  dispatch  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  should  be  laid  under  the 
table,  or  be  sent  back  to  them.  This 
dispatch  contained  several  alterations  pro- 
posed by  Lord  Goderich  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  majority  of  the  people,  and 
these  ofiicers  had  taken  the  lead  in  oppo- 
sing the  reforms  which  the  Colonial  Go- 
vernment had  wished  should  take  place. 
Lord  Goderich  had  sent  out  orders  that 
these  gentlemen  should  either  resign  or  be 
dismissed.  They  came  home.  He  would 
challenge  the  noble  Lord  to  produce  any 
insult  half  so  violent  as  these  officers  had 
perpetrated  against  Lord  Ripon ;  but  it 
seemed  to  be  the  maxim  that  the  worse 
persons  behaved  in  the  colonies  the  better 
they  would  be  treated  ;  for  no  sooner  had 
Mr,  Stanley  come  into  office,  than  Hag- 
german,  the  Solicitor-General,  was  sent 
back  to  the  colony,  promoted  to  the  rank 
of  Attorney-General,  whilst  Bolton,  the 
Attorney-General,  was  made  a  Judge, 
and  was  sent  to  Newfoundland ;  and  he  was 
able  to  show  that  most  of  the  stoppage  of 
business  complained  of  in  that  island,  was 
mainly  owing  to  this  appointment.  It 
was  at  the  time  that  these  gentlemen  were 
sent  back  that  he  had  written  the  letter 
wiiich  had  been  alluded  to :  he  might, 
perhaps,  have  expressed  himself  in  more 
temperate  language,  but  feeling  strongly 
upon  the  subject,  he  had  expressed  him- 
self so  as  to  be  understood.  He  never 
minced  matters,  he  called  thinifs  by  their 
proper  namfs,  but  seeintj:  uhat  had  taken 
place  in  the  United  States,  he  wished  to 
avoid  a  n  petition.  Another  letter  which 
he  had  sent  out  to  the  rolonv.  but  which 
had  nor  been  sent  back  to  this  country, 
was  to  cons^ratulate  the  colony  on  the  re* 
movrtlof  Mr.  Stanley  and  the  appointment 
of  Mr.  Rice,  and  SHvine:  that  he  had 
known  Mr.  Ri''e  for  many  yetrs,  and  from 
what  he  knew  he  anticipated  a  new  order 
of  lliiuics;  and  he  recommended  that  the 
wants  of  the  colony  should  be  embodied 
in  H  petition,  which  he  hoped  would  meet 
with  imii»ediate  attention,  but  at  the  same 
time  that  they  should  not  give  up  their 
exertions  till  they  had  ob  ained  good  go- 
vernment, which  was  equally  important  to 
England  as  to  the  colonies.  This  was  one 
of  two  or  three  letters  to  the  same  effect, 
in  all  of  which  his  sole  object  was  to  pre- 
vent the  scenes  which  had  taken  place.  If 


the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Taoi« 
worth,  had  known  all  this,  he  never  would 
have  made  the  observations  which  he  bad 
stepped  out  of  his  way  to  make.  He  had 
never  intended  his  letters  for  publication  ; 
ihey  were  mere  private  communications ; 
but  the  publication  only  showed  how  dan- 
gerous it  was  to  write  privately  to  a 
printer.  At  the  same  time  he  would  tell 
hon.  Members,  that  he  never  wrote  any 
thing  on  private  or  pjjblic  affairs  which  he 
cared  about  being  printed.  But,  to  show 
the  House  why  the  importance  of  his  first 
letter  had  been  magnified,  he  would  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  what  bad 
taken  place  during  the  late  election.  They 
all  knew  the  endeavours  of  both  sides  to 
make  out  a  strong  case  in  favour  of  the 
particular  colours  under  which  each  was 
to  fight.  They  (the  Reformers)  had  for 
their  standing  dish  the  affairs  of  Canada, 
and  the  misconduct  of  the  Duke  of  Cum- 
berland, and  he  must  confess  that  he  was 
most  willing  to  apply  himself  to  the  latter 
point  in  the  best  way  which  he  could. 
The  other  hon. Gentlemen  had  for  their  great 
stalking-horse  the  fear  of  Mr.  O'Connell ; 
and  he  would  venture  to  assert,  that  there 
was  not  a  Tory  hustings  throughout  the 
country  which  did  not  resound  with  cries 
on  one  of  two  questions — either  respecting 
the  poor-law  or  Mr.  0*Connell  and  the 
Church.  Hon.  Members  opposite  might 
be  honest  with  respect  to  O'Connell  and 
the  Church,  but  they  were  most  dishonest 
with  regard  to  the  Poor-law  Bill.  Now, 
at  the  time  of  the  publication  of  this  letter 
an  election  was  about  to  take  place  in 
Canada  ;  and  to  make  a  good  use  of  the 
letter,  the  common  council  of  Toronto  had 
been  called  together  to  pass  a  resolution, 
declaring  that  it  tended  to  a  separation 
l>etween  the  colony  and  the  mothercountry. 
Thi!>  proposal  was  met  by  the  following 
resolution: — 

"  That  forced  and  unfair  constnictions  have 
been  attempted  to  be  put  upon  the  letter  of 
Joseph  Hume,  Esq  ,  dated  Bryanston-sqaare, 
March  ^9,  1834,  by  those  who  are  hostile  to 
the  correction  of  the  abuses  in  the  administra- 
tion of  our  provincial  affairs;  that  the  elec- 
torg  of  the  county  of  York  fully  deserve  the 
commendation  bestowed  upon  them  by  the 
great  Reformer,  for  their  continued,  firm,  and 
consistent  support  of  their  representative  upon 
his  repeated  unlawful  expulsions  from  the 
Commons'  House  of  Assembly,  whose  rash 
and  unconstitutional  conduct  betrays  a  want  of 
common  sense  and  prudence,  being  a  sacrifice 
of  the  greatest  of  public  principles,  and  an  in- 
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▼asioa  of  the  rights  of  the  whole  body  of  elec- 
tors in  the  county ;  that  Mr.  Hume  justly  re- 
gards such  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  Legis- 
lature, countenanced  as  it  was  by  the  Crown 
officers  and  other  executive  functionaries  in  the 
assembly,  and  unredressed  by  the  exercise  of 
the  royal  prerogative,  as  evidence  of  baneful 
and  tyrannical  domination,  in  which  conduct  it 
is  both  painful  and  injurious  to  find  the  pro- 
vincial officials  systematically  upheld  by  tlie 
Minister  at  home  against  the  people;  that 
Joseph  Hume,  Esq,,  in  desiring  their  inde- 
pendence aud  freedom  from  all  such  misrule, 
nas  no  where  expressed  a  desire  to  withhold 
from  the  people  of  this  province  that  protec- 
tion from  the  mother  country,  which  he  has 
for  years  generously  laboured  to  secure  for 
them  upon  the  principles  of  good  Government 
and  enlightened  policy,  and  that  he  has  evi- 
denced the  sincerity  of  his  intention  by  fre- 
quently repeated  appeals  to  the  Colonial  Mi- 
nistry and  British  House  of  Commons  for  the 
redress  of  existing  grievances;  that  Mr. 
Hume's  opinion  of  the  provincial  executive, 
is  justified  by  the  solemn  declaration  of  the 
people  of  this  province,  through  their  repre- 
sentatives in  a  late  Parliament,  when  they 
unanimously  addressed  the  present  Lieutenant- 
Governor  in  the  following  language,  viz. ;  *  We 
feel  unabated  solicitude  about  the  administra- 
tion of  public  justice,  and  entertain  a  settled 
conviction  that  the  continuance  about  your 
Excellency  of  those  advisers,  who,  from  the 
unhappy  feeling  they  pursued,  have  long  de- 
servedly lost  the  confidence  of  the  country,  is 
highly  inexpedient,  and  calculated  seriously 
to  weaken  the  expectations  of  the  people  from 
the  impartial  and  disinterested  justice  of  his 
Majesty's  Government.'" 


That  amendment  was  carried  by  a 
majority  of  thirteen  to  seven,  in  spite  of 
the  influence  of  the  Government ;  and  it 
thus  appeared  that  his  letter  was  made  a 
mere  stalking-horse  to  get  the  council  to 
affirm  by  a  vote  what  it  never  believed. 
Thus  he  had  only  pointed  out,  not  only  to 
the  present  but  to  every  preceding  Govern- 
ment, that  the  course  which  had  been 
taken  was  unjust  to  the  colonies,  and  still 
more  unjust  to  England.  He  would  now 
ask  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  whether 
there  were  any  other  documents  from  which 
he  had  formed  his  opinions?  If  there 
were  any  such,  he  would  ask  their  date, 
and  what  they  were?  But  he  denied 
altogether  that  there  were  any  such; 
and  he  would  challenge  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  to  produce  any  such; 
if  he  could  not,  let  him  hold  his  tongue  for 
ever.  Who  obliged  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
to  go  out  of  his  way  to  introduce  this  cor- 
respondence? No  one  had  mentioned 
Upper  Canada  during  the  debate  which  | 


related  wholly  to  the  lower  province,  the 
proceedings  in  which  were  not  affected  at 
all  by  his  letter.  So  much  for  the  per- 
sonal part  of  the  matter.  Last  night  he 
had  asked  fora  delay  of  twenty- four  hours 
to  allow  them  to  consider  the  address 
which  was  proposed,  with  a  view  to  draw 
up  a  proper  amendment,  and  he  thought 
that  the  House  had  been  ill-treated  in  not 
having  had  the  same  indulgence  extended 
to  them  as  was  given  to  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  Was  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  be  trampled  upon  and  treated  as 
they  had  been  last  night?  If  the  House 
were  not  to  consider  any  question,  but 
were  to  pass  whatever  was  proposed  with* 
out  attention- or  consideration,  the  course 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  pursued  was 
perfectly  right ;  but  if  the  propositions  were 
to  be  discussed,  the  noble  Lord's  con- 
duct was  most  singular.  It  was  because 
he  h»d  not  been  able  last  night  to  express 
his  opinion  that  he  should  then  move  an 
amendment  to  place  on  record  his  own 
sentiments  on  this  subject;  he  had  con- 
sulted with  no  other  Gentleman,  but  it 
would  be  a  satisfaction  to  be  nble  to  put 
his  own  opinions  upon  the  journals  of  that 
House.  He  was  sorry  to  find  that  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets,  agreed  so  cordially  in  the  address 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord.  He  must 
have  read  the  papers  on  the  table  of  the 
House  to  little  purpose  when  he  denied 
the  right  of  the  House  of  Assembly  to  stop 
the  supplies,  and  that  they  were  wrong  in 
so  doing ;  for  if  he  had  perused  the  dis- 
patch of  Lord  Glenelg  to  Lord  €k>$ford  in 
June,  1836,  he  would  have  found  it 
expressly  stated,  that  his  late  Majesty 
recognised  the  right  of  the  House  of  As- 
sembly to  stop  the  supplies.  They  had, 
undoubtedly,  had  the  power,  but  whether 
they  had  exercised  it  with  due  discretion 
was  a  matter  of  opinion.  He  thought  that 
they  were  right ;  for  let  it  be  remembered 
that  they  had  not  refused  the  supply 
altogether,  but  had  voted  it,  accompanied 
with  restrictions.  Then  again  his  hon. 
Friend  objected  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Canadians,  because  their  leaders  had  not 
shown  talents  which  would  have  fitted 
them  for  the  duties  of  governors.  This 
circumstance  did  not  alter  the  nature  of 
their  conduct,  and  the  Canadians  were  the 
best  judges  of  the  fitness  of  their  friends 
for  government.  He  was  sorry  also  to 
find  the  hon.  Member  say  that  the 
Canadians  bad  no  pretext  for  the  course 
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which  thby  had  pursued,  when  even  Lord 
Gosfo^d,  iti  November,  1835,  had  depre- 
cated the  taking  of  iiioney  without  the 
consent  of  the  Hon^e  of  Assembly ;  and 
having  grievances  to  be  redressed  and 
rights  to  be  withheld,  he  could  not  think 
that  they  werie  wrong  in  making  a  condi- 
tional stoppage  of  the  supplies.  It 
behoved  him  to  show  that  House  were 
taking  a  coiirse  which  was  most  unneces- 
sary* and  he  hoped  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  bear  with  him  whilst  he  did  so. 
They  had  been  told  that  the  Government 
was  disposed  to  act  in  accordance  wiih  the 
wishes  oif  the  majority  of  the  people;  but 
he  should  like  to  a^k  how  this  desire  had 
been  manifested  ?  Had  they  not  opposed 
the  resolutions  agreed  to  in  the  14th  Par- 
liambilt,  not  hastily  but  after  due  deiibera- 
tion,  passed  by  a  majority  of  sixty  Mem- 
bers, representing  an  aggregate  of  372,000 
persons,  and  opposed  only  by  twenty- 
eight  Members,  representing  only  !3B,06o 
persons,  the  numberofliberai  Membeis  who 
voted  having  thus  a  constituency  double 
those  of  the  opposition  ?  The  Parliament 
\^a8  dissolved,  and  the  result  was,  that  the 
minority  of  twenty-eight  was  reduced  to 
eleven,  showing  that  the  people  were  de- 
termined to  support  their  representatives ; 
and  in  the  next  PaHiament  the  number  of 
Members  supporting  the  resolutions  were 
increased  to  seventy-seven,  representing  a 
population  of  477,000,  whilst  the  eleven 
dissentients  only  represented  34,000,  thus 
proving  thcit  the  assertion  of  grievances 
was  not  merely  the  effect  of  excitement, 
got  up  by  one,  two,  or  three  men  of  talent, 
with  Mr.  Papineau  at  their  head,  but  that 
it  was  the  settled  opinion  of  the  country, 
on  which  the  decision  of  the  local  Parlia- 
ment might  be  considered  as  the  embodied 
▼ferdict.  [Interruption,]  It  might  be  very 
unpleasant  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
listened  with  so  much  satisfaction  to  a 
sTattmeni  which  accorded  with  their  own 
views  to  hear  anything  militating  against 
their  preconceived  notions;  bui  he  must 
proceed.  If  any  proof  stronger  than  the 
Renewed  vote  were  required  to  show  the 
opinion  of  the  country,  there  was  still 
another.  Why  did  not  Lord  Gosford 
dissolve  the  Assembly  ?  The  constitutional 
argument  was,  if  the  vote  of  the  House 
Were  thought  factious,  or  as  misrepresent- 
ing the  people,  that  a  dissolution  should 
tttke  place  ;  but  the  reason  why  the  appeal 
to  the  people  was  not  made,  was  given  in 
Lord  Gosford's  reply — "  I  cannot  dissolve 


the  Assembly,  because  the  same  then  wonid 
be  sent  back."  He  well  recollected  that 
when  the  House  of  Commons  was  divided 
in  the  proportion  of  300  to  302,  on  the 
Reform  Bill,  William  4th  came  down 
to  the  House  and  dissolved  the  Parlia- 
ment :  he  saw  a  difference  of  opinion  so 
slight,  as  to  make  him  doubt  which  side 
really  represented  the  people,  and  to  them 
he  appealed  for  a  decision ;  the  result  was 
as  unequivocal  as  it  was  notorious — the 
Members  on  the  benches  opposite  were 
reduced  from  300  to  156.  He  thought, 
therefore,  that  they  ought  to  be  satisfied 
with  using  constitutional  means  to  effect  a 
reconciliation  with  Canada;  and  he  would 
say,  **  do  iiot  suspend  the  constitution,  do 
not  send  out  Lord  Durham  with  a  bill  of 
pains  and  penalties,"  for  such  was  not  the 
way  to  make  peace — such  was  not  the 
method  to  appease  the  irritation  which  un- 
fortunately existed.  If  peace  were  the  object 
of  Ministers,  they  were,  in  his  opinion, 
takin»j:  measures  more  likely  to  mar  than 
lo  effect  it.  Let  them  learn  from  experi- 
ence. Let  them  send  out  Lord  Durham  if 
they  pleased,  wiih  paramount  power;  let 
him  exercise  to  the  full,  every  prerogative 
of  the  Crown  ;  but  let  him  not  ^o  armed 
with  a  Bill  of  oppression.  By  the  course 
they  were  pursuing  they  were  acting  most 
unjustly  ;  by  taking  away  the  democratic 
power  from  the  hands  of  the  people,  they 
were  but  acting  over  again  what  had  been 
done  by  the  Parliament  in  1774 ;  they  were 
doitig  precisely  what  was  proposed  at  that 
period  by  Lord  North,  who,  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  in  the  debate  on  the  govern- 
ment of  Massachttsetl's  Bay,  on  the  28th 
March,  1774,  said  **  I  propose  in  this 
Bill  to  take  the  executive  power  from  the 
hands  of  the  democratic  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment. I  would  propose  that  the  Go- 
vernor should  act  as  a  Justice  of  Peace, 
and  that  he  should  have  the  power  to  ap- 
point the  officers  throughout  the  whole 
civil  authority,  such  as  the  sheriffs,  provost 
marshal,  &c.  I  therefore  move  you,  Sir, 
that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for 
the  better  regulating  the  government  of 
the  province  of  Massachusett's  Bay." 
And  let  the  House  look  back  and  see  what 
had  been  the  effect  of  the  course  which  was 
then  pursued.  The  moderately  liberal  party 
in  America  who  were  most  anxious  to 
preserve  the  connection  with  England,  on 
the  mere  arrival  of  Lord  North's  proposal 
for  a  Bill,  became  as  much  opposed  to  this 
coniitTy  at  they  had  been  to  a  separation  ; 
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in  abort,  precisely  the  same  effect  was  pro- 
duced  as  had  been   experienced  on   the 
reception  in  Canada,  of  the  recent  resohi- 
tioDS  of  that  House.     And  it  was  natural 
that  the  same  causes  should  produce  the 
same  results.     Lord  North's  Bill  produced 
nothing  but  dissension  and  discontent,  and 
were  the  Canadians   a  different  class  of 
men  from   those  of  the   United  States? 
True,  it  had  been  said,  that  the  Canadians 
were  cowards  and  would  not  figiit,    but, 
precisely  the  same  thing  had  been  said  of 
the   Americans ;    for   Colonel    Tdrleton*s 
boast  was,   that  with  a  single  sergeant's 
company  of  dragoons,  he   would   march 
through  the  whole  of  North  America.  lie 
could  only  apply  to  this  Bill^  the  language 
of  Lord  Camden  used  in  the  debate  of  the 
15th  of  March,   1775,  on   the  bill  for  re- 
straining the  trade  and  commerce  of  the 
New  £ngland  colonies  : — **  We  are  told 
by  some  that  this  is  a  Bill  of  firmness  and 
rigour  to  fill  up  the  measure  of  justice  and 
to  inflict  condign  punishment  on  the  obsti- 
nate and    rebellious   colonists  ;    but    by 
others,  that  it  is  a  Bill  of  mercy,  kind  and 
indulgent   to  the    Americans.     But,   my 
]x>rds,   the  true   character  of  the  Bill  is 
violent  and   hostile.     My   Lords,  it  is  a 
Bill  of  war;    it  draws  the  sword,  and,    in 
its  necessary  consequences,    plunges  the 
empire   into    civil   and    unnatural    war.*' 
This  was  precisely  the  kind  of  war  which 
must  be  what  was  referred  to  by  the  hou. 
and  gallant  Officer  who  had  just  sat  down, 
and' It  was  just  that  sort  of  war  which  he 
most  deprecated.     Every  step  which  they 
had   lately   taken,   had  led  them  deeper 
and  deeper  into  the  mire,  and  the  present 
measure  would^  in   his  opinion,   produce 
the  most  mischievous  effect.  He  had  hoped 
that  such  a  course  would  have  been  pur- 
sued as  would  have  justified  him  in   using 
the  words  of  Lord  Chatham  ;    who,  when 
he,  on  the  1st  of  February,  1775,  submit- 
ted  his  Bill   for  settling   the  troubles  of 
America,   after  stating  that  the  colonies 
were  entitled  to  all  their  rights,  added, 
'*  So  shall    true  reconcilement  avert  im- 
pending calamities,  and  this  most  solemn 
Bational    accord    between    Great   Britain 
and  her  colonies  stand  an  everlasting  monu- 
ment of  clemency  and  magnanimity  in  the 
ben  it;  nan  t  father  of  his  people  ;  of  wisdom 
and  moderation  in  this  great  nation,  famed 
for  humanity  as  for  valour ;  and  of  fidelity 
and  grateful  affection  from  brave  and  loyal 
colonies   to  their  parent  kingdom  which 
will  for  ever  protect  and  cherish  them." 
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There  was  another  instance  on  record 
recently  quoted  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
J.  Russell),  in  which  measures  of  concilia* 
tion  to  Ireland  were  strongly  advocated. 
Mr.  Fox,  in  his  speech  on  the  state  of 
Ireland,  in  March,  1797,  said  : — 

"I  would,  therefore,  concede;  and,  if  I 
found  I  bad  not  conceded  enough,  I  would 
concede  more.  1  know  of  no  way  of  govern- 
ing  mankind  but  by  conciliating  them :  and 
according  to  the  forcible  way  which  the  Irish 
have  of  expressing  their  meaning,  <  I  know  of 
no  mode  of  governing  the  people  but  by  letting 
them  have  their  own  way.'  And  what  shall 
we  lose  by  it?  If  Ireland  is  governed  by 
conceding  to  all  her  ways  and  wishes,  will  she 
be  less  useful  to  Great  Britain  ?  What  is  she 
now?*' 


What  was  Canada  now?  or  would  she 
be  less  useful  if  her  just  demands  were 
conceded  to  her  ?  The  case  was  made 
out  for  Ireland,  on  only  exchanging  the 
name  of  Ireland  for  the  name  of  Canada. 
He  would  say,  let  them  govern  themselves 
by  allowing  them  to  have  their  own  way  ; 
let  the  people  of  Canada  have  the  same 
principles  with  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
let  them  have  the  option  of  adopting  their 
own  system  of  government.  He  had  done 
his  duty  in  explaining  to  the  House  the 
grounds  on  which  he  opposed  the  Bill, 
and  he  repeated,  that  he  was  of  opinion, 
that  it  was  advisable  by  peace  and 
attempts  at  reconcilement  to  endeavour  to 
maintain  a  colony  in  connexion  with  the 
uiuther  country  as  long  as  possible ;  but 
so  soon  as  the  affection  between  the  two 
countries  was  found  to  have  ceased  to 
exist,  the  sooner  the  systetn  of  separation 
was  adopted,  the  better  it  would  be  for 
the  welfare  of  both.  It  was  on  this 
ground,  therefore,  that  he  put  in  his  pro- 
test a<:ninst  the  proceedings  which  it  was 
proposed  should  be  adopted.  He  had 
proposed  a  resolution  in  which  he  had 
intended  to  take  the  sense  of  the  House, 
and  which  embodied  his  reasons  for  re- 
fusing leave  to  the  noble  Lord  to  bring  in 
the  Bill ;  but  in  the  opinion  of  many  hon. 
Members  sitting  near  him,  it  was  consi- 
dered better  that  he  should  postpone  its 
proposition  until  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  in  the  event  of  its  being  brought 
in.  He  must  acknowledge,  that  he  was 
most  unwilling  to  come  to  this  conclusion; 
but  the  ground  suggested  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men was,  that  such  a  resolution  should 
not  be  put  until  the  House  had  had  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  the   object  of  the 
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Bill ;  bat  he  must  declare  that  he  could 
see  no  reason  for  any  part  of  a  measure 
being  seen  the  whole  of  which  was  bad. 
He  should^  however,  for  the  present, 
satisfy  himself  with  taking  the  sense  of 
the  House  against  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill;  but  on  lis  being  brought  forward 
for  second  reading,  he  should  take  care 
that  it  was  further  considered. 

Sir  Hussey  Vivian  in  explanation, 
declared,  that  he  was  the  last  roan  in  the 
world  to  calumniate  any  one.  The  hon. 
Member  had  spoken  of  some  letters,  which 
he  said  had  not  been  alluded  to.  He 
did  not  know  what  other  letters  the 
hon.  Member  had  written  besides  those 
referred  to. 

Mr.  C/a^,  in  explanation,  declared,  that 
he  had  never  denied  the  right  of  the  House 
of  Assembly  to  refuse  to  grant  the  sup- 
plies. 

Sir  George  Grey  remarked,  that  had  it 
not  been  for  some  observations  which 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny, he  should  not  have  obtruded  him- 
self upon  the  attention  of  the  House, 
although  he  should  have  felt  it  to  be  a 
most  grateful  duty  to  express  the  gratifi- 
cation which  he  had  received  from  the 
unanimity  which  prevailed  upon  the  mea- 
sure which  had  been  submitted  to  them. 
Not  only  did  he  derive  much  gratification 
from  that  circumstance,  but  he  also  felt  a 
peculiar  pleasure  in  contrasting  the  tone 
and  temper  which  had  pervaded  the 
debate  of  that  evening  with  those  which 
had  characterised  the  discussion  of  the 
evening  before  the  adjournment  of  the 
House,  an  adjournment  every  way  called 
for,  because  the  House  was  then  in  pos- 
session of  but  very  imperfect  information, 
and  because  that  after  more  mature  re- 
flection, and  the  communication, of  more 
accurate  intelligence,  they  would  be  ena- 
bled to  approach  the  discussion  of  the 
subject  with  that  tone  and  in  that  spirit 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport  had 
recommended,  and  in  accordance  with 
which  that  evening's  debate  had  been 
conducted.  He  regretted  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny,  standing,  as  he 
rejoiced  the  hon.  Member  did,  almost 
alone  in  that  House,  was  not  ashamed  to 
avow  himself  the  defender  of  rebellion. 
The  hon.  Member  had  complained  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
as  having  been  guilty  of  disrespect  and 
want  of  courtesy  in  speaking  of  the  rebel 
Mackenzie  as  a  Mr.  Mackenzie,  although 


he  had  found  no  fault  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  applied  the  plainer  term  of 
traitor  to  that  individual,  and  he  was 
therefore  bound,  without  any  breach  of 
charily,  to  suppose  that  it  was  one  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  considered 
it  no  serious  reproach  to  be  involved. 
The  hon.  Member  came  forward  as  the 
champion  of  that  Mackenzie  who  had 
dared  to  plunge  his  country  into  blood- 
shed, not  because  any  real  grievances 
existed,  but  because  the  absence  of  her 
Majesty's  troops  seeiiied  to  afford  an  op- 
portunity for  carrying  into  effect  his  trea<^ 
sonable  designs.  But  Sir  Francis  Head 
had  formed  a  much  sounder  and  truer 
estimate  of  the  lovaltv  and  British  feelioe: 
of  that  province  than  Mr.  Mackenzie ; 
and  although  he  distinctly  anticipated,  as 
was  evident  from  his  published  letters,  the 
course  which  Mackenzie  might  take,  be 
did  not  hesitate  for  a  moment  to  withdraw 
all  the  troops  from  the  province,  because 
he  relied  on  the  loyalty  of  the  inhabitants 
to  put  down  any  attempt  at  insurrection. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  said,  that 
Upper  Canada  had  nothing  to  do  with 
this  question.  On  th<i^  last  occasion,  how- 
ever, on  which  the  hon.  Member  addressed 
the  House  previous  to  the  adjournment, 
he  said  the  state  of  Upper  Canada  bore 
greatly  upon  the  present  question.  He 
told  the  House  that  the  same  spirit  pre- 
vailed in  Upper  Canada  which  they  had 
been  informed  had  broken  out  in  the  lower 
province,  and  he  expressed  his  hopes  and 
expectations  that  the  same  efforts  would 
be  made  to  free  Upper  Canada  from  the 
dominion  of  this  country,  and  that  the 
attempt  would  be  crowned  with  success. 
The  House  was  told  also,  that  the  same 
feelings  were  rife  and  warm  in  our  other 
American  provinces,  and  that  this  country 
would  before  long  be  committed  in  a  con- 
flict with  them  which  must  end  io  their 
independence.  A  few  days  after  that  de- 
claration was  made,  specific  information 
was  received  that  an  insurrection  had 
actually  broken  out  in  Upper  Canada, 
and  that  it  had  been  at  once  put  down. 
He  had  particularly  stated,  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  had  asserted  that 
the  spirit  which  unhappily  prevailed  in 
Lower  Canada  obtained  in  the  rest  of  our 
North  American  colonies,  that  such  was 
not  the  case  at  least  in  Nova  Scotia.  Was 
he  not  right?  Since  the  adjournment  of 
the  House  there  had  been  sent  to  this 
country  from  Nova  Scotia  as  loyal  an  ad- 
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dress  as  ever  came  to  the  throne,  pro- 
ceeding from  men  of  extreme  as  well  as 
moderate  opinions,  testifying  their  extreme 
abhorrence  of  the  course  pursued  in  Lower 
Canada,  and  expressing  the  sense  which 
they  entertained  of  the  value  of  British 
protection.  What  was  the  feeling  of  the 
inhabitants  of  New  Brunswick?  The 
same  as  that  which  existed  in  Nova  Scotia, 
when  the  then  Governor  had  said,  that  if 
circumstances  were  necessary  (but  he  re- 
joiced to  say  they  were  not,  as  far  as  the 
information  received  at  present  would 
allow  him  to  judge),  he  could  put  himself 
at  the  head  of  from  1,000  to  5,000  volun- 
teers, and  march  into  Lower  Canada  in 
aid  of  the  Queen's  troops  and  of  the  Bri> 
tish  Grovernment.  But  no  such  necessity 
existed,  and  need  not  be  feared,  from  the 
loyalty  that  still  pervaded  the  people  of 
Lower  Canada,  in  which  opinion  he  was 
borne  out  by  the  papers  now  lying  on  the 
table  of  the  House.  A  spirit  of  insur- 
rection had  been  infused  into  the  province 
by  a  few  individuals  working  on  a  portion 
of  the  people,  but  he  felt  confident  that 
their  success  would  be  partial  and  limited, 
from  the  feeling  of  loyalty  that  was  exist- 
ing there  still,  as  well  as  from  the  amount 
of  the  forces,  and  the  aid  that  would  be 
given  them  by  the  loyal  inhabitants  to 
crush  this  revolt.  Allusion  had  been  made 
in  tlie  course  of  the  last  night's  debate  to 
the  want  of  troops  in  Lower  Canada,  but 
he  thought  it  had  been  shown  that  the 
charge  was  entirely  groundless,  for  during 
last  year  the  force  had  been  greater  than 
in  any  preceding.  One  regiment  that  was 
to  have  left  had  not  done  so,  and  although 
Sir  Colin  Campbell  had  received  instruc- 
tions to  send  what  forces  he  could  to 
Canada,  if  it  were  considered  necessary,  yet, 
no  such  necessity  appearing  to  exist,  those 
instructions  had  not  been  acted  on  at  that 
time.  Since  then,  however,  it  was  deemed 
expedient  that  troops  should  be  sent,  and 
he  had  no  doubt  they  had  already  arrived 
there,  though  only  to  find  that  their  ser- 
vices would  not  be  required.  Deeply  de- 
ploring, as  he  did,  the  spirit  which  had 
induced  men  of  influence  in  Canada  to 
act  as  they  had  done,  yet  it  was  gratify- 
ing to  know  that  the  general  feeling  in 
these  provinces  was  against  them,  and  that 
there  had  been  evinced  a  deep-rooted  at- 
tachment to  British  government  and  British 
connexion.  The  hon.  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny had  compared  the  present  case  with 
that  of  the  American  war ;  but  be  would 


hardly  allude  to  it,  for  it  was  only  a  su- 
perficial knowledge  of  history  that  could 
justify  the  comparison.  The  revolt  in  the 
present  case  he  considered  as  limited,  from 
the  genuine  British  feeling  which  pervaded 
the  colony,  and  which  had  been  fostered 
and  promoted  by  British  rule.  He  thought 
there  was  no  more  ground  for  comparison 
or  parallel  between  the  two  cases  than 
there  was  between  the  able  and  eloquent 
speech  of  Lord  Chatham  and  the  speech 
they  had  heard  to-night  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  alluded  to  certain  grievances  in 
Lower  Canada,  but  in  justice  to  Lord 
Gosford  it  was  right  to  know  what  those 
grievances  specifically  were.  A  general 
declaration  had  been  made  of  the  fact  of 
certain  men  being  excluded  from  o£Sce, 
and  of  Catholics  being  treated  severely ; 
but  it  was  just  to  remind  the  House  that 
the  instructions  addressed  to  Lord  Gos- 
ford last  year,  and  which  might  be  seen  in 
the  papers  now  laid  before  the  House,  but 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  had  not 
thought  fit  to  refer,  contained  explicit 
directions  that  he  should  act  in  a  spirit 
becoming  a  British  governor  towards  Bri- 
tish colonists  ;  and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  substitute  specific  for  general  griev- 
ances, which  he  had  to  complain  of 
against  Lord  Gosford,  he  (Sir  George 
Grey)  was  prepared  to  meet  them,  for  he 
was  sure  they  would  be  found  to  rest  on 
no  valid  foundation.  Many  unjust  and 
ungenerous  allusions  to  Lord  Gosford's 
government  had  been  made  that  night  by 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Cornwall, 
which  were  not  deserved.  He  would  ap. 
peal  to  his  Lordship's  conduct  as  governor. 
His  Lordship  had  acted  as  long  as  he 
could  on  the  measures  of  conciliation, 
which  he  went  out  to  Canada  to  forward 
and  carry  out,  and  it  was  only  when 
those  measures  which  were  most  congenial 
to  him  failed  to  effect  tranquillity,  that  he 
was  driven  to  thase  acts  which  had  been 
stigmatised  as  tyrannical  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny,  and  as  weak  and 
imbecile  by  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House.  His  Lordship  on  going 
out  had  been  attacked  by  men  of  opposite 
parties;  but,  as  had  been  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bridport^  whose  speech  bad 
been  governed  by  great  calmness  and  mo- 
deration, he  had  attached  himself  to  those 
men  whose  views  were  liberal  and  just, 
and  who  stood  midway  between  the  two 
extremes,  and  altbough  he  hud  Uie  vm^ 
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fortone  to  be  unsnccessfal  in  his  govern- 
ment, yet  looking  to  the  correspondence 
now  lying  before  the  House,  it  would  cer- 
tainly be  seen  that  it  was  his  tnisforlune 
not  his  faalt.     He  had  concealed  nothing 
from  the  Government  who  had  sent  him 
out.     He  had   dismissed   several    magis- 
trates (and  by  doing  that  he  was  vindica- 
ting the  Queen's  authority)  on   whom  he 
might  call  for  assistance  in  carrying  out 
his  measures,  but   who  had  presided   at 
meetings  that  had  been  convened  for  the 
purpose  of  expressing  opposition   to  the 
existing  Government,  on  whom,  therefore, 
he  could   not   rely.      The    proclamation 
which  had   been  issued  by  Lord  Gosford 
had  been   spoken  of  slightingly ;  but  be 
would  ask,  what  better  course  than  this 
could  have  been  adopted  to  open  the  eyes 
of  the  people  as  to  the  misrepresentations 
by  which  they  had  been  deceived  ?  When 
revolt  had    actually    arisen,    would    the 
House  deprecate  the  Government  for  pro- 
mising amnesty   to  a   governor  who   had 
issued  such  a  proclamation,  in  order  to 
prevent  the  people  from  attending  meet- 
ings that  might  eventually  cause  their  de- 
struction?     This   proclamation,  too,  had 
been   greatly  qualified   by  his   Lordship's 
letter  addressed  to  Sir  John  Colborne,  in 
which  he  recommends  him  to  restrict  the 
severity  of  proclaiming  martial  law  to  the 
narrowest  limits  consistent  with  the  public 
safety.     Lord  Gosford 's  conduct   as  go- 
vernor had   shown  him  to  be  a  mon  of 
honour    and    of  firmness,  and  he  would 
again   say,    that    if  any   specific   charge 
could  be  brought  against  his  Lordship,  he 
(Sir  George  Grey)  was  fully  prepared  to 
meet  it.  When  his  Lordship  resigned,  the 
Government  stated  to  him,  that  although 
the  tranquillity  of  the  colonics  might  re- 
quire some   new  line  of  policy,  and  that 
the  adjustment  of  their  affdirs  ought  to  be 
intrusted  to  other  authority,  yet  he  retired 
with  the  fullest  approbation  of  hisSovereign. 
There  was  one  point  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bridport  which  he  said 
in   some   degree   implicated  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  mode  of  carrying  on  the  war, 
but  which  did  not  in  nny  way  justify  the 
observations  which   had   been   made  re- 
garding the  British  troops  and  their  con- 
duct.    Looking  at  the  dispatches  which 
had  reached  the   Government,   and   the 
accounts  which  they  received  of  the  de- 
meanour of  the  troops,  he  did  not  see  how 
the  Government  could  abstain  from  stating 
the  entire  satisfticticni  with  which  they 


viewed  their  steadiness,  and    the  praise, 
worthy  manner  in  which  they  had  acted. 
Bat  to  show  that  the  contest  would  not 
be  carried  on  after  resistance  had  ceased, 
he  would   appeal   to  the  steps  that  had 
been  taken.   As  for  the  destruction  of  the 
fortified  houses,  he  would  ask  hon.  Geo* 
tlemen,  whether  that  was   not   the   best 
course  that  could  be  taken  for  the  sake  of 
the  peasantry  themselves,  who  had   been 
led   into  these  acts  of  insurrection,  and 
thus  preventing  the>n  involving  themselves 
in  the  same  risk  and  danger  in  which  they 
had  so  recently  engaged?     What  was  the 
language  of  the  Government:  itself  in  the 
instructions  that  had  been  sent  out  to  the 
Governorof  the  province  of  Lower  Canada  ? 
"  Her    Majesty   cannot  contemplate  the 
bloodshed  and  misery  in  which  a  portion 
of  her  subjects  have  involved  themselves 
without  the  deepest  feeling  of  regret  for  the 
necessity  which  has  occasioned  the  active 
services  of  her  troops  in  one  of  the  pro- 
vinces of  the  British  empire.    The  Queen, 
however,  entertaining  the  fullest  confidence 
that,  as  far  as  depends  on  yourself" — and 
it  should  be  recollected,  that  at  this  time 
Sir  John   Colborne  had  been  appointed 
civil  and  military  Governor  of  the  pro- 
vince—" these     evils    will    be  reslricled 
within  the  narrowest  possible  limits,  and 
that  on  the  part  of  her  loyal  and  faithful 
subjects  in    the    province   no   vindictive 
feeling  will  mingle  itself  with  their  zealous 
and    strenuous   endeavours,    under   your 
guidance,  to   put  down   insurrection  and 
revolt,  and  to  vindicate  the  authority  of  the 
law ;  but  that  their  conduct  will  be  equally 
marked  with  moderation  as  with  firmness." 
Such  was  the  spirit  in  wliich  all  the  dis- 
patches to  the   Governor  of  the  province 
were  drawn ;  and  he  was  strongly  urged 
to  take  any  measure  to   prevent  the  suf- 
ferings of  the  people  of  the  districts  un- 
happily engaged  in  the  revolt  from  ex- 
tending beyond  what  was  required  by  the 
exTgencies  of  the   case.     He  would  not 
trouble  the    House    further,  but   he   felt 
called  upon  to  make  the  few  observations 
which    he  had  addressed  to  it  in  conse^ 
quence  of  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny,  and  he   regretted 
tiiat  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  at  once 
proposed  the  resolution  to  which  he  had 
alluded.     He    certainly    entertained    the 
sincere  hope    and   epectation,   that  the 
Bill,  the  provisions  of  which  had  been  ex- 
plained by  his  noble   Friend,  and  which 
was  then  to  be  laid  on  the  table,  would 
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furnish  the  mfeans  of  putting  an  end  to 
those  evils  and  removing  the  difficullies 
which  had  retarded  the  welfare  oF  the  pro- 
vince of  Lower  Canada,  and  which  ulti- 
mately led  to  the  adoption  of  measures 
which  would  develope  the  resources  of 
both  provinces,  bound  together  as  they 
are  by  common  ties  and  common  interests. 
He  trusted  that  the  proceedings  which 
would  grow  out  of  the  measure  before  the 
House  would  prove  beneficial  to  both  the 
provinces  of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada, 
and  that  the  inhabitants  of  these  countries 
would  find,  that  the  British  Government 
would  be  supported  by  the  British  Par- 
liament in  carrying  out  measures  tending 
to  the  permanent  interest  and  welfare  of 
those  colonies;  that  they  would  not 
sanction  any  measure  that  would  hasten 
the  separation  of  the  colonies  from  the 
mother  country,  nor  endeavour  to  retard 
that  separation  by  measures  of  harshness 
and  severity ;  but  he  sincerely  trusted, 
that  the  course  that  would  be  pursued 
would  be  such,  that  the  connexion  would 
prove  beneficial  both  to  the  mother  country 
and  the  colony,  and  that  by  the  promotion 
of  the  common  interest  of  both,  the  union 
would  be  rendered  permanent. 

Mr.  Baines  hoped,  that  his  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Kilkenny,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  would  not  divide 
the  House,  as  it  was  impossible  for  hon. 
Gentlemen,  without  having  seen  the  Bill, 
to  form  anything  like  a  just  estimate  of 
its  merits  or  defects.  He  therefore  trusted, 
that,  in  a  case  in  which  there  was  so  much 
difficulty,  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  call 
upon  the  House  to  divide. 

Mr.  Hume  intended  to  divide  the  House 
on  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  it  was  not 
necessary  to  see  the  details  of  it  before 
they  came  to  a  decision  on  the  subject. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  observed,  that  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  intended  to 
divide  the  House  on  the  principle  of  the 
bill,  he  should  at  once  state  that  he  should 
vote  for  its  introduction,  but  by  voting  for 
leave  to  bring  in  the  bill  he  did  not  thereby 
mean  to  imply  that  he  gave  his  unqualified 
approval  to  the  measure,  the  details  of 
which  bad  that  night  been  explained  to 
them  by  the  noble  Lord.  As  the  constitu- 
tion of  LfOwer  Canada  was  at  present  prac- 
tically suspended,  it  might  be  necessary  to 
have  some  measure  similar  to  a  portion  of 
the  bill  then  proposed.  Therefore,  to  so 
much  of  the  bill  as  sus^icnded  the  constitn. 
tion  of  Lovf er  Canada^  and  made  provision , 


for  the  temporary  administration  of  the 
government  of  that  province,  he  should  not 
object ;  but  he  confessed  he  did  not  under- 
stand the  other  provisions  of  the  bill  as  they 
were  explained  by  the  noble  Lord.  He  hoped 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  whatever  might  be  their 
opinions  on  the  subject,  would  consider  well 
the  provisions  of  that  part  of  the  measure 
which  called  together  the  assembly  which 
the  noble  Lord  described  as  a  convention  of 
estates  of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  for  the  future  govern- 
ment of  those  provinces.  He  doubted  the 
policy  of  the  course  involved  in  this  pro- 
ceeding, above  all  in  the  lower  province, 
where  men's  minds  were  inflamed  by  what 
had  so  recently  passed  before  them.  He 
doubted  the  policy  of  discussing  the  provi- 
sions of  a  future  constitution  for  the  colony, 
when  great  excitement  might  naturally  be 
expected  to  prevail.  If  they  were  anxious 
to  bring  about  a  union  between  the  two 
provinces,  he  doubted  whether  it  would  be 
expedient  or  practicable  to  frame  a  satisfac. 
tory  measure  for  the  purpose  at  the  present 
moment ;  he  doubted  whether  the  feelings 
of  the  different  parties  in  both  provinces 
were  not  in  such  a  state  of  exasperation  that 
it  would  be  inexpedient,  and  almost  im« 
possible,  at  present  to  bring  about  such  a 
result.  The  noble  Lord,  as  a  part  of  his 
plan  for  effecting  this  purpose,  appeared  to 
propose  a  convention  of  estates  having  legis*- 
lative  authority,  and  being  elected  in  a 
certain  manner,  as  he  understood  this  body, 
it  was  to  be  composed  of  three  members  of 
th  eLegislative  Council  of  Upper  Canada, 
and  three  members  of  the  Legislative 
Council  of  Lower  Canada ;  these  were  to 
meet  together,  and  they  were  to  be  aided 
by  a  certain  number  of  persons  having  a 
representative  character.  They  had  a 
Representative  Assembly  in  the  Upper 
Province,  and  there  might  be  no  great 
difficulty  in  getting  proper  persons  chosen 
there.  He  would  not  then  say  whether 
such  a  course  was  wise  or  expedient ;  but 
while  they  suspended  the  existing  constitu* 
tion  of  Lower  Canada,  how  could  they  get 
representatives  from  the  assembly  of  that 
province  to  attend  the  convention.  Did 
the  noble  Lord  mean  to  give  to  the  go- 
vernor of  the  province  for  the  time  being 
the  power  of  nominating  persons  to  attend 
in  that  capacity.  Then  how  were  they  to 
be  nominated  when  the  constitution,  was 
suspended  ?  The  noble  Lord  proposed  to 
suspend  the  constitution,  and  therefore 
representation  both  legal  and  actual,  wouU 
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be  pat   an  end  to;  how  tben  could  the 
lepfiesentatives  be  oonrened  at  the  moment 
to  choose  persons  to  attend  the  convention 
when  they  were  about  to  suspend  the  .con- 
stitution of  Lower  Canada  ?     He  confessed 
he  did  not  understand  from  the  noble  Lord 
what  course  was  to  be  pursued  ;  but   any 
measure  giving  a   form  of  representation 
while  the  constitution  was  suspended  and 
the  province  was  under  martial  law  must 
be  of  a  very  anomalous  character.     Many 
parts  of  the  measure  proposed  by  the  Go- 
vernment would  require  much  consideration 
on  the  part  of  the  House,  and  he  hoped 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  of  all  parties  would 
devote  their  serious  attention  to  the  subject. 
They  should  remember  that  this  measure  was 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  an  act  of  des- 
potism, justifiable  in  his  opinion,  from  the 
steps  that  had  been   taken  by  parties  in 
Lower  Canada,  but  still  an  act  of  despotism, 
and  it  was  useless  and  unwise  to  conceal 
the  character  of  the  measure.     What  he 
objected  to  in  it  was,  that  at  the  present 
moment  they  pretended  to  conciliate,  by 
saying  that  a  certain  form  of  representation 
should  exist  for  the  purpose  of  forming  a 
body  to  frame  the  future  constitution.     He 
thought  that  it  would  be  much  better  to 
confine  themselves  to  the  necessity  of  the 
case,  and  suspend  the  constitution   for  a 
time,  and  not  at  present  take  steps  to  frame 
a  new   constitution.     The  proper  course 
would  have  been,  that  the  Representatives 
of  England  should  declare  that  they  would 
make  every  inquiry,  or  direct  inquiry  to  be 
made,  so  as  to  obtain  adequate  information 
for  future  legislation  on  the  subject.     He 
trusted  that  hon.  Gentlemen  would  not  be 
led  to  mistake  the  nature  of  the  measure. 
The  noble  Lord,  in  introducing  the  Bill, 
said  that  there    should    be  an  Assembly 
chosen,  which  he  would  call  the  Conven- 
tion of  Estates,  and  that  it  should  be  com- 
posed of  persons  representing  both    pro- 
vinces, and  that  this  body    should    thus 
speak  the  sentiments  and  give  expression  to 
the  feelings  of  the  people  of  both  colonies, 
and  that  they  should  assemble  to  draw  up 
certain  measures  for  the  future  government 
of    those  countries.     The  question    was, 
when  they  were  about  to  suspend  the  re- 
presentative constitution  of  Canada,  how 
these  representatives  to  this  assembly  were 
to  be  chosen  ?     Did  the  noble  Lord  mean 
that  the  governor  of  the  province  should 
name  the  districts  and  the  class  of  persons 
who  were  to  choose  these  representatives  ? 
Did  the  noble  Lord  mean  to  name  the  per- 
fons  who  were  qualified  to  be  chosen  as 


representatives,  or    those  vrbom  lie  could 
accept  if  they  were  derted  ?      Or  did  the 
noble  Lord  mean  that  the  gaveinor  of  tbe 
province    should   at  once  name    the  per- 
sons who  were  to  represent  tbe  province? 
If  it  was  in  any  of  these  claas^  it  was  a 
mockery  of  representation.      It    would  te 
infinitely  better  to  guard  against  such  i 
dangerous  act  as  a  precedent,  clothed  a5it 
was  in  a  character  of  liberality,  which  it 
did  not  possess.     If  the  BiU  nontsdned  pro- 
visions of  this  nature,  he  could   not  help 
feeling  that  they  were  called  upon  to  come 
to  a  premature  consideration  of  matters  of 
this  nature.     He  was  most  anxious  to  take 
steps  to  make  provision  for  the  future  good 
government,  and  for  granting  a  free  and 
adequate  constitution  to  Lower    Canada, 
when  the  proper  time  came;  bat  he  be- 
lieved  that  nothing  could  be  more  zmpolitic, 
or  give  rise  to  greater  disasters,  than  the 
premature  consideration  of  matters  of  this 
nature.     He  objected  to  this  part  of  tlie 
measure  on  this  ground,  and  alao  on  the 
other  ground ;    that  the  BiU  proposed  that 
which   was  a  mockery  of  representation 
when  the  constitution  was  suspended  and 
the  representative  bodies  in  the  colony  were 
no  longer  in  existence.     As  the  noble  Lord 
intended  to  move  that  the  House  should 
adjourn  from  that  night  until  Monday,  he 
would  take  that  opportunity  of  asking  the 
noble   Lord,    the    Secretary   for  Foreign 
Affairs,   whether  it  was   his  intention  to 
make  any  communication  to  Parliament  as 
to  the  negotiations  respecting  the  line  be* 
tween  the  state  of  Maine  and  the  province 
of  New  Brunswick  ?     Very  ample  commu- 
nications on  the  subject  had  been  made  by 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  to 
the   American  Congress,  and  he  thought 
that  similar  information  should  be  furnished 
to  the  House  of  Commons  as  to  the  state  of 
this  most  important  question. 

Lord  John  Russell  felt  it  necessary  to 
address  the  House  after  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He  was  quite 
sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad 
quite  unintentionally  misstated  the  inten- 
tions of  theGovemmenton  thisquestion.and 
had  imputed  to  them  a  course  of  proceeding 
which  they  had  no  intention  of  following- 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  in  the  fint 
place,  that  when  insurrection  raged  in 
certain  parts  of  the  province,  and  when 
men's  minds  were  greatly  excited  by  what 
had  taken  place  in  Canada,  it  would  be 
inexpedient  and  unwise  to  call  together 
what  the  right  hon.  Baronet  called  a  con- 
vention oi  estates^  and  whidi  he  designated 
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as  a  mockery  of  representation  in  Lower 
Canada.     He  would  state  again  what  were 
the  intentions  of  Government  with  respect  to 
this  question,  and  he  thought  that  then  they 
would  be  relieved  from  both  the  charges 
that  had  been  brought  against  them.     In 
the  first  place,  then,  what  the  Bill  proposed 
to  do   was,  to  set  aside  and  suspend  for  a 
time,    the  present  constitution  of  Lower 
Canada,  and  to  place  the  authority, — des- 
potic authority,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  have  it  so — in   the  hands  of  the 
Governor  in  council.     But  he  also  said  at 
the  same  time,  that  they  were  determined 
to  enforce  the  authority  of  the  law,  they 
did  not  design  or  intend  to  establish   any- 
thing despotic  in  the  government  of  the 
country ;  but  they  would  take  such  steps 
that  at  the  earliest  possible  time  they  could 
they  would  return   to    the  constitutional 
government  of  Canada.     For  this  purpose, 
he  stated  that  it  would  be  advantageous 
that  the  Governor  to  be  sent  out  to  Canada 
should  have  large  powers  intrusted  to  him, 
and  that  the  future  measures  to  be  framed, 
should  not  only  be  the  result  of  the  expe- 
rience   of   the  Governor,    but  that    they 
should  also  have  the  additional  recommen- 
dation which  would  result  from  their  being 
framed  in  conformity  with  the  sugeestions 
of  persons  in  the  Assembly  which  he  had 
described,    and  by  which  those  measures 
would  have  greater  weight,  both  in  this 
country  and  in   North  America.     In  con- 
sidering  the    provisions    of  this    Bill    it 
appeared  to  be  both  wise  and  expedient  that 
they  should  not  interfere  with  the  preroga- 
tive of  the  Crown,  and  whatever,  therefore, 
was  proposed  to  be  done  with  respect  to  the 
constitution  of  the  Assembly  he  had  alluded 
to,   would  be  contained  in  the  instructions 
of  her  Majesty's  Secretary  of  the  Colonies 
to  the  Governor  appointed,  and  not  em- 
braced in  the  Bill.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  asked,   whether  the  governor  was 
to  nominate  the  body  which  he  called  the 
convention  of  estates.     He    (Lord  John 
Russell)  would  reply  by  no  means,  but  the 
Governor  would  take  steps  to  call  together 
that  body  which  he  should  call  the  commit- 
tee of  advice,  on  this  subject.     If  the  Go- 
vernor should  find,  which  he  (Lord  John 
Russell)  did  not  believe  would  be  the  case, 
that  great  excitement  still  continued  in  the 
province,  and  that  the  calling  together  of 
the  body  he  had  alluded  to^  was  calculated, 
instead  of  promoting  peace,   to  aggravate 
the  feelings  of  dissatisfaction,  then  it  would 
be  the  duty  of  the  Governor  to  withhold 
his  sauction  from  its  assembling ;  but  much 


on  this  point  must  be  left  to  the  discretion- 
ary power  of  the  Governor.  He  did  not, 
therefore,  think  that  the  plan  was  liable  to 
the  charge  that  had  been  brought  against  it, 
that  in  the  midst  of  civil  war  and  excitement 
they  proposed  to  call  together  this  body 
merely  for  the  purpose  ot  giving  a  liberal 
character  to  the  measure.  But  if  the 
Governor  should  think  it  fit  to  call  together 
such  a  body,  it  was  impossible  to  allow  the 
House  of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada  to 
depute  members  to  such  a  body ;  but  still 
he  thought  that  adequate  provision  should 
be  made  and  devised  for  choosing  this  body, 
and  that  elections  could  be  taken,  to  which 
persons  could  be  chosen  to  represent  Lower 
Canada.  Undoubtedly,  however,  this 
process  ought  not  to  be  adopted  until 
tranquillity  was  restored.  But  when  the 
existing  tumults  and  disturbances  were  put 
an  end  to,  supposing  that  such  a  body  was 
called  together,  containing  persons,  repre- 
senting the  interests  and  wishes  of  the  in- 
habitants of  Upper  Canada,  and  the 
interests  and  wishes  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Lower  Canada — such  body  called  together 
by  the  Governor,  and  having  had  the 
whole  subject  laid  before  them  by  him, 
would  be  able  amply  to  consider  and  de- 
liberate on  the  matters  submitted  to  their 
consideration,  and  the  result  of  their  deli, 
berations  would  naturally  have  great  weight 
both  with  Parliament  and  the  country.  lie 
agreed  to  a  considerable  extent  with  an 
opinion  expressed  by  the  Committee  of  1 828, 
and  which  reported  to  the  House  after  sreat 
deliberation,  and  having  with  great  patience 
investigated  the  subject.  They  stated  that 
the  British  Parliament  should  not  be  called 
upon  to  interfere  in  the  affairs  of  Canada, 
unless  in  time  of  great  needy  and  where 
its  authority  was  necessary  ;  but  that  in 
general  the  constitutional  assemblies  of  the 
provinces  should  be  left  to  the  management 
of  their  own  internal  afiairs.  If  the 
Government  of  the  country  were  not  pre- 
pared to  propose  a  plan  at  once,  they  at 
least  recommended  a  course  which  they  had 
good  reason  to  believe  would  meet  with  the 
approbation  of  a  large  portion  of  the  in- 
habitants of  the  provinces,  and  would  lay 
the  foundation  for  future  concord  in  Canada. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  he 
should  oppose  this  part  of  the  Bill,  he 
would  at  once  state,  that  in  framing  it,  his 
learned  Friend,  the  Attorney  General^  had 
been  consulted,  and  he  had  given  it 
as  his  opinion,  that  it  was  unnecessary 
to  frame  enactments  for  empowering 
the   Crown  to   do  that  which    was    at 
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present  in  the  power  of  the  Crown.  It 
had,  therefore,  merely  hecn  mentioned  in 
the  preamhle  of  the  Bill  that  such  instruc- 
tions had  been  furnished  to  the  governor. 
It  was,  therefore,  already  within  the  power 
of  the  governor  about  to  be  sent  out  to 
Canada  to  summon  this  committee  of 
advice.  The  right  hun.  Gentleman  said, 
that  he  should  put  it  to  the  House  whether 
such  authority  should  be  granted  to  this 
body.  It  was  certainly  competent  for  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  do  so,  and  when  he 
brought  the  matter  forward,  he  should  be 
prepared  to  meet  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
He  felt  bound  to  state  to  Parliament  so 
much  respecting  this  body  as  an  explanation 
of  a  part  of  the  policy  the  Government 
meant  to  pursue  with  regard  to  Canada. 
He  felt  bound  to  explain  that  it  was  a  part 
of  the  instructions  given  to  the  Earl  of  Dur- 
ham to  summon  such  a  council,  and  this  was 
done  without  any  such  wish  for  a  show  of 
liberality,  as  had  been  stated  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  but  from  a  belief  and 
conviction  that  by  it  means  might  be  de- 
vised for  the  future  good  government  of 
these  provinces.  The  responsibility  for 
adopting  such  a  course  rested  with  the 
Government,  and  they  were  fully  prepared 
to  bear  it  for  having  given  such  advice  to 
the  Crown.  It  was,  however,  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  thought  (it,  to  show 
that  the  royal  authority  had  not  been  wisely 
or  properly  exercised  on  this  matter.  ^Vith 
respect  to  the  conduct  of  Lord  Gosford  in 
Canada,  he  did  not  feel  called  upon  to 
make  any  observations  after  what  had 
fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies;  and  on  this 
subject  he  fully  agreed  with  his  hon. 
Friend  that  Lord  Gosfurd  had  acted  fully 
in  accordance  with  the  instructions  which 
he  had  received,  and  the  character  which 
he  had  to  maintain ;  and  that  no  man  had 
ever  manifested  a  greater  desire  to  con- 
ciliate, and,  at  the  same  time,  greater  firm- 
ness in  not  yielding  to  cases  in  which  he 
believed  that  the  honour  or  interests  of  this 
country  were  involved.  It  was  unnecessary 
for  him  to  say  more  on  this  point  after  the 
able  observations  of  his  hon.  Friend.  This 
was  a  matter  of  the  gravest  importance, 
and  he  was  most  willing  to  admit  that  the 
closest  attention  of  the  House  should  be 
directed  to  a  question  so  deeply  affecting 
the  future  interests  of  our  North  American 
provinces,  and  the  character  of  this  country 
in  North  America,  with  the  view  of 
removing  every  ground  for  future  dis< 
sension,    and   permanently   providing  for 


the  harmony  and  happiness  o{  the  colo- 
nists. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  he  had  one  word  to 
say  in  explanation  of  his  former  observa- 
tions. He  could  not  imagine  that  there 
were  ten  men  in  the  House  who  had  not 
inferred  from  the  first  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord,  that  the  proposed  Bill  contained 
provisions  authorising  and  empowering  the 
governor  to  call  together  a  committee  from 
both  Canadas,  such  committee  having  a 
representative  character.  This,  undoubt- 
edlyj  must  have  been  the  construction  put 
on  that  speech  by  others  than  himself;  for 
the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Albans  had  de- 
clared, that  he  had  become  reconciled  to 
the  Bill  precisely  on  account  of  the  general 
advance  it  made  in  legislation,  by  enabling 
the  governor  to  call  together  a  Canadian 
convention ;  and  this  compliment  of  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  liberality  of  the  Go- 
vernment no  Member  of  the  Government 
had  once  attempted  to  repudiate.  Now 
the  noble  Lord  said,  that  all  that  was 
intended  waa  to  give  instructions  to  the 
governor,  by  the  exercise  of  the  royal  pne- 
rogative,  to  call  a  certain  number  of  gen- 
tlemen together  to  advise  with  him.  If 
this  were  all  that  was  intended,  no  impedi- 
ment could  be  ofilered  to  it.  But  what  he 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  objected  to  waa»  the  giving 
the  sanction  of  Parliament  to  any  measure 
giving  an  authoritative  and  formal  cha. 
racter  to  such  a  Committee.  The  noble 
Lord  said,  that  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  might  be  extended  to  sending  for 
these  gentlemen  as  representatives  of  the 
districts  of  Lower  Canada.  He  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  doubted  whether  there  was  such  a 
power;  but,  at  all  events,  if  it  was  con- 
templated to  give  the  governor  the  power, 
in  the  present  state  of  Lower  Canada,  to 
name  certain  gentlemen  to  such  a  com- 
mittee as  representatives  of  the  feelings 
and  opinions  of  the  Lower  Canadians,  he 
should  object  to  such  a  proposition. 

Lord  «/.  Russell  said,  he  had  stated  j  ust 
now,  though  the  statement  had  not  been 
noticed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  it 
would  be  inserted  in  the  preamble  that 
such  instructions  be  given  to  the  governor. 
He  did  not  think  it  necessary  that  there 
should  be  any  clause  in  the  Bill  empower- 
ing the  governor  to  call  a  committee  of 
advice  together,  such  a  proceeding  being 
perfectly  within  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown,  or  to  give  power  to  the  governor  to 
make  a  new  division  of  districts.  He  might 
not  have  made  himself  quite  intelligible  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but  this  he 
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could  6ay,  that  two  hours  hefore  he  had  I 
seen  a  draught  of  the  hill  in  which  it  was 
proposed  that  in  the  preamble  this  power 
should  be  recited. 

Mr.  Ellis  considered  the  answer  of  the 
noble  Lord  altogether  different  in  its  cha- 
racter from  his  first  speech.  He  con- 
sidered that  to  give  the  governor  power 
to  naroe  districts  would  create  much  dis- 
content. 

Viscount  Palmerston  stated,  that  the 
documents  and  correspondence  relating  tu 
the  Maine  boundary,  from  the  date  of 
those  last  laid  before  the  House  up  to  the 
present  time,  would  shortly  be  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House. 

The  House  divided  Ayes  198  ;  Noes  7  : 
Majority  191. 

Bill  brought  in  and  read  a  6rst  time. 
On   a   motion    being   made    for  some 
returns, 

Mr.  Howes  wished  to  put  a  question  of 
considerable  importance  to  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Russell).  He  wished  to  kuow, 
having  supported  the  address  in  order  to 
strengthen  the  hands  of  Government  with 
a  view  to  put  down  revolt,  and  being  also 
prepared  to  give  his  consent  to  the  intro- 
duction of  this  Bill,  whether  the  noble 
Lord  had  taken  measures  to  prevent  san- 
guinary punishments  from  taking  place 
previous  to  the  arrival  of  Lord  Durham  in 
Canada  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  hon.  Member  meant  to  imply 
that  there  was  an  expectation,  either  on 
the  |)art  of  the  Government  or  the  House, 
that  sanguinary  executions  would  take 
place  under  the  direction  of  Sir  John  Col- 
borne.  He  must  say,  in  order  to  prevent 
misconception,  that  he  had  no  expectation 
that  Sir  John  Colborne  would  order  san- 
guinary executions,  or  would  do  anything 
beyond  what  he  would  consider  a  painful 
duty  on  this  subject.  It  was  therefore 
certainly  not  necessary  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  take  steps  to  desire  Sir  John 
Colborne  to  refrain  from  a  course  which 
he  considered  it  unlikely  he  should  pursue 
— namely,  a  course  marked  by  a  character 
of  cruelty,  or  one  cf  a  sanguinary  nature. 
At  the  same  time  Government  had  not 
thought  right  to  withhold  from  Sir  John 
Colborne  their  general  opinion  as  to  the 
inexpediency  of  capital  executions  on  an 
occasion  of  this  nature.  Thev  had  in- 
formed  him  of  this  in  tlieir  dispatches,  the 
contents  of  which  he  was  not  inclined  to 
stale  in  detail,  but  they  had  stated  their 


general  opinion— an  opinion  in  which  he 
believed  that  almost  every  person  in  the 
country  would  concur,  namely,  that,  upoa 
an   occasion  like  that  which  had  arisen, 
executions  not  immediately  prompted  by 
absolute  necessity  would  tend  both  to  pro- 
long the  contest,  and  would  leave  after- 
wards in  the  minds  of  the  people  feelings 
of  an  unpleasant  nature.     In  stating  this 
opinion  to  Sir  John  Colborne,  he  must  say 
that  they  did  not  in  the  least  doubt  that 
gallant  Ofiicer^s  disposition ;  and  he  must 
also  say  that  they  were  not  laying  upon 
him  any  positive  instructions  which  should 
fetter  him  in  the  execution  of  his  duty ;  they 
were  merely  stating  to  him  what  was  the 
general  opinion  of  the  Government  on  this 
subject,  an  opinion  in  which  he  had  no 
doubt  but  that  Sir  John  Colborne  would 
fully  concur. 

Mr.  Hawes  did  not  mean  to  imply  that 
any  unnecessary  cruelty  would  he  exer- 
cised by  Sir  John  Colborne.  He  had 
merely  referred  to  the  conduct  of  Govern- 
ment, and  not  to  the  conduct  of  the  gal- 
lant officer.  He  must  add,  that  he  was 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  answer  of  the 
noble  Lord. 

Mr.  Warhurton  said,  that  according  to 
the  common  practice  of  this  country,  state 
prisoners  were  always  treated  with  great 
humanity.  It  would,  however,  be  seen 
from  papers  that  had  been  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  that  owing  to  the 
neglected  state  of  the  prisons  of  Montreal 
a  prisoner  had  lately  perished.  He  hoped 
that  the  same  indulgence  and  attention 
would  be  shown  to  the  prisoners  in  Mont- 
real that  was  shown  to  prisoners  in  this 
country. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  said,  it  was  a  question 
with  many,  and  himself  amongst  them, 
whether  capital  punishments  might  not  be 
altogether  abolished.  But  with  respect  to 
the  person  who  on  a  late  occasion  had 
been  denounced  as  a  traitor,  amidst  the 
cheers  of  nine-tenths  of  the  House,  he 
must  say  that  he  should  consider  it  a  false 
and  spurious  humanity  to  extenuate  any 
sentence  that  might  be  passed  upon  him. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  was  sorry  to  hear  such 
an  observation  from  the  hon.  Baronet. 
Sufficient  angry  feeling  had  been  excited 
against  the  individual,  and  it  did  not  re. 
quire  any  addition.  He  should  think  that 
the  mercy  of  Government  might  be  pro* 
perly  extended  towards  any  indiviaual, 
and  he  believed  that  in  such  a  course  the 
feelings  of  the  people  would  be  with  theiiti 
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In  the  present  instance  Government  might 
set  a  memorable  and  useful  example  by 
not  shedding  one  drop  of  blood. 

Mr.  Borlkwick  begged  to  remind  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bridport  that  persons 
taken  in  war  were  not  state  prisoners. 

Lord  John  Russell  did  not  wish  to  claim 
credit  for  the  Government  for  carrying 
clemency  to  the  extent  to  which  some  hon. 
Members  supposed  it  would  go.  He  did 
not  say  that  Govern  men  l  had  interposed 
or  would  interpose  witl)  respect  to  any 
individual  case,  upon  which  judgment 
should  be  pronounced  in  the  colony.  He 
had  merely  stated  a  general  opinion  with 
regard  to  executions,  but  with  regard  to 
any  case  that  might  occur,  the  opinion 
must  depend  upon  the  facts  connected 
with  that  individual,  and  upon  the  state 
of  the  province  at  the  time. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  if  anything 
could  tend  to  diminish  the  influence  of  the 
Crown  in  the  exercise  of  mercy,  it  was  the 
House  of  Commons  thus  discussing  the 
extent  to  which  that  mercy  should  go, 
without  any  knowledge  of  the  nature  or 
character  of  the  crimes  committed.  Did 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Liskeard 
mean  to  say  that  for  no  crime  attending 
the  insurrection  in  Canada  should  a  single 
drop  of  blood  be  shed  ? 

Mr.  C.  ^ttZ/er  said,  that  his  observations 
intended  to  apply  to  political  offences 
only^ 

Returns  ordered. 

The  Petition  of  Mr.  Roebuck.] 
Mr.  Orote  presented  a  petition  from  J.  A. 
Roebuck,  praying  that  he  might  be  heard 
at  the  bar  in  defence  of  the  House  of  As- 
sembly of  Lower  Canada,  and  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  measure  of  '*  impolicy  and  in- 
jttstice"  which  Government  meant  to  in- 
troduce with  regard  to  that  country.  The 
petition  also  contained  resolutions  of  the 
House  of  Assembly,  appointing  Mr.  Roe- 
buck agent.  He  was  persuaded  the  House 
would  see  the  reason  and  justice  of  granting 
the  prayer  of  this  petition.  When  the 
Act  of  1791  was  passed,  establishing  the 
constitution  of  Canada,  he  found  an  entry 
00  their  journals  of  the  application  of  Mr. 
Adam  Limburner,  as  agent  for  Quebec,  to 
be  beard  by  himself  or  counsel  against 
certain  clauses  of  the  Act.  This  applica- 
tion was  agreed  to,  as  well  as  that  con- 
tained in  the  petitions  of  Mr.  James  Finn 
and  Mr.  Alexander  Ellice,  merchants 
trading  to  QaebeC|  to  the  same  effect.] 


He  trusted  that  the  House  would  see  that 
the  precedent  to  which  he  had  refrred 
was  precisely  in  point,  both  as  to  the  cha- 
racter in  which  the  individual  claimed  to 
be  heard  and  as  to  the  subject  to  be  dis- 
cussed, which  related  to  the  identical 
province  that  was  affected  by  the  Bill 
which  was  to  be  introduced  by  the  present 
Government.  He  hoped^  also^  that  the 
House  would  recollect  that  in  the  argu- 
ments of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Russell)  the  main  stress  of  his  allegations 
rested  on  the  demonstration  that  the 
House  of  Assembly  had  been  deficient  in 
the  qualities  requisite  for  performing  its 
duty  and  failed  in  its  obligations  both  to 
the  mother  country  and  the  colony.  That 
was  one  of  the  two  points  which  the 
noble  Lord  undertook  to  establish  in 
the  course  of  his  very  long  speech.  In 
the  few  remarks  which  he  had  addressed 
to  the  House  in  answer  to  that  speech,  he 
stated  his  opinion  that  the  House  of  As- 
sembly had  been  hardly  dealt  with  in  re- 
gard to  its  defence,  because  there  was  no 
Gentleman  present  who  either  understood 
the  full  details  of  their  conduct,  or  was 
capable  of  meeting,  without  notice,  any 
specific  charges  which  might  be  urged 
against  them.  The  general  importance  of 
the  affairs  of  the  colony,  in  a  matter  bear- 
ing so  hardly  and  closely  on  a  large  body 
of  persons  in  these  provinces,  would,  he 
trusted,  make  the  House  sensible  that 
there  was  the  strongest  necessity  for  giv- 
ing the  fullest  opportunity  of  hearing  the 
case  of  the  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada  as 
fully  and  fairly  stated  on  the  one  side  as  it 
had  been  amply  detailed  on  the  other.  He 
did  think,  that  when  there  was  a  gentle- 
man  in  this  country  armed  with  authority, 
as  agent,  by  the  House  of  Assembly,  and 
fully  competent,  from  his  knowledge  of  all 
the  details  and  circumstances,  to  answer 
the  charges  which  had  been  urged,  the 
House  would  not  be  acting  in  a  spirit  of 
fair  and  equitable  justice  if  they  were  to 
refuse  to  hear  him  at  the  bar;  particularly 
when  to  hear  the  petitioner  at  the  bar 
was  as  much  in  consonance  with  the  old 
established  custom  of  the  House  as  with  a 
regard  to  the  strict  dictates  of  justice. 
He  submitted  that  if  the  House  were  to 
decline  to  hear  their  agents  it  would  have 
an  appearance  of  rigour  and  injustice  to- 
wards the  House  of  Assembly,  which  it 
was  not  in  the  wish  of  any  Gentleman  at 
either  side  to  evince.  With  the  permission 
of  the  Speaker,  he  should  bring  up  the 
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petition,  and  then,  if  the  House  agreed  to 
its  prayer,  he  should  move  that  a  day  be 
named  on  which  Mr.  Roebuck  should  be 
heard. 

The  petition  having  been  read  at  length 
by  the  Clerk, 

Mr.  Wakley  said,  that,  as  it  appeared  to 
him  that  there  would  not  be  the  slightest 
objection  to  hear  a  detail  of  the  grievances , 
of  which  the  Assembly  complained,  he 
thought  they  should  now  at  once  deter- 
mine when  Mr.  Uoebuck  should  be  heard. 
The  principle  of  the  Bill  would  be  decided 
on  the  second  reading ;  and  it  was,  there- 
fore, important  that  the  agent  of  the  As- 
sembly should  be  heard  on  Monday,  for 
which  that  stage  was  fixed. 

Mr.  Warhurton  begged  to  remind  the 
House  that  in  the  precedent  which  had 
been  quoted,  the  complaint  was  against 
certain  clauses  of  the  Act,  and  counsel 
might,  therefore,  without  unfairness,  be 
heard,  as  it  was  intended  in  that  case  they 
should  be,  on  bringing  up  the  report.  But 
here  he  apprehended  that  the  opposition 
to  be  given  was  intended  against  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  proposed  measure,  and  the 
proper  course,  therefore,  was  to  have  the 
petitioner  heard  at  the  bar  before  the 
second  reading,  in  accordance  with  all 
established  precedents. 

Lord  /.  Russell  observed,  that  with- 
out wishing  to  give  any  decisive  opinion 
as  to  the  praye^of  the  petition,  he  thought 
it  ought  to  be  printed,  and  taken  into 
consideration  on  another  day.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  introduced  this  subject,  no 
doubt,  from  necessity  at  the  end  of  the 
evening.  He  thought,  however,  that  the 
House  should  be  allowed  time  to  consider 
the  precedents  on  the  case,  and  both 
whether  the  petitioner  should  be  heard, 
and  if  so,  in  what  character.  As  to  whether 
he  were  to  be  considered  agent  for  the 
colonies— [Mr.  Grote:  He  has  been  ap- 
pointed by  the  Assembly.]  He  did  not 
then  wish  to  give  an  opinion  on  that  point. 
There  were  instructions  sent  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  this  country  for  the  intro- 
duction of  a  Bill  by  which  the  House  of 
Assembly,  with  the  assent  of  the  Legisla- 
tive Council  and  the  Governor  might  ap- 
point an  agent.  No  such  Bill,  however, 
was  passed.  If  the  House  should  be  of 
opinion  that  Mr.  Roebuck  should  be 
heard,  he  had,  of  course,  no  objection  that 
he  should  make  his  statement  before  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill;  but  they 
ought  not  now  to  determiue  either  the 
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question  whether  he  should  be  heard,  or 
in  what  capacity  he  should  be  allowed  to 
appear. 

Mr.  Grote  stated,  that  all  he  desired  was, 
that  the  Bill  should  not  be  advanced  to 
the  stage  of  the  second  reading  before  the 
question  as  to  the  admission  of  Mr.  Rue- 
buck  to  be  heard  was  decided.  He  should, 
therefore,  give  notice  that  he  meant  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  on  Monday 
to  that  subject  before  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Warburton:  Mr.  Roebuck  had 
been  acknowledged  as  agent  by  Lord 
Gosford,  and  was  paid  by  the  House  of 
Assembly. 

Lord  J.  Russell  had  not  the  least  ob- 
jection to  the  intended  motion. 

Sir  JR.  Peel  thought,  the  capacity  in 
which  Mr.  Roebuck  should  be  heard  was 
quite  a  subordinate  question  compared  to 
this,  as  to  whether  he  should  be  heard  on 
the  part  of  the  Assembly  of  the  province. 
His  own  impression  was,  considering  the 
extraordinary  nature  of  the  suspension 
proposed,  which  was  justified,  he  thought, 
by  necessity,  that  they  ought  not  to  debar 
the  parties  who  were  to  suffer  this  penalty 
from  making  any  representations  they 
might  think  essential.  Therefore,  reserv- 
ing his  opinion  as  to  the  subjects  of  the 
defence,  he  was  persuaded  that,  while 
they  proceeded  with  as  much  deliberation 
as  was  necessary  for  the  enforcement  of 
the  proposed  measures,  they  ought  not  to 
shut  out  any  statements  on  the  part  of  the 
colonists  which  they  might  deem  neces- 
sary to  be  submitted. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Thursday  f  January  18,  1838. 

Mikutsb]     Bills.     Retd    a  leeond    time  :'-DucbcM  of 
Kent* f  Aanttity. 

Affairs  op  Canada."]  Lord  Glenelg: 
My  Lords,  I  rise,  according  to  the  notice 
I  have  given,  to  move  a  humble  address  to 
her  Majesty  relative  to  the  affairs  of 
Canada.  My  Ix>rds,  this  address  generally 
expresses  the  regret  of  this  House  at  the 
state  of  affairs  in  Canada,  and  it  states  that 
this  House  will  support  her  Majesty  in 
whatever  measures  may  be  necessary  to  pre- 
serve the  integrity  of  the  empire.  This 
address  will,  I  flatter  myself,  meet  with 
the  ready  approbation  of  your  Lordships. 
I  shall  now  take  the  liberty  of  reading  it. 
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*^  That  a  humble  address  be  presented  to 
her  Majesty  I  to  thank  her  Maje&ty  for  her 
gracious  communication  of  papers  relating 
to  the  affairs  of  Canada ;  to  assure  her  Ma- 
jesty that  the  anxious  consideration  of  this 
House  shall  be  given  to  the  preparation  of 
such  measures  as  the  present  exigency  may 
require;  to  express  to  her  Majesty  our 
deep  concern  that  a  disaOected  party  in 
Canada  should  have  had  recourse  to  open 
violence  and  rebellion,  with  a  view  to 
throw  off  their  allegiance  to  the  Crown ; 
to  declare  to  her  Majesty  our  satisfaction 
that  these  designs  have  been  opposed  no  less 
by  her  Majesty's  loyal  subjects  in  Kurth 
America  than  by  her  Majesty's  forces ;  and 
to  assure  her  Majesty,  that  while  this 
House  is  ever  ready  to  afford  redress  to 
real  grievances,  we  are  fully  determined 
to  support  the  efforts  of  her  Majesty  for  the 
suppression  of  revolt,  and  the  restoration 
of  tranquillity."  My  Lords,  in  submitting 
this  address  to  your  Lordships,  I  trust  that 
you  will  permit  me  to  make  a  few  obser- 
vations upon  the  subject  to  which  it  relates. 
I  think  that,  with  respect  to  that  address, 
your  Lordships  will  regard  the  subject  as 
one  of  considerable  and  deep  importance, 
find  one  that  is  very  interesting  in  relation 
io^  and  as  affecting,  the  interests  and  pros- 
perity of  the  empire.  1  think  it  right,  ray 
Lords,  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  to 
request  your  patient  indulgence  while  I 
ofler  to  you  those  observations  which  I  shall 
feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to  make ;  becatise  I 
do  n(»t  think  it  possible  to  present  to  your 
Lordships  a  just  view  of  the  mea>ures  which 
we  propose,  or  of  the  policy  which  the 
Government  has  acted  upon,  without 
trespassing  some  time  upon  your  Lordships 
— I  hope  not  a  long  time,  certainly  not  a 
longer  time  than  the  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject demands.  In  trespassing  upon  your 
time,  it  is  not  necessary  for  nie  to  recal 
your  attention  to  the  entire  history  of  the 
disputes  in  Canada.  At  least  it  is  not 
necessary  for  me  to  recal  your  atten- 
tion to  the  earlier  part  of  these  disputes. 
But  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  place 
our  policy  in  its  proper  light,  to  re- 
quest your  Lordships  to  return  to  that 
period  of  their  history  upon  which  the 
present  Government  came  into  the  admi- 
nistration of  affairs.  When  this  Govern- 
ment came  into  office,  the  most  difficult 
question  presented  to  their  attention  was, 
the  question  relating  to  Canada.  Those 
difficulties  were  not  the  consequence  of 
accidental  or  temporary  circumstaocts.  No, 
but  the  causes  of  thcne  difficulties  wt  re  deep- 


rooted.  They  were  interwoven  with  the 
framework  of  the  society ;  they  could  be 
traced  to  the  nature  of  tlie  Government, 
and  to  the  nature  and  situation  of  tbe  Bri 
tish  North  American  colonies  in  general 
That  great  portion  of  territory  added  t3 
our  dominions  by  the  peace  of  llt\i  divi- 
ded into  two  provinces.  Upper  and  Lower 
Ctnada,  presented  at  that  time  a  subjer. 
of  exceeding  difficulty  and  of  very  great 
anxiety.  VVith  respect  to  the  province  of 
Upper  Canada,  it  was  found  to  be  well 
populated,  powerful,  and  rapidly  ad- 
vancing in  prosperity ;  but  throughout 
that  province  a  great  degree  of  discon- 
tent and  animosity  prevailed  with  reter- 
ence  to  the  province  of  Lower  Canada,  ani 
that  particularly  with  regard  to  the  situa- 
tion in  which  the  Upper  Canadians  foui*! 
their  commercial  interests  to  he  placed. 
That  province,  I  might  almost  say,  tba: 
nation  was  divided  from  others;  it  was 
surrounded  by  other  nations,  and  couid 
have  no  intercourse  with  the  ocean  except 
through  the  United  States,  or  by  the  ri^cr 
St.  Lawrence.  All  the  conmierrial  inlere>t> 
of  the  people  of  Upper  Canada  were  con- 
trolled by  foreign  legislatures,  or  by  hf^ 
latures  which,  if  not  foreign,  between 
whom  and  themselves  there  were  consider- 
able distinctions  in  manners,  habits,  vievvs, 
and  political  principles.  The  Legislature 
of  Lower  Canada  viewed  with  jealousy  tk 
exertions  of  those  of  LTppcr  Canada.  The 
pressure  of  this  state  of -things  upon  tk 
people  of  Canada  was  felt  to  be  so  grw: 
that  various  plans  were  devised  to  mee* 
the  difficulty,  or  to  escape  from  it.  ^"^ 
plan,  was  for  entering  into  a  negofiati  n 
with  the  United  States  for  the  purpose  o: 
securing  a  communication  with  the  sea ;  ««"'' 
another  was,  that  Montreal  should  bema^ 
the  capital  of  Upper  Cnnada,  in  order  lii*' 
the  province  of  Upper  Canada  might  hA^\ 
that  command  over  the  8t.  Lawrence  whif^ 
her  interest  demanded.  At  the  same  tia^^^ 
in  Upper  Canada  considerable  intern^' 
anxiety  prevailed.  The  House  of  Assembly 
of  that  province  was  then  about  enterH 
iJito  a  race  of  rivalry  with  the  House  ol 
Assembly  of  Lower  Canada  upon  those 
topics  which  agitated  Lower  Canada,  ^f 
there  were  causes  of  still  deeper  anxiety  to 
existence  with  respect  to  Lower  Cans^*' 
for  in  that  province  there  was  that  at  work 
which  n)ight  not  exactly  be  the  origin  '^' 
the  disturbances,  but  which  certainly  p"'*' 
thera  the  force  and  energy  which  they  ^^^ 
acquired,  namely,  the  division  of  the  t«^ 
races  which  inhabited  tbat  province— a  (^i* 
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vision  which  was  not  by  circumstances  at 
all  mellowed^  but  which  had  been  embit- 
tered by  them^  and  had  given  rise  to  more 
heartburnings,  and  had  been  the  cause  of 
more  disturbances  than  any  political  events 
c}f  the  time.  In  that  colony  the  constitu* 
tion  was  not  established  on  principles  which 
gave  to  wealth  an  influence  and  weight 
which^  in  conjunction  with  other  circum- 
stances, would  have  been  beneficial,  but 
which  gave  the  whole  influence  to  numbers 
alone — the  determination  of  which  alone 
made  the  elective  franchise  what  it  was ; 
and  the  case,  my  Lords,  is  remarkable,  as 
forming  the  peculiar  political  society  of  that 
province.  The  numerical  majority,  about 
4fOO,000,  returned  by  far  the  greater  ma- 
jority of  the  members  of  the  Assembly;  and 
the  consequence  was,  that  one  of  the  races 
predominated  in  the  Assembly,  so  as,  in 
fact,  practically  to  exclude  the  other,  Those 
who  were  returned  by  a  numerical  majority, 
comprising,  it  may  be  said,  the  whole  of 
the  Assembly,  were  those  attached  to  the 
obsolete  notions  of  former  times.  They 
were  unfriendly  to  commerce,  to  the 
spread  of  intelligence,  to  the  diffusion 
of  education ;  and  therefore  not  very 
friendly  to  the  prevailing  characteristics  of 
the  English  race.  The  leaders  of  the  House 
of  Assembly,  who  commanded  a  majority 
there^  did  so  with  very  little  responsibility 
to  their  constituents.  In  fact  their  consti- 
tuents, though  a  very  amiable  and  a  very 
virtuous  race  of  men,  were  yet  very  igno- 
rant, and  little  fitted  to  appreciate  the  bles- 
sings which  the  constitution  bestowed  upon 
them.  They  were  fitted  to  be  deluded  by 
ambitious  and  designing  men.  Their  lead- 
ers were  attached  to  obsolete  notions,  and 
had  the  advantage  of  fighting  for  them  with 
the  weapons  of  popular  institutions.  Those 
who  were  against  improvement  had  the 
support  and  the  aid  of  popular  institutions ; 
while  those  who  were  really  favourable  to 
improvement,  and  had  wealth  and  intelli- 
gence upon  their  side,  were  compelled  to 
resort  to  the  aristocratic  party.  These  par- 
ties were  invested  with  weapons  which 
were  not  suited  to  them.  Those  who  were 
the  most  liberal  had  to  seek  for  aid  from 
the  Legislative  Council,  and  the  aristocratic 
part,  as  I  nAy  term  it,  of  the  constitution  ; 
while  those  who  were  less  liberal,  and 
were  indisposed  to  improvement,  were 
fighting  under  the  colours  of  free  institu- 
tions. Thus  it  happened,  on  the  one 
hand,  that  those  who  were  the  supporters 
of  an  oligarchy  hostile  to  improvement 
made  use  of  the  rights  and  pnvileges  of 


popular  institutions^  and  pushed  them  to  an 
extreme ;  and  on  the  other,  privileges  not 
generally  used  to  promote  improvements 
and  support  free  institutions,  were  pushed 
to  an  extreme  for  the  purpose  of  enforcing 
them.  This  formed  a  very  remarkable 
circumstance  in  the  situation  of  that  peo» 
pie.  But  these  distinctions  were  still  more 
aggravated  by  other  circumstances— »the 
differences  between  the  two  nations  in 
manners,  in  religion,  in  language,  in  general 
views,  and  in  general  principles.  Notwith- 
standing the  advantage  which  numbers 
gave  |o  the  one  race,  yet  the  aspiring  ac- 
tivity of  the  other  gave  them  an  ascendancy 
even  in  spite  of  the  countervailing  advan- 
tages. The  English  race  was  in  possession 
of  all  the  foreign  commerce,  and  even  of  a 
large  portion  of  the  property  where  the 
hahUans  lived :  and  thus  the  illusions  which 
they  fostered  amongst  themselves,  of  their 
one  day  constituting  a  great  Canadian  re- 
public, was  every  day  fading  from  their 
view.  Such  were  the  hopes  and  fears  of 
the  two  nations ;  and  they  could  not  fail 
to  produce  considerable  and  numerous  ani- 
mosities. Preparations  were  made  upon 
both  sides  to  assert,  by  every  means  withiti 
their  power^  and  such  as  they  conld  find 
constitutionally,  the  ascendancy  which  the 
one  desired  to  maintain,  and  which  the 
other  was  desirous  to  acquire.  But  there 
were  other  circumstances  to  be  looked  to. 
The  constitution  of  1791>  ^rom  the  earlier 
years  at  least  in  the  history  of  Canada^ 
might  be  said  not  to  be  administered.  It 
might  have  been  very  advantageous  for  the 
people  of  Canada  if  it  had  been  so  ;  but  the 
executive  government  took  part  with  one 
race  against  the  other— it  look  part  with 
the  English  race  instead  of  being  the  um- 
pire and  arbitrator  between  both.  All  the 
honours  and  emoluments  flowed  in  one 
channel ;  and  thus  the  popular  institutions 
were  severed  for  the  Canadians  from  the 
government,  and  they  obtained  no  advan- 
tage through  them.  This  was  done  while 
the  government  usuraed  practically  the 
funds  of  the  State.  Those  funds  were  in 
the  hands  of  the  governors — abuses  crept 
in,  and  at  length  they  prevailed  to  such  an 
extent  that  many  of  the  English  united 
with  the  French  race  to  obtain  a  redress  of 
grievances.  The  French,  connected  with 
the  English,  had  the  advantage  of  urginc 
their  demands  on  the  ground  of  real  and 
existing  abuses.  In  1828,  redress  was 
aflbrded  when  the  subject  was  brought  for. 
ward  by  Mr.  Huskii»on,  and  the  recom- 
mendations that  were^  then  made  were 
G2 
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curried  into  effect  by  my  noble  Friend  op- 
posite, as  for  as  the  influence  and  power  of 
the  Crown  could  carry  them  into  effect ; 
and  the  result  was,  that  the  reasonable  por- 
tion of  the  French  Canadians  quitted  the 
ranks  of  the  agitators  and  supported  the 
government.  The  English  also  separated 
from  them  and  supported  the  government. 
But  this  was  not  the  way  to  satisfy  the 
leaders  of  the  discontented  party.  Those 
reforms  were  hostile  to  their  purposes.  They 
believed  those  reforms  were  not  conceded 
from  a  sense  of  justice  (as  I  am  sure  they 
really  were),  but  from  timidity.  Their 
only  ho))e,  then,  to  retain  an  influence  over 
their  followers  was  to  maintain  the  cry  of 
existing  grievances.  When  these  real 
grievances  had  been  swept  away,  fresh 
grievances  were  to  be  found,  and  the 
bright  reward  received  by  my  noble 
Friend  for  his  exertions  was  the  applause 
which  the  House  of  Assembly  gave  to  those 
who  would  resist  the  just  terms  of  accom- 
modation. At  last,  having  advanced  other 
grievances,  the  House  of  Assembly  at 
length  took  its  stand  upon  demands  which 
involved  the  surrender  of  the  sovereignty 
of  the  province.  They  insisted  upon  the 
application  of  the  elective  principle  to  the 
Leginlative  Council ;  they  required  the  do- 
minion, unqualified  and  unconditional^ 
over  the,  revenues  of  the  Crown ;  and  the 
responsibility  of  the  Executive  Council  to 
such  a  degree,  that  the  officers  should  be 
dependent  upon  the  will  of  the  Assembly. 
These  demands  were  openly  urged  by  the 
Assembly.  To  these  demands  the  English 
party  were  decidedly  opposed,  because  they 
•aw  in  them  the  proscription  of  their  own 
race ;  for  they  saw  that  such  would  be  the 
result  of  the  success  of  those  efforts.  Such, 
then,  was  the  situation  of  the  minds  of  men 
in  Lower  Canada  at  the  time  that  the  Go- 
vernment entered  into  the  consideration  of 
these  circumstances.  At  the  same  period, 
in  the  adjoining  province,  there  were  cir- 
cumstances which  gave  room  for  considera- 
ble anxiety.  Not  only  in  Upper  Canada 
alone,  but  also  in  Nova  Scotia  and  in  New 
Brunswick  there  was  some  degree  of  agita- 
tion. At  all  events  the  agitators  in  Lower 
Canada,  if  not  entitled  to  claim,  did  actu- 
ally claim,  a  fellow-feeling  with  themselves 
in  the  other  provinces — most  falsely,  most 
unjustly,  I  believe,  but  they  claimed  it. 
Their  making  such  a  claim  proved,  at  least, 
that  there  must  have  been  some  agitation 
in  the  other  provinces  which  was  calculated 
to  excite  the  attention  of  the  Government. 
Such  were  the  difficulties  in  which  affairs 


were  placed  when  we  were  first  called  cm 
to  examine  those  questions.  How  were  the 
difficulties  to  be  met  ?     I  know  it  is  said 
that  the  course  was  a  very  simple  one — 
that  we  ought  to  take  the  one  line  or  the 
other,  and  that  we  took  neither  line,  and 
that   the  consequence  is  that  we  are   in- 
volved in  our  present  difficulty.      I  know, 
my  Lords,  that  it  is  very  easy,   after  the 
result,  to  prophesy  of  the  issue,  and  to  make 
an  assertion  as  to  the  course  that  ou^fat  to 
have  been  pursued.     But  what  were  the 
two  lines   upon  which  we  ought  to  have 
acted,  and  between  which  we  ought  to  have 
made  our  choice  ?     One  of  these  lines  was 
to  support  the  pretensions  of  the  Fiendi 
party — it  was,  in  a  word,  to  accede  to  the 
propositions  to  which  I  have  adverted.  The 
result  would  be  very  simple  and  very  clear 
— in  one  sense  it  would  be  so,    putting 
aside  for  the  present  that  which   I  shall 
immediately  advert  to — it  would    involve 
the  surrendering  the  British  sovereignty ; 
and  I  may  add  it  would  involve,  too^  very 
great  injustice    to    the    British    settlers. 
Justice,  I  conceive,  is  the  principle  upon 
which  we  are  bound  to  act ;  and  if  we  had 
at  once  acceded  to  the  demands  of    the 
French  Canadians  the  result  would  he  ex- 
ceedingly injurious  to  the  British  race  at 
the  time  forming  a  part  of  the  population 
of  Canada.     Would  that  course  be  sano* 
tioned  by  this  House  ?     Would  it  he  ap* 
proved  of  by  Parliament  and  the  nation  ? 
Would  it  have  been  supported  and  approved 
of  by  their  fellow  colonists  in  other  parts 
of  North  America?     Ought,  then,    that 
course  to  be  followed  ?     I  venture  to  say 
that  such  a  course  would  have  involved  us 
in  the    calamity  to    which   we  are  now 
brought,  and  that,  too,  under  more  unfor- 
tunate circumstances  than  we  are  at  present 
placed.     It  would  have  been  to  call  upon 
us  to    support    the     French     Canadians 
against  our  fellow -subjects  in  Lower  Ca- 
nada.    But  another  line  might  have  been 
pursued;  that  is,   to  take  part  with  the 
English   Canadians.     We  ought,  then,  to 
have  removed  this  House  of  Assembly,  and 
to  form  a  new  system  of  representation,  so  as 
to  give  an  ascendancy  to  the  English.  That, 
my  Lords,  would  not  have  been  just — that 
would  not  have  been  endured  ly  this  coun- 
try,  which  never  will  sanction  injustice. 
That,  too,   would  have  brought  on  us  the 
same  difficulty  in  which  we  are  now,  with 
this  difference,  that  then  it  would  have 
involved  the  whole  of  the  French  nation 
in  Canada,  which  at  present  is  not  the 
case:  and  it  certainly  would  have    been 


1 69  Affain  of  Canada.  {Jan 

against  the  general  feeling  of  justice 
amonffst  our  fellow  colonists  in  North 
America.  I  come,  then,  to  the  course  of 
policy  which  has  heen  pursued.  We  thought 
that  the  proper  course  of  justice  was  not  to 
act  as  the  partisans  of  either ;  but  to  act  as 
the  mediators  between  both  parties.  It  was 
to  take  the  line  of  justice,  of  conciliation, 
and  of  moderation.  It  is  a  line  which  is 
always  open  to  the  sneers  and  censures 
of  those  who  maintain  extreme  opinions 
on  both  sides.  It  was,  however,  the  only 
true  line,  which  ultimately  could  lead 
to  success.  Ihat  line,  I  venture  to  say,  is 
the  line  which  the  Government  has 
adopted,  andvthe  results  to  which  it  led 
was  the  redress  of  acknowledged  and  ad- 
mitted grievances,  and  an  investigation  into 
alleged  abuses.  On  that  principle  the 
Government  proceeded  —  that  which  I 
believe  to  be  the  just  principle— of  moder- 
ators between  the  parties.  Preceding  Go- 
vernments had  acted  upon  that  principle ; 
for  I  do  not  mean  to  take  for  this  Govern- 
ment alone  the  merit  of  having  acted  upon 
it.  I  believe  it  was  the  course  of  policy 
pursued  by  my  predecessors  in  office.  It 
is  the  course  which  the  present  Govern- 
ment has  pursued,  and  it  was  the  only  one 
left  us  to  pursue;  and  in  accordance 
with  that  policy  Lord  Gosford  was 
empowered  to  redress  acknowledged 
abuses,  and  also  to  inquire  into  griev- 
ances alleged  to  exist.  Lord  Gosford 's  en. 
deavours  in  that  province  were  met  by  the 
House  of  Assembly  by  conduct  which  I 
shall  not  characterise.  It  was  not  calcu- 
lated, I  may  observe,  to  maintain  a  spirit  of 
conciliation  and  moderation  between  the 
parties,  and  which  it  was  the  object  of  the 
Government  to  promote,  and  the  object  of 
Lord  Gosford  in  every  manner  to  extend. 
The  truth  was,  that  the  leaders  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  were  not  disposed  to 
acquiesce  in  any  proposition  which  did  not 
involve  a  surrender  of  the  province.  After 
the  failure  of  those  efibrts,  the  matter  was 
referred  to  the  Imperial  Parliament,  and  by 
it  a  decision  was  pronounced  respecting  it. 
Soon  after  that  decision  an  opportunity  was 
atforded  to  the  House  of  Assembly  to  retrace 
its  steps.  Some  moderate  men  were  anxious 
to  adjust  those  difierences,  but  the  attempt 
failed,  and  the  House  of  Assembly  ad- 
journed in  August,  taking  up  its  position 
on  the  difierent  demands  to  which  I  have 
alluded.  Such,  then,  is  the  result  of  the 
efforts  that  have  been  made ;  and  I  need 
not  say-— for  it  is  sufficiently  notorious, 
from  tbapapers  which  are  on  tlie  table-* 
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that  at  this  moment  one  part  of  the  pro- 
vince is  in  direct  resistance  to  the  arms  of 
the  Sovereign.  There  are  circumstances 
favourable  now  which  at  other  periods  did 
not  exist.  I  say  this  notwithstanding  the 
calamity  which  has  occurred  in  Lower 
Canada,  and  the  result  of  which  I  most 
deeply  lament ;  yet  there  are  circumstances 
which  have  occurred  within  the  last  two 
or  three  years,  in  the  other  provinces  which 
are  of  no  small  moment.  The  result  of  the 
mission  of  Lord  Gosford  had  produced  be- 
neficial effects  upon  the  French  population 
in  Lower  Canada.  A  few  years  ago  these 
were  scattered  through  the  province,  and  in 
Quebec  many  persons  who  were  allied 
and  joined  with  the  efforts  of  the  agitators, 
but  who  had  since,  perceiving  the  course 
which  the  Government  pursued  was  that 
of  dealing  fairly  towards  all  parties,  quitted 
the  ranks  of  the  a^tators,  and  supported 
the  Government.  The  consequence  was, 
that  the  feelings  of  discontent  which  were 
scattered  over  the  province  were  latterly 
confined  to  Montreal,  and  the  rest  of  the 
country  had  been  free  from  agitation.  With 
respect  to  the  other  provinces  of  North 
America  a  very  different  spirit  prevails 
from  that  to  which  1  have  alluded.  I  need 
not  refer  to  the  statements  from  Upper 
Canada  to  show  the  feelings  of  loyalty  and 
attachment  to  this  country.  In  New 
Brunswick  and  in  Nova  Scotia  the  same 
feelings  of  loyalty  are  participated  in  by 
the  whole  population.  The  Governors  of 
those  provinces  state,  that  it  is  impossible 
for  anything  to  exceed  the  enthusiasm  with 
which  the  people  there  expressed  their  de- 
termination to  give  their  support  in  up- 
holding the  connection  with  Great  Britain 
and  the  rights  of  the  Sovereign  of  this 
country.  These  are  circumstances  of  no 
small  moment  when  we  have  to  consider 
the  calamity  which  prevails  in  Lower 
Canada.  Now,  my  Lords,  with  respect  to 
the  insurrection  which  has  broken  out  in 
Lower  Canada,  I  know  that  it  has  been 
said,  that  Government  has  shown  a  want 
of  precaution  in  looking  to  that  issue.  It 
has  been  said,  that  there  ought  to  have 
been  a  greater  supply  of  forces  in  L(»wer 
Canada  last  summer,  and  we  ought  natu- 
rally to  have  expected  some  commotion 
when  the  resolutions  which  were  passed 
last  Session  became  known.  V\  ith  respect 
to  want  of  precaution  I  have  now  to  stHte^ 
— and  I  do  so  in  allusion  to  a  questicm 
which  was  asked  by  the  noble  Baron  oppo- 
site (Lord  Ellenborough),  in  reference  to 
the  dispatdi  of  November;  1836— -that   I 
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fulfilled  the  promise  given  in  that  letter ; 
and  although  I  am  not  at  liberty  to  produce 
the  dispatchi  I  am  at  liberty  to  state^  that 
I  expressed  an  opinion  in  reference  to  this 
scatter,    and  that  I   referred  not  to  the 
possibility,  but  the  probability,  that  it  might 
lead  to  excitement ;  and  in  that  dispatch  I 
suggested  to  the  Governor,  I  pressed  upon 
the  Governor,   to  communicate  with  Sir 
John  Colbome  as  to  any  military  prepara- 
tions that  might  be  necessary — nut  antici- 
pating such  alarming  circumstances,  but 
merely  some  temporary  disturbaiioes.  [Lord 
Brougham:  The  date.]     February,  183?. 
That  letter  referred  to  a  letter  by   Lord 
Gosford,  transmitting  an   account  of  the 
meeting  and  the  separation  of  the  Assembly. 
It  was  in  consequence  of  that  letter,  and 
of  the  address  of  the  House  of  Assembly, 
that  I  feit  it  necessary  to  consult  with  my 
Coll^&gues  as  to   the  measures  which  (to- 
vemment  ought  to  take  on  the  whole  of  the 
Canada  question.     Of  course,  in  consulting 
with  them  no  time  was  lost  in  maturing 
measures,  and,  after  that  had  been  done,  in 
communicating  them  to  Lord  Gosford.  But, 
my  Lords,  the  charge  made  relative  to  the 
force,  in  Lower  Canada  proceeded  on  an 
assumption  that  that  force  now  there  is  in- 
adequate.    Now,  I  beg  leave  to  deny,  that 
it  is  at  all  established,  that  the  force  in 
Lower  Canada  was  inadequate.     Certainly 
there  is  no  proof  of  that  fact ;  and  so  far  as 
the  accounts  have  reached  us,  it  is  clear  that 
the  force  in  Lower  Canada  is  adequate  or 
nearly  adequate  to  suppress  the  insurrection. 
However  I  may  bo  inclined  to  bow   to  the 
opinions  of  pe*'sons  of  such  weight  and  autho- 
rity, I  must  be  allowed  to  claim  for  the  Go- 
vernment the  benefit  of  the  actual  state  of 
thincs    in    Lower    Canada.      But    inde- 
pendently of  that  circumstance  it  may  be 
observed,  as  appears  in  these  papers,  that  in 
March  last  I  announced  to  Lord  Gosford 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  send 
out  two  more  regiments  to  Lower  Canada, 
and  in  a  subsequent  month  1  announced  to 
him,  that  that  intention   had  been  relin- 
quished.    It  has  been  argued  from  this, 
not  only  that  the  Government  had  changed 
their  previous  intentions,  but  it  has  also 
been  assumed,  that  thev  did  nut  think  it 
necessary  to  make  any  addition  to  the  troops 
there.     In    the  same    dispatch,  however, 
there  is  a  letter  enclosed  to  the  Governor 
af  Nova  Scotia,   requiring  him  to  comply 
with  the  requisition  of  Lord  Gosford,  and 
the  Governor  of  Lower  Canada  is  directed 
to  apply  to  the  Governor  of  Nova  Scotia 
for  any  force  he  may  require.    The  ohaoge 
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was  simply  thia — instead  of  sending  twopi 
direct  to  Quebec,  the  Government  decided 
upon  drawing  them  from  the  other  pro- 
vinces, in  order  to  supply  Canada  toaaa 
with  a  sufficient  force.  But  denying,  u  I 
do,  the  fact  of  the  inadequacy  of  the  force, 
I  may  observe  that  my  view  of  the  ques- 
tion is  confirmed  by  the  conduct  of  the 
authorities  in  that  country.  I  do  not  wish 
to  throw  from  myself  any  part  of  the  re- 
sponsibility that  belongs  to  me,  but  I  do 
not  conceive  it  to  be  any  inculpation  of 
those  authorities  that,  having  the  power 
to  procure  forces,  if  they  required  them, 
the  necessity  not  having  arisen,  tbey  did 
not  avail  themselves  of  the  power  which 
was  placed  in  their  hands.  In  the  mooio 
of  March  the  authority  to  Lord  Gosfoid 
was  express;  he  was  in  conamunicauon 
with  Sir  John  Colborne,  a  most  experienced 
officer,  and  Lord  Gosford  said,  after  com- 
munication with  that  gallant  person,  that 
he  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  avail  him- 
self of  the  power.  Three  months  after- 
wards, however,  he  thought  right  to  exer- 
cise that  power  to  the  extent  of  one  regi- 
ment, both  Lord  Gosford  and  Sir  Joi^ 
Colborne  being  of  opinion  that  a  greater 
force  was  not  required.  At  a  late  period 
in  November  he  found  it  necessary  to  make 
a  demand  for  a  larger  force,   and  in  doing 


so  no  doubt  he  was  actuated  by  a  sense 
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the  necessity  of  such  a  force  being  placed 
in   the  province.      Now,  my   Lords,  tnj 
argument  is  that  the  authorities  in  Canada 
acted  not  blameably,  but  from  a  persuasion 
of  a  necessity  of  the  case,  and   upon  th«r 
judgment  I  consider  myself  justified  in  say- 
ing, that  till  the  month  of  November  there 
was   no  necessity  for  any  troops    beyond 
those  which  it  was  in   the  power  of  the 
government  to  obtain  from  the  adjoining 
provinces.      But  believing  this  to  be  t^ 
case  I  must  further  add,  that,  distresaog 
as  the  events  that  have  occurred  may  bct 
it  is  some  consolation  to  think  that  the  re* 
suit  in   one  respect  is  most  satisfactory/ 
namely,  that  of  showing  how  completely 
entitled  we  were  to  relv  on  the  anectioo 
and  support  of  the  British  colonists.  1  con- 
fess, my  Lords,  that  nothing  in  my  opinion 
would  be  more  to  be  regretted  than  that 
we  should  have  dispatched  an  overwhelm- 
ing military  force  with   those  resolutionf 
which  were  passed  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons during  the  last  session.    By  adopting 
such  a  course  we  should  have  told  the  Toila 
we  were  satisfied  of  the  impropriety  of 
those  resolutions,  as  we  did  not  venture  to 
communiGSte  them  to  the  lower  pronoce 
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wilhout  accompanying  them  by  an  oyer, 
whelming  force.     The  adoption  of  such  a 
oourae  would  have  placed  us  in  an  impro- 
per position  in  the  eyes  of  the  world ;  it 
would  have  encouraged  the  attempt  made 
in  this  and  in  the  other  country  to  persuade 
people  that  our  policy  had  for  its  founda* 
tion,  and  that  we  relied  for  support  alone, 
on  our  military  force.     So  far  from  this 
being  the  case^  I  am  happy  to  say,  it  ap- 
pears that,  whatever  may  at  this  moment 
be   the   discontents   of  the   colonists,    the 
great  security  of  the  British  colonial  empire 
rests  \x\mi  the  well-tried   allegiance   and 
fidelity  of  our  fellow-countrymen  in   the 
colonial  possessions  of  the   country.     My 
Lords,  I  cannot  pass  from  this  part  of  the 
subject  without  expressing  my  utmost  satis- 
faction at  the  manner  in  which  Lord  Gos- 
ford  and  Sir  J.  Colhorne   have  conducted 
themselves  throughout   the   painful   times 
and  circumstances  in  which  they  have  been 
placed.     Lord  Gosford  has  been  in  a  mo<st 
difficult  situation ;  he  has  been  in  such  a 
position  as  to  be  almost  compelled  to  give 
offence  to  both  parties,  yet  he  has  conducted 
himself  in  a  manner  which  will  receive  the 
approbation  of  all.     I  am  persuaded  that 
his  conduct  will  give  satisfaction  when  the 
asperities  of  both  parties  have  given  way 
to  a  better  state  of  things ;  it  will  then  be 
acknowledged    that   he   has    shown   great 
moderation,  with  a  laudable  desire  to  con- 
ciliate; but  that    when    the  occasion   re- 
quired it  he  did  not  fail   to  manifest  the 
proper  degree  of  firmness  and  a  resolute 
determination  to  support  the  honour  and 
character  of  the  British  Crown.     Of  bir 
John  Colhorne  it  is  not  necessary  to  speak  ; 
his  character  as  a  military  man  is  too  well 
established  to  require  any  eulogy  from  roe. 
Such  \mx\g  the  state  of  things,  such  being 
the  situation  of  affairs  in  that  colony,  the 
district  of  Montreal  by  the  latest  accounts 
appearing  to  be  in  a  state  of  revolt,  it  becomes  i 
us  to  consider  in  what  manner  we  ought  to  i 
act  in  this  crisis.     With  respect  to  the  im-  \ 
mediate  suppression  of  the  insurrection,  it 
is  to  be  hoped  there  are  the  means  (and  the 
latest  accounts  justify  us  in  that  hope)  in 
the  power  of  the  local  Government  to  bring 
that  state  of  affairs  to  a  successful  issue. 
But  then  the  question  arises,  what  course 
ought  we  to  pursue  with  respect   to  the 
general    government    of    the   colony,    in 
order  to  ensure  its  future  prosperity  ?     At 
present  the  actual  Government  may  be  said 
to  be  in  a  state  of  abeyance.     For  some 
years  past  the  Legislative  C-ouncil  has  been 
superseded  by  the  conduct  of  the  House  of 


Assembly.     It  would  be  idle  to  think  of 
again  c^ling  together  the  present  House 
of  Assembly,  and  it  would  be  as  idle  to 
hope  for  any  good  result  from  a  new  elec- 
tion.    It  is  impossible,  however,  to  leave 
the  Government   in  its  present  position. 
It  is  necessary  we  should  have  some  sort  of 
Government  in  its  place — some  legislative 
b(Kly.     It  appears  to  us  that  a  provision 
ought  to  be  made  for  the  supply  of  that 
which  may  be  adequate  to  the   exigency, 
and  that  it  should  be  limited  to  the  exigency. 
It  is,  therefore,  proposed  to  do  by  law  what 
practically  has  been  done  by  the  assembly 
itself — it  is  proposed  to  suspend  for  a  given 
period  of  time   so  much  of  the  Constitu- 
tional Act  of  1 791   as  relates  to  the  func- 
tions and  constitution  of  the  legislative  au- 
thority.   It  is  proposed  to  place  the  legisla* 
tive  authority  in  a  governor  and  council  dur- 
ing a  given  period  of  time,  three  years,  and 
during  that  period  to  direct  that  the  laws 
which  may  be  passed  by  that  authority  shall 
not  be  of  a  permanent  character,  but  shall 
partake   of  the   temporary  nature  of  the 
authority  itself.     It  is  also  provided,  that 
it  shall  be  competent  for  her  Majesty,  at 
any  time  prior  to  the  expiration  of  that 
period,    to   restore    the  free   constitution. 
Such,  my  Lords,  is  the  temporary  expedient 
proposed  as  a  substitute  for  the  constitution 
which  has  been  for  some  time  suspended. 
It  is  undoubtedly,  my  Lords,  a  measure  of 
severity  —  it  is    an    arbitrary   measure ; 
but   I   submit   it  is   a   measure  which    is 
absolutely  necessary  under  the  existing  cir- 
cumstances.    It  is  a  measure  that  is  due 
for  the  protection  of  the  English  popula- 
tion in  that  country,  and  that  is  necessary 
to  the  preservation  of  the  common  bonds  of 
society.     But,  my  Lords,  it  is  not  enough  to 
provide  a  merely  temporary  expedi^i — it  is 
right  that  we  should  look  forward  to  that 
period    when  tranquillity  way  be  restored 
— it  is  right  that  we  should  contemplate 
the  time  when  the  functions  of  a  free  con- 
stitution   mav   be   resumed.      Let   it   not 
be  imagined  that  it  is  quite  inconsistent 
with  a  measure  of  this  nature  that  at  the 
same  moment  that  we  contemplate  it  we 
look  forward  to  the  period  when  a  better 
system   may   be  substituted.      Though  it 
may  be  advisable  to  enact  a  measure  of  se- 
verity, let  us  also  entertain  the  hope  and 
intention  of  returning  to  a  better  state  of 
things.     The  question,  then,  is,  what  steps 
are  necessary  to  be  taken  ?     With  respect 
to  the  restoration  of  peace  in  Lower  Canada, 
and  the  settlement  of  those  questions  which 
now  agitate  that  province,  the  interests  of 
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Upper  Canada,  must  of  course,  be  talcen  into 
consideration.  In  taking  steps  with  a  view 
to  a  permanent  settlement  of  the  affairs  of 
Lower  Canada  reference  must  be  had  to  all 
those  questions  which  are  equally  applic- 
able to  the  upper  province.  The  various 
questions  affecting  the  two  provinces  are  of 
snch  importance  as  to  require  from  Govern- 
ment the  strictest  attention.  Amongst 
others  there  are  the  navigation  of  the  St. 
Lawrence,  the  duties  by  which  the  commerce 
of  two  provinces  is  to  be  regulated,  their 
railroads,  their  bridges,  their  internal  com* 
munication,  and  their  monetary  system.  It 
is  at  the  same  time  essential  that  the  dis- 
putes between  Upper  and  Lower  Canada 
should  be  put  an  end  to.  Various  plans 
have  been  suggested  for  the  attainment  of 
these  objects.  Among  others  it  has  been 
proposed  that  the  lower  province  should  be 
dismembered,  that  the  city  and  district  of 
Montreal  should  be  annexed  to  Upper 
Canada.  This,  of  course,  my  Lords,  is  not 
a  plan  which  we  can  entertain,  and  I  do 
not  know  that  it  would  tend  to  reconcile 
the  feeling  of  both  parties ;  but  I  believe 
rather  that  it  would  have  the  effect  of  trans- 
ferring the  feuds  of  Lower  Canada  to  the 
upper  provinces.  Another  proposition  which 
has  been  much  insisted  upon  is  a  legislative 
union  between  the  two  provinces.  To  that 
there  are  very  strong  objections.  The 
great  extent  of  the  two  provinces,  the  dif- 
ference between  the  habits  of  the  people 
inhabiting  them,  the  great  inconvenience  of 
meeting  at  such  a  distance  as  the  common 
place  of  resort  must  be,  and  other  objections 
of  a  formidable  nature,  appear  as  obstacles 
to  this  plan  ;  and,  above  all,  it  Is  not  likely 
that  the  upper  province  would  consent  to 
such  an  arrangement.  A  better  prospect 
might  lA  obtained  by  a  federal  union  ;  this 
would  have  a  very  considerable  effect  in 
adjusting  the  disputes  between  the  pro- 
vinces. It  would  give  the  upper  province 
a  just  influence  over  those  great  questions 
to  which  I  have  alluded,  and  would  I 
should  think,  satisfy  the  inhabitants  of  that 
district.  It  would,  at  the  same  time,  by 
bringing  together  the  natives  of  the  two 
provinces  to  discuss  measures  of  mutual  in- 
terest, induce  them  to  give  their  attention 
to  subjects  of  greater  importance ;  it  would 
enlarge  and  liberalise  their  views,  and  raise 
them  above  those  narrow  and  local  ques- 
tions which  have  hitherto  divided  them. 
But,  in  this,  also,  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
upper  province  acquiesces  5  and  it  is, 
therefore,  my  Lords,  proposed  that  some- 
thing analogous  should  bo  attempted  by  the 


Governor  who  is  selected  by  bcr 
for  the  Government  of  Lower  Canada.    It 
is  proposed  that  the  Governor  be  aadiorised 
to  invite  from  the  two  provinoes  penom 
who  may  be  justly  supposed   to  repcesent 
the  feelings  and  wishes  of  the  peof^e  of  tbt 
two  provinces,  and  to  consult  them  as  to 
the  measures  it  may  be  advisable  to  adopt, 
both   with  regard  to   the  constitntioa  of 
Lower  Canada,  and  for  the  purpose  of  some 
arrangement  of  those  matters,  which  axe  of 
common  interest  to  the  two  provinces.     If 
it  be     asked     what     advantages    are    to 
be   gained  from  this  proposal,   I     answer 
that  in  some  respects  I  have  touched  on 
them  in  adverting  to  the  federal  union  ;  and 
though,  in  a  far  greater  degree,  aomethiog 
similar  may,  I  think,  be  effected.     At  sli 
events,  the  Governor  may  be  able  to  aaoer. 
tain  what  opinion  the  two  provinces  enter- 
tain   with    respect    to    the    constitution 
originally  given  to  them,  and  with  respect 
to  those  amendments — some  amendments 
being  admitted  on  all  hands  to  be  requisite 
— which  it  is  desirable  to  effect.     It  is  at 
the  same  time  probable  that    he   will  be 
able  to  submit  to  Parliament  measures  re. 
lating  to  the  adjustment  of  existing  dif- 
ferences.    QThe  Earl  of  Rijxfft  .•  When  ?] 
Of  ^course  it  will  be  for  the  Governor  to 
choose  the  time.     The  proposal  is,  that  he 
invite   both    Legislatures  to   nominate  a 
certain  number  of  persons. 

The  Earl  of  Ripon  inquired  what  ar- 
rangement would  be  made,  supposing  the 
House  of  Assembly  to  be  suspended  ? 

Lord  Glenelg :  the  Legislature  of  Lower 
Canada  being  suspended,  it  is  proposed  to 
endeavour  to  obtam  some  persons  who  will 
fitly  represent  the  opinions  of  Lower 
Canada.  The  mode  suggested  is,  that  the 
Governor  call  on  the  electors  of  Lower 
Canada  to  elect  proper  persons.  There  are 
now  five  districts  in  Lower  Canada,  from 
which  we  propose  to  have  these  representa- 
tives chosen  under  the  present  franchise  by 
the  whole  of  the  present  electors.  At  the 
same  time  a  power  is  to  be  given  to  the 
Governor  to  select  the  best  time  in  which 
to  call  for  an  assembly  of  the  electors. 
Such,  my  Lords,  are  the  outlines  of  the 
measure  which  tlie  Government  propoKs 
to  carry  into  effect.  This  latter  part,  as  I 
have  stated,  will,  of  course,  not  form  an  en- 
actment in  the  Bill;  but  it  is  considered 
to  be  an  essential  part  of  the  plan.  Having 
stated  generally  the  manner  in  which  the 
Government  are  prepared  to  meet  the 
"^  resent  emergency,  I  shall  now  merely 
refer  to  the  motion  I  intend  to  propoie  to 
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your  Lordabipfl^^  and  I  do  not  think  it  ne- 
cessary to  enlarge  on  that  mibject,  for  I 
cannot  but  persuade  myself  that  your  Lord- 
ships will  at  once  accede  to  it.  His  Lord- 
ship concluded  by  moving  the  address  which 
he  had  read  at  the  commencement  of  his 
speech. 

Lord    Brougham    spoke     as    follows* 
My   Lords, — The  part  which   I    bad  the 


•  From  a  corrected  edition,  published  by 
Ridgway,  with  the  following  preface  as  a  de- 
fence of  the  noble  Lord,  which  it  seems  right 
to  preserve ; — 

It  has  been  considered  right  by  many  of 
the  friends  of  peace  and  of  liberal  policy,  to 
publish  this  speech  separately,  chiefly  in  order 
that  the  attention  of  men  may  be  directed  to 
the  important  questions  connected  with  the 
future  lot  of  the  North  American  colonies, 
when  the  ferment  excited  by  late  unhappy 
events  shall  subside.  Tlie  whole  history  of 
these  transactions  is  calculated  to  throw  light 
upon  the  inevitable  mischiefs  of  extended  colo- 
nial empire ;  and  there  is  a  farther  argument 
of  the  same  kind  derivable  from  the  unques- 
tionable fact,  that  in  even  the  reformed  Par- 
liament the  roisgovernment  of  a  remote  and 
unrepresented  province,  has  encountered  but 
very  little  opposition  from  many  of  those  who 
are  always  found  most  reluctant  to  suffer  the 
least  oppression  if  attempted  upon  any  portion 
of  the  mother  country. 

The  comments  which  this  speech  contains 
upon  the  conduct  of  the  Government  have 
been  complained  of-^as  if  Lord  Brougham  had 
some  doty  to  perform  of  suppressing  his  opi- 
nions upon  the  most  important  questions  that 
can  occupy  the  attention  of  statesmen  ;  and  as 
if  especially  the  Colonial  Minister  had  a  right 
to  complain  of  strictures  openly  made  upon 
his  public  conduct. 

It  is,  however,  well  known,  that  Lord 
Brougham  never  showed  any  disposition  to 
censure  the  present  Government  until  they 
adopted  a  course  wholly  at  variance  with  his 
oftentimes  recorded  opinions.  As  long  as  he 
could  support  them,  the  history  of  Parliament 
shows  that  he  rendered  them  every  assistance 
in  his  power ;  nor  did  he  ever  while  in  office 
exert  himself  more  or  spare  himself  less  than 
in  their  defence  in  1835,  and  in  carrying 
through  the  House  of  Lords  the  great  measure 
of  Municipal  Reform. — In  the  summer  of  1836, 
he  refrained  from  all  complaint  when  he  saw 
his  measures  for  preventing  pluralities  and 
non*residences  abandoned,  and  a  fiill  intro- 
duced upon  opposite  principles.— In  1837, 
he  continued  to  lend  them  support  on  all  but 
one  or  two  occasions,  when  it  was  impossible 
to  approve  their  conduct — and  on  the  Canada 
resolutions  especially,  last  May,  he  was  com- 
pelled to  oppose  them — ^a  duty  which  he  per- 
formed witn  manifest  reluctance.  He  nad 
during  thai  Sessiooy  t837|  expressed  bis  opi- 


18}  Affairs  of  Canada.  1 7B 

honour  to  bear  last  summer  in  this  House, 
when  the  Commons  sent  up  those  ill-fated 
resolutions  to  which  I  trace  the  whole  of 
the  present  disasters,  impels  me  to  present 
myself  thus  early,  and  to  obtrude  upon 
your  Lordships  my  sentiments  regarding 
the  important  question  before  you.  And, 
my  Lords,  I  wish  that,  in  following  my 
noble  Friend  over  the  ground  which  he 


nions  upon  the  necessity  of  altering  the  Re-* 
form  Bill  in  essential  particulars,  and  es- 
pecially of  extending  the  elective  franchise. 
The  present  Session  was  unhappily  opened 
with  a  declaration  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  a  body,  that  they  look  a  view  wholly 
different  from  that  of  most  reformers ;  indeed, 
of  the  great  body  of  the  Liberal  party  through- 
out the  country.  To  this  has  been  added  their 
support  of  a  policy  by  which  the  rights  of  the 
suDJect  are  invaded,  and  the  maintenance  of 
penceitself  put  in  jeopardy.  They  who  com- 
plain of  Lord  Brougham  —  (the  Ministers 
themselves  are  assuredly  not  of  the  number) — 
for  adhering  to  his  declared  opinions,  are  re- 
spectfully requested  to  assign  any  reason  why 
he  should  abandon  his  own  principles — those 
which  he  has  maintained,  without  the  least  de« 
viation,  throughout  his  whole  life — merely  that 
he  may  support  the  Ministers  who  had  most 
conscientiously  no  doubt,  though  for  the 
country  most  unfortunately,  seen  fit  to  adopt 
other  views.  Tiius  much  as  to  the  claims  of 
the  Government  at  large,  not  only  to  form  new 
opinions,  and  follow  an  altered  course,  but  to 
carry  along  with  them  others  whom  their  rea- 
sonings have  wholly  failed  to  convince. 

Now,  as  to  the  Colonial  Secretary,  the 
party  whose  conduct  is  principally  involved  in 
the  question  of  Ministerial  responsibility  for 
the  present  state  of  the  North  American  pro- 
virtces : — It  is  well  known  that  Lord  Brougham 
never  showed  any  backwardness  in  coming 
down  to  his  defence  when  he  observed  him  un- 
justly attacked.  No  man  can  be  better  aware 
of  this  than  the  noble  Lord  himself;  with 
whom,  however,  it  is  understood  that  Lord 
Brougham  never  had  any  intercourse  save  that 
of  an  official  nature  while  a  Member  of  the 
same  Government.  But  they  who  complain 
on  the  noble  Secretary's  behalf  (he  him- 
self, assuredly,  is  not  of  the  number),  are  re- 
spectfully requested  to  assign  any  reason  why 
full  licence  having  been  always  allowed  him, 
and  some  of  his  principal  colleagues,  to  form 
their  own  opinions — with  them  to  oppose  Par- 
liamentary Reform  up  to  the  1st  March,  1831 
— to  defend  the  Manchester  massacre— to 
support  the  Six  Acts — to  remove  Lord  Fitz- 
william  from  office  for  attending  a  Parliamen- 
tary Reform  meeting  at  York — to  oppose  Lord 
Brougham's  motion  on  the  case  of  Smith  the 
missionary — why,  those  noble  persons  having 
without  any  blame  whatever  been  suffered 
formerly  to  hold  suchcourses^and  having,  so 
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has  just  trodden,  I  could  confine  myseU 
to  the  space  he  has  travelled  over  without 
trespassing  upon  other  more  delicate 
parts  of  it,  But  it  never  seems  to  have 
struck  him  that  when  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  comes  to  Parliament  with  a 
proposition,  not  merely  such  as  the  address 
contains,  but  such  as  we  are  warned  is  to 
follow  swiftly  upon  the  address*— a  demand 
of  extraordinary  aid  for  the  executive 
Government  —  measures  of  a  high  prero- 
gative and  unconstitutional  kind — it  never 
has  struck  him,  that  the  Minister  who 
resorts  to  Parliament  for  the  help  of  its 
extreme  powers,  in  applying  remedies  of 
the  last  description — has  something  more 
to  do  then  merely  to  ask  for  those  remedies 
and  shew  their  necessity — that  he  has  to 
explain  whence  the  necessity  arises  ;  to 

happily  for  the  couDtry,  and  so  honourably  for 
themselves^  adopted  a  diflerent  line  of  policy 
from  November  1830  to  November  1837,  Lord 
Brougham  alone  should  be  complained  of,  for 
continuing  since  November  1837  to  abide  by 
the  very  same  principles  which  he  had  not 
taken  up  for  the  very  first  time  in  November 
1830,  but  held  in  all  former  times  ?  It  is  re- 
spectfully asked,  what  right  they  who  now 
complain  of  Lord  Brougham  for  differing  from 
the  noble  Secretary  of  Slate,  liave  to  expect 
that  he  should  rather  differ  from  his  former 
self,  than  from  his  former  colleague;  and 
while  yet  unable  to  partake  of  the  convictions 
that  have  come  over  others,  should  abandon 
that  devotion  to  the  cause  of  freedom,  and  of 
peace,  to  which  his  public  life  had  been  con- 
secrated ? 

The  accident  of  members  of  a  party  feeling 
themselves  under  the  necessity  of  opposing, 
upon  some  great  occasion,  those  with  whom  it 
is  their  general  wish  to  act,  although  unfortu- 
nate, is  by  no  means  unprecedented.  When, 
in  consequence  of  their  friends  being  in  office, 
almost  all  the  Whigs  were  found,  during 
twelve  months  of  the  last  war  to  relax  in  their 
desire  of  peace,  retrenchment  and  reform,  Mr. 
Whitbread — a  name  never  to  be  pronounced 
without  reverence  and  affection  by  Englishmen 
i-^alone  opposed  the  measures  of  the  Adminis- 
tration, that  he  might  adhere  to  his  principles. 
In  1820,  Lord  Brougham  declared  in  his  place, 
that^^  stood  wholly  aloof  from  his  party,  on 
all  that  related  to  the  case  of  the  late  Queen, 
because  there  appeared  a  danger  of  her  inter- 
ests being,  without  any  blame,  sacrificed  to 
other,  possibly  more  important,  considerations. 
There  seems  no  good  reason  why  he  should 
not  pursue  the  same  course,  when  it  is  undetw 
stood,  that  he  now  very  sincerely,  tliough 
perhaps  quite  erroneously,  believes  a  sacrifice 
is  made  of  principles,  incomparably  more  im- 
portant—the most  sacred  principles  which 
used  to  bind  the  Liberal  party  together ;  and 


defend  the  conduct  which  has  led  to  this 
crisis  in  our  affairs ;  to  repel  from  himself 
and  the  Ministry  whereof  he  is  parcel,  the 
charge  of  having  brought  the  colonial 
Empire  committed  to  his  care^  into  such  a 
state,  that  we  are  assembled  at  this 
unwonted  season,  for  the  purpose  of 
quelling  a  rebellion  in  the  principal  settle- 
ment of  the  Crown,  preventing  if  we  can 
the  recurrence  of  disaffection,  and  suspend- 
ing the  free  Constitution  of  the  province, 
in  order  to  secure  its  peace,  ^re  these 
every-day  occurrences?  Are  revolt  and 
civil  war  of  such  an  ordinary  aspect  that 
they  pass  over  us  like  a  summer's  cloud 
and  be  regarded  not  ?  Are  the  demands 
of  despotic  power  by  the  Crown,  and  the 
suspension  of  the  whole  liberties  of  the 
subject,   mere  matters  of  course    in   the 

when  so  many  men  are  firmly  persuaded  that, 
but  for  the  accident  of  the  party  being  io 
ofiSce,  they  would  have  joined  in  pursuing  the 
same  course  which  Mr.  Fox  and  Mr.  Burke 
followed  with  such  signal  glory  in  the  former 
American  war. 

It   is   probable,    thai  Lord    Brougham,  in 
choosing  to  continue  in  that  course,  has  had 
little  fear  of  thereby  impairing    the  strength 
of  the    present   Government— that    may    be 
greater  or  it  may  be  less ;  but  there  can  be 
very  little  chance  of  any  diminution  befaliiog 
it,  while  its  parly  supporters,  be  they  more  or 
less  numerous,  both  in  Parliament  and   in  the 
country — more    especially    in    many   of  the 
corporations — appear    to    be   so  firnaly   held 
together   by    the    common    principle    which 
guides  their  conduct.     That  principle  xm  ont 
in   some  respects   well  grounded,  and  forms 
indeed  the  foundation  of  all  party  connexions. 
When  not  pushed  too  far,  it  is  justifiable  and 
it  is  useful.   It  teaches  men  to  overlook  minor 
differences  of  opinion,  for  the  purpose  of  ef- 
fecting common  objectsof  superior  importance, 
and  warns  them  against  the  fatal  error  so  weJI 
described  by  Mr.  Fox,  of  giving  up  all   to  an 
enemy  rather  than  anything  to  a  friend.— *lt  is, 
however,  equally  manifest,  that  the   abuse  of 
this  doctrine  may  lead  to  a  justification  of  the 
very   worst   misconduct — may   be  used    as  a 
cover  for  the  most  sordid  speculations  of  pri- 
vate interest — and  may  sap  the  foundation  of 
all  public   principle    whatever.     It  is  to  be 
hoped,  that  jhe  party  zeal  of  those  above  re- 
ferred to,  may  not  lead  them  to  such  excesses. 
But  for  the  present  it  does  appear  to  have  made 
the  most  grave  questions  of  national  polity- 
ret  rencbment^-slavery — colonial  rights — con- 
stitutional   principle — peace    itself — all    sink 
into  nothing  compared  with  the  single  object 
of  maintaining  a  particular  class  of  men  io 
power^-^and  invested  with  the  patronage  of  the 
Crown,  as  well  as  intrusted  with  the  affairs  of 
the  empire. 
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conduct  of  Parliamentary  business  ?    Are 
such  demands  as  these  to  be  granted  the 
instant    thejr    are     made,    without    any 
question   asked — without  one  word  said 
upon  the  antecedent  parts  of  the  novel 
and  portentous  case — without  any  attempt 
whatever  to   explain    or   to   defend   the 
maladministration  which  has  terminated 
in  the  necessity  of  those  demands — witli- 
out   even   one   allusion   to    the    obvious 
questions  —  who    caused    this   disastrous 
Bt&te  of  things  ? — whose  fault  is  it  that 
such  powers  are  become  requisite  ? — whose 
misconduct  caused  the  rebellion  to  burst 
forth  ? — whose  neglect  of  all  timely  pre- 
cautions fostered  discontent  till  it  ripened 
into      disaffection  ?  —  whose      un politic 
councils  first  stirred  up  the  discord — and 
whose    misapplication    of    the     national 
resources  fanned  the   disaffection   into  a 
flame  ?      Yet,   strange   to  tell  !    looking 
from  the  beginning  to  the  end  of  my  noble 
Friend's  statement,  distinct  and  lucid  as 
it  was— to  this  hour  I  cannot  descry  one 
explanation     offered  —  one    justification 
attempted — one  position  taken  or  defended 
with    the    design   of    protecting   himself 
against  the  charges  which  have  rung  all 
over  the  country  for  weeks,  from  one  end 
of  it  to  the  other,  and  all  pointed  against 
him  and  his  colleagues  in  the  service  of 
the  Crown !  But,  my  Lords,  I  cannot  con- 
sent so  to  abandon  my  duty,   as  to  pass 
this    matter    thus  over.     I    feel    myself 
bound  to  enter  upon  the  subject  of  these 
charges  at  once.      I   cannot  follow   the 
Colonial  Minister  in  the  course  which  he 
has  found  it  convenient  to  take  of  flying 
away  from  the  real  matter  in  discussion, 
or  allow  him  to  claim  the  extraonlinarv 
and   unconstitutional   powers    which    he 
asks,   as  if  he    were  •  discharging   some 
common  duty  of  mere  official  routine — 
moving  for  yearly  returns — laying  sessional 
papers  before  the  House — or  calling  for  a 
vote  to  supply  the  yearly  expenses  of  his 
department  in  the  ordinary  circumstances 
of  tranquil  times.     There  was,  indeed,  one 
remark  made  by  him  that  might  seem  an 
exception  to  the  account  I  have  given  of 
his  speech.     He  attempted  some  defence 
against  the  great  and  leading  accusation 
of   having    sent  over    the  offensive  re- 
solutions   and    providing     no    force     to 
support   them.     But    I    shall    presently 
show  your  Lordships  that  the  explanation 
he  gave  made  his  case  much  worse,  and 
that  he  left  the  charge  more  grave  and 
formidable  if  possible  than  he  found  it. 


I  will  now  come  to  the  course  of  his 
proceedings  at  large,  and  first  of  all  to 
the  interval  alluded  to  bv  the  noble  Baron 

IP 

opposite  (Lord  Elienborough),  when  we 
last  met— the  period  which  elapsed  be* 
tween  the  dispatch  of  the  20th  of  November 
1836,  promising  instructions  to  the 
Governor  of  Canada,  and  the  11th  of 
March,  1*837,  the  date  of  the  next 
dispatch. — It  is  not  true,  says  the  noble 
Lord,  that  near  four  months  elapsed 
between  the  promise  and  the  non* 
performance  (for  the  dispatch  of  March 
gives  no  instructions)  ;  a  small  interval 
only  occurred  ;  a  letter  was  written  about 
the  middle  of  February,  but  it  was  private 
and  cannot  regularly  be  produced  or  even 
alluded  to,  says  the  noble  Lord.  A 
shorter  production  than  that  of  March*— 
shorter  in  point  of  physical  dimensions 
for  one  falling  shorter  of  its  purpose  there 
could  assuredly  not  be — but  mathemati- 
cally smaller. — 

Lord  Glenelg, — I  beg  pardon  ;  I  did  not 
say  a  shorter  dispatch. 

Lord  Brougham :  Really,  then,  I  must 
say,  this  is  the  most  extraordinary  mode 
of  selecting  papers  for  the  information  of 
the  Parliament  or  the  exculpation  of  the 
Ministers,  that  in  my  whole  life  I  ever 
heard  of*  The  dispatch  of  March,  which 
is  of  no  value  whatever,  which  tells  abso- 
lutely nothing,  is  produced.  The  dispatch 
of  July,  which  may  be  of  some  value,  and 
may  tell  something  (I  cannot  know  that  it 
does  till  I  see  it),  is  withheld.  Why  is  it 
not  here  with  the  other  }  My  noble  Friend 
affirms,  that  it  has  something  in  it;  at 
any  rate  that  it  is  long;  and  he  is  exceed- 
ing wroth  with  me  for  curtailing  i(  of  its 
fair  proportions.  Anxious,  like  a  good 
parent,  for  the  credit  of  his  offspring,  he 
extols  its  size,  without,  however,  letting 
his  natural  partiality  carry  him  the  length 
of  asserting  that  its  value  is  in  proportion 
to  its  bulk.  Nevertheless,  I  will,  if  he 
pleases,  assume  it  to  be  so.  I  will  sop'- 
pose  that,  instead  of  containing  nothing, 
like  its  predecessor  of  November  and  its 
successor  of  March,  and,  indeed,  that 
long  train  of  phantom  letters  which  fol- 
lowed each  other  *'  stretching  out  to  the 
crack  of  doom,"  it  really  told  the  pro- 
vincial governor  something  of  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Ministry ;  something  of  the 
course  he  was  to  pursue ; — then,  I  ask, 
why  we  have  it  not  produced,  that  we,  loo, 
may  know  what  that  something  was  which 
was  thus  conveyed  across  the  Atlantic  at 
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a  critical  moment,  a  year  ago  ?  Why  are 
we  not  to  see.  that  which  tells  something 
and  only  that  which  tells  nothing  at  all  ? 
That  is  my  question  ;  a  simple  one,  and  1 
should  think  easily  to  be  answered  ;  and 
if  my  noble  Friend  will  give  it  an  answer, 
I  shall  readily  pause  in  order  to  be  spared 
the  necessity  of  dwelling  longer  on  this 
point  of  debate,  willing  enough,  God 
knows,  where  there  remain  so  many  others 
which  it  is  impossible  to  pass  over,  that  I 
should  be  spared  the  task  of  dealing  with 
any  one  which  is  superfluous.  The  mys* 
terious  description  of  this  letter  is  to  me 
incomprehensible,  as  given  by  my  noble 
Friend.  It  was  a  priv  te  one.  But  what 
can  that  signify?  Whether  a  dispatch 
begins  My  Lord,  or  My  dear  Lord,  and 
ends  with  "  the  Honour  to  be," — or  with 
"  Your's  truly"— I  had  always  thought 
made  no  kind  of  difTerence  in  its  nature, 
provided  the  matter  of  it  was  public  busi- 
ness. The  test  of  production  is  the  letter 
relating  or  not  to  the  affairs  on  which  the 
Parliament  has  been  convoked,  and  the 
Sovereign  is  to  be  addressed.  Nor  did  I 
ever  yet  hear  of  any  Minister  refusing  to 
produce  a  paper,  whatever  its  form  might 
be,  which  bore  that  relation,  unless,  in- 
deed, he  had  his  own  reasons  for  sup- 
pressing it.  But  to  refuse  it  on  the  pre- 
tence of  its  being  private,  and  yet  to  use 
it  as  a  proof  that  the  promise  of  November 
was  fulfilled  in  February,  while  the  only 
papers  produced  shew  that  it  was  never 
fulfilled  at  all,  is  one  of  the  most  extrava- 
gant draughts  ever  made  upon  the  unsus- 
pecting confidence  of  Parliament. 

It  is  on  the  20th  of  November,  then, 
that  a  promise  of  ample  instructions  is 
given  to  the  governor.  The  next  dispatch 
produced  is  on  the  1 1th  of  March ;  when, 
instead  of  fulfilling  the  promise,  now  four 
months  old,  new  promises  are  made,  new 
hopes  of  instructions  held  out,  to  be 
realised  as  soon  as  the  decision  of  Par- 
liament shall  be  pronounced  upon  the 
case.  The  promissory  letter  of  November, 
and  the  promissory  note  of  February^  are, 
as  it  were,  renewed,  but  at  an  uncertain 
date.  When  was  the  decision  of  Parlia- 
ment asked?  As  early  as  the  6th  of 
March,  and  after  passing  some  of  the 
principal  resolutions,  including,  indeed, 
the  most  material  of  the  whole,  that  re- 
fusing an  elective  council,  the  Easter 
recess  comes  to  the  relief  of  the  Colonial 
Department,  and  Parliament  is  adjourned. 
But  it  meets  again  on  the  €th  of  April, 


and  assuredly  neither  before  nor  after  the 
vacation  does  it  testify  any  great  reluc- 
tance to  comply  with   the  Ministerial  de- 
sires    From  all  parta  of  the  country  the 
Members  flock  to  their  support  against 
the  hapless  province  which  has  been  de- 
nounced.    From  all  parts  of  the  empire 
the  Parliamentary  host  assembles.     Does 
there  appear  in  any  quarter  a  disposilion 
to  be  over-nice  about   the   votes  given- 
over  scrupulous  as  to  the   principles  as- 
serted?    Do  any  of  the  Ministerial  sup- 
porters, of  that  staunch   and  trusty  band 
to  whom  tlje  Government  is  indebted  for 
its  majority — betray   any    squeamishness 
what  measures  they  shall  sanction — ^what 
votes  they  shall  give?     Is  any  wish  be- 
tokened  to  scrutinize  very   narrowly  the 
plans  or  the  propositions  of  the  Cabinet 
before  they  declare  them    unexception- 
able?    On  the  contrary,  so  the  Ministers 
leave  the  concerns  of  the  Sister  Kingdom 
untouched,  and  administer  its  more  prac- 
tical affairs  to  the  taste  of  its  Representa- 
tives—  there  is   no   inclination    whatever 
evinced  to  make  any  kind   of  difficulty 
about  any  kind  of  measure — how  violent 
soever,  how  coercive  soever, — that  may  be 
propounded   for  quelling  the    spirit  and 
completing  the    misgovernment    of   ant 
other  portion  of  the  whole    empire,     i 
confess  myself,  then,  quite  unable  to  com- 
prehend why  all  this  delay  of  the  neces- 
sary orders  should  be  ma3e  to  turn  upon 
the  affected   ignorance   of    what    course 
Parliament  was  likely  to  take  upon  reso- 
lutions  which   were    sure   to   be    carried 
through  the  one  House  by  unexampled 
majorities — through  the  other  with  scarce 
a  single  dissentient  voice.     Yet  still  not  a 
word  is  wafted  across  the  ocean  more  sub- 
stantial for  the  guidance  of  the  unhappy 
governor,  than  empty  promises  of  orders 
—notices  that  some  instructions  will  here- 
after be  sped  towards  him.    This  system, 
I  own,  puzzles  me  not  a  little.     I  can 
well  understand  the  use  of  notices  where 
there  is  to  be  debate  and   resistance  to 
your  propositions.     When  a  question  is 
to  arise  upon  what  you  propose,  that  its 
merits  may  be  discussed,  and  that  its  ad- 
versaries may  be  warned  to  attend  the 
controversy.     I  can   easily  conceive  the 
use  of  giving  them  intimation ;   though 
even   then  such  intimations  as  the  dis- 
patches give,  specifying  no  time  at  all, 
would  be  of  no  great  avail.     But  what 
sense  can  there  be  in  giving  your  servant 
a  general  notice  of  orders  to  be  after* 
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wards  issuedt  when  all  he  has  to  do  must 
be,  not  to  debate  but  to  obey  ?  Does  he 
require  nolice  in  order  to  make  up  his 
mind  to  comply?  Or  is  he  called  upon 
to  consider  in  the.  iuterval,  whether  he 
shall  resist  or  do  as  he  is  .bid  ?  And  yet 
the  noble  Lord's  dispatches  are  stuffed  so 
full  of  mere  notices,  that  1  know  of  nothing 
in  this  respect  at  all  equal  to.  it  unless  it 
be  the  order  book  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  on  the  first  day  of  a  S.ession 
after  a  general  election.  The  notice,  how- 
ever, being  given,  and  the  promise  made 
in  November,  in  the  fulness  of  time,  at 
the  end  of  April,  comes  the  expected  dis- 
patch i  a  six  months'  child  is  brought 
forth, — it  makes  a  cry, — struggles  for  life 
— and  is  heard  no  more.  I  defy  the  wit 
of  man  to  suggest  the  purpose  of  the 
November  dispatch,  or  of  the  March  one, 
which,  instead  of  instruction,  conveys 
merely  a  report  of  the  divisions  in  the 
Commons,  as  the  newspapers  would  have 
done  with  equal,  and  the  original  docu- 
ment, the  votes,  with  greater,  authority; 
but  still  less  can  any  one  divine  the  pur- 
pose for  which  the  dispatch  of  April  was 
called  into  a  premature  and  precarious 
existence ;  for,  instead  of  redeeming  the 
oftentimes  repeated  pledge  by  letting  the 
Government  know  what  he  was  to  do,  it 
merely  brings  down  the  report  of  the  divi- 
sions, and  adds  carefully  the  yet  more 
useless  information  of  the  lists  of  the  Mem- 
bers* names.  The  resolutions,  says  my 
noble  Friend,  have  all  been  passed,  by 
large  majorities,  and  I  enclose, ''  for  your 
Lordship's  information,  extracts  from  the 
proceedings  of  the  House,  containing  a 
statement  of  the  several  divisions  which 
have  taken  place  on  this  subject  since  I 
last  addressed  you."  Then  as  to  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Bill  itself,  that  it  seems 
"  must  be  postponed  till  after  the  opinion 
of  the  House  of  Lords  shall  have  been 
taken;"  about  which  there  seems  to  be 
entertained  some  doubt,  to  me,  I  confess, 
rather  unintelligible,  considering  that  but 
one  voice  was  at  all  likely  to  be  raised  in 
this  place  against  any  of  the  resolutions. 
But  the  noble  Lord  adds,  **  I  have  every 
reason  to  anticipate  that  the  Bill  will  be 
submitted  to  Parliament  within  a  very 
short  period,'*  and  this  was  written  on  the 
29th  of  April.  Then  come  promises  in 
abundance.  "  So  soon,"  says  my  noble 
Friend,  *'  as  the  resolutions  shall  have 
been  disposed  of  by  the  House  of  Lords,  I 
shall  address  to  your  Lordship  full  instnic- 


tioni  on  the  steps  which  should  be  adopted 
under  existing  circumstances,  especially 
with  reference  to  the  composition  of  both 
the  legislative  and  executive  councils. 
Your  Lordship  may  rely  on  receiving  them 
in  ample  time,  to  enable  you  to  prepare 
for  the  meeting  of  the  Legislature."  Did 
he  rely  on  receiving  them  in  time?  I 
know  not»-but  if  he  did  he  was  grievously 
deceived.  I  shall  presently  shew  your 
Lordships  that  he  did  not  receive  them  till 
long  after  the  Parliament  had  met  and 
been  prorogued,  and  I  shall  demonstrate 
that  most  fatal  effects  were  produced  by 
these  instructions  not  arriving.  After 
adverting  to  the  time  of  the  Colonial  Legis- 
lature meeting,  and  stating  that  the  Gover* 
nor  was  the  best  judge  of  this,  the  dispatch 
goes  on  to  say : — "  i  shall  however,  dis- 
tinctly advert  to  this  point  in  connexion 
with  the  other  matters  on  which  I  shall 
have  to  address  your  Lordship,  and  I  only 
refer  to  it  now  that  you  may  be  aware  it  will 
not  be  overlooked."  Really,  I  can  hardly 
admit  that  this  would  be  the  necessary 
effect  on  the  governor's  mind  of  such  a 
reference;  so  many  things  had  been  so 
often  referred  to,  all  of  which  had  in  suc- 
cession been  entirely  overlooked,  that  I  am 
rather  apprehensive,  the  reference  to  this 
question  (which,  by  the  way,  it  is  ad* 
mitted  Lord  Gosford  alone  could  decide), 
frustrated  its  own  object,  and  was  fitted 
to  make  him  expect  that  this  point  of 
future  instruction  would  be  overlooked 
like  all  its  predecessors.  But  another 
reason  is  given  for  the  prospective  refer- 
ence—''and  in  order  that  your  own  at- 
tention may  be  directed  to  it  in  the  mean- 
time." To  it?  "To  what?"  exclaims 
the  governor,  *'  for  as  yet  you  have  told 
me  nothing.  How  shall  I  direct  my  at- 
tention in  the  mean  time,  to  that  of  which 
you  withhold  from  me  all  knowledge  ?" 
The  thing  seems  incredible,  and  we  mast 
keep  the  eye  steadily  fixed  upon  the 
original  document  lest  unbelief  get  the 
mastery  of  us.  "  With  a  view,"  the 
dispatch  proceeds — for  there  was  a  view 
with  which  Lord  Gosford  was  to  keep  his 
attention  fixed  upon  an  unknown  instrac- 
tion,  to  arrive  at  an  uncertain  time,  he 
was  to  ponder  upon  the  question  of  the 
time  of  meeting  Parliament  which  he  alone 
could  solve,  directing  his  attention  to  the 
instructions  on  that  subject,  to  be  sent 
by  those  who  could  form  no  judgment 
upon  it,  and  in  utter  ignorance  of  the 
purport  of  those  instructions  on  wi 
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was  to  be  all  the  while  reflecting.  And 
what  think  you,  my  Lords,  was  this  view 
with  which  he  was  to  attend  and  reflect  ? 
What  was  the  reason  why  his  attention 
should  be  fixed  upon  nolhiDg,  why  his 
eyes  should  be  directed  to  glare  upon 
darkness  or  vacant  space?  ''With  the 
view,"  concludes  this  unparalleled  letler, 
"  to  the  sound  exercise  of  that  discretion" 
— some  faint  semblance  there  is  here,  the 
approach,  at  least,  of  some  definite  mat- 
ter— but  it  vanishes  instantly  like  all  the 
rest— ••that  discretion  which  it  may  prob- 
ably be  expedient  to  leave  in  your  Lord- 
ship's hands,  with  regard  to  it !" — So  the 
governor  is  informed  ihat  at  some  future, 
but  uncertain,  time,  he  shall  be  told  some- 
thing of  importance  which  is  carefully  con- 
cealed from  him ;  the  reason,  however,  is 
given  for  warning  him  that  he  may  expect 
it,  namely,  that  he  may  be  enabled  to  oc- 
cupy the  awful  interval  between  reading 
what  tells  him  nothing,  and  receiving 
what  is  to  tell  bim  he  knows  not  what,  in 
making  up  his  mind  how  he  shall  act  in 
unknown  circumstances,  upon  undisclosed 
instructions,  and  exercise  "a  sound  dis- 
cretion'* upon  the  undiscovered  matter, 
there  being  a  grave  doubt  intimated  in  the 
same  breath,  whether  or  not  any  discre- 
tion at  all  may  ever  ''  be  left  in  his 
hands."  To  such  orders  was  Lord  Oos- 
ford's  conduct  subject ;  by  such  instruc- 
tions was  he  to  be  guided ;  in  such  cir- 
cumstances, and  leading  to  such  results, 
was  his  discretion  to  be  exercised.  My 
Lords,  let  us  in  justice  towards  an  absent 
man — let  us  in  fairness  towards  one,  who, 
because  he  is  absent,  is  by  the  common 
proverb,  so  little  creditable  to  human  can- 
dour, assumed  to  be  in  the  wrong — pause 
for  a  roomenti  to  consider  whether  one  so 
situated  and  so  treated,  even  if  his  con- 
duct had  been  the  most  defective,  and  had 
the  least  satisfied  his  superiors,  would 
justly  have  been  visited  with  blame,  or  at 
least  let  us  say  whether  the  blame,  must 
not  have  been  largely  shared  by  his  em- 
ployers? Mark,  1  beseech  you,  in  what 
position  he  is  left.  Sent  to  the  advanced 
posts  of  the  empire — at  a  distance  from 
the  seat  of  Qovernment — far  removed  from 
the  wisdom,  the  vigour,  the  resources  of 
those  councils  which  rule  our  afiairs — un- 
provided with  any  but  the  ordinary  force 
of  the  colony,  the  force  adapted  to  peace- 
ful times ;  and  with  this  inadequate  force 
appointed  to  meet  a  crisis  brought  on  by 
his  employers,  a  crisis  unparalleled  in  the 


affairs  of  the  province— mark,  I  say,  the 
helpless  position  of  this  noble  person,  so 
unaided  by  adequate    resources,  so  sur* 
rounded  by  extreme  perils,  and  instead  of 
being  instructed  how  he  is  to  act,  told  by 
those  who  first  planted  him  there,  then 
surrounded  him  with  d  anger,  and  at  the 
same  time  refused  him   help  to  meet  it, 
that  at  a  future  day  he  shall  be  informed 
how  he  is  to  comport  himself;   that  for  the 
present  he  is  to  know  nothing  ;  and  that 
he  may  be  making  up  his  mind  by  guess 
work  how  he  shall  act  when  he  may  be  told 
what  he  should  do!     But   my   Lords!  I 
say  it  is  not  Lord  Gosford  ouly,  whose 
situation  you  are  to  mark  and  to  compas- 
sionate—Look to  the  provinces  committed 
to  his  care  1     If  you  will  have  dominions 
in  every  clime ;  if  you  will  rule  subjects  by 
millions  on  the  opposite  sides  of  this  globe ; 
if  you  will  undertake  to  administer  a  Go- 
vernment that  stretches  itself  over  both 
hemispheres,   and  boast  an    empire    on 
which   the  sun   never  sets — it    is    well. 
Whether  this  desire  be  prudent   or  im- 
politic for  yourselves,  I  ask  not^^ whether 
its  fruits  be  auspicious  or  banefol  to  out 
own  interests — I  stop  not  to  inquire ;  nor 
do  I   raise  the  question,  whether  to  the 
distant  millions  over  whom  you  thus  as. 
sume  dominion,  this  mighty  and  remote 
sceptre  be  a  blessing  or  a  curse.     But  ci 
one  thing  I  am  absolutely  ce>tain ;  at  all 
events  this  resolution  to  have  so  vast  ao 
empire   imposes  upon  you  the  paramount 
duty  of  wakefulness  over  its  concerns— it 
prescribes  the  condition  that  you  shall  be 
alive  to  its  administration — vigilant  at  all 
times — that  you  shall  not  slumber  over  \t, 
neither  sleep,  nor  like  the  sluggard  fold 
the  hands  to  sleep,  as  if  your  orders  were 
issued  to  a  district,  each  corner  of  whrch 
the  eye  could  at  each   moment  command 
»or  a  kingdom,  the  communication  with 
all  parts  of  which  is  open  every  day  and 
every  hour,  and  where  all  the  orders  you 
may  issue,  are  to  be  executed  in  the  self- 
same circumstances  in  which  they  were 
conceived  and  were  framed.     That  is  the 
condition  upon  which  such  mighty  empires 
most  be  h6lden — that  is  the  difficulty 
which  exists  in  the  tenure ;  hard  to  grapple 
with — perilous  to  be  possessed  of— not 
wholesome  it  may  be,  either  for  the  colony 
or  the  parent  state,  should  they   long  re- 
main knit  together-^but  at  all  events  the 
condition,  sine  qud  non^  of  having  to  ad- 
minister such  arauous  concerns. 

But  let  us,  my  Lords,  resume  the  his- 
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tory  of  these  transactions.  The  resolu- 
tions were  introduced  and  in  part  were 
adopted  by  the  Commons,  on  the  6th  of 
March.  Parliament  having  re-assembled 
on  the  6lh  of  April,  they  were  not  brought 
before  your  Lordships,  till  the  9th  of  May, 
when  you  passed  them  with  only  my  dis- 
senting voice.  Now  both  Lord  Gosford 
and  the  Parliament  had  been  assured  that 
the  resolutions  should  be  followed  up  by 
immediate  action,  as  indeed  the  plainest 
dictates  of  all  sound  policy  required,  and 
that  the  bill  to  make  (hem  operative  should 
be  introduced  without  delay.  Was  it  so? 
Was  any  thing  like  this  done?  No. 
Nothing  of  the  kind.  Day  after  day 
passed;  week  after  week  glided  away; 
and  up  to  the  middle  of  June,  when  the 
lamented  illness  of  the  Sovereign  ended  in 
a  demise  of  the  Crown,  no  one  step  had 
been  taken  to  convert  the  resolutions  into 
a  legislative  measure.  Yet  did  any  man 
living  doubt  what  the  inevitable  effect  of 
these  resolutions  must  be?  They  were 
not  conciliatory,  they  were  any  tlfing 
but  conciliatory. — They  were  coercive, 
they  meant  refusal,  they  meant  repression 
— or  they  meant  nothing.  They  im- 
ported a  repulsive  denial  of  the  Cana- 
dian's prayers — a  peremptory  negative  to 
his  long  pressed  claims — an  inexorable 
refusal  of  his  dearly  cherished  desires. 
This  might  be  quite  right  and  necessary. 
I  don't  now  argue  that  question — but  at 
any  rate  it  was  harsh  and  repulsive.  Nor 
was  there  the  least  accompaniment  of 
kindness,  the  smallest  infusion  of  tender- 
ness, to  sweeten  the  ciip  which  we  com- 
mended to  his  lips.  His  anxious  wish 
was  for  an  Elective  Council.  This  was 
strongly,  unequivocally,  universally  ex- 
pressed. Far  from  relaxing,  the  feeling 
had  grown  more  intense ;  far  from  losing 
influence,  it  had  spread  more  widely  year 
by  year.  Instead  of  being  expressed  by 
majorities  in  the  Assembly,  of  two  to  one, 
of  the  people  there  represented,  after  the 
last  dissolution  that  had  increased  in  the 
proportion  of  fourteen  to  one,  the  repre- 
sentatives of  477,000  ag:ainst  those  of 
34,000  only.  Never  let  this  fact  for  an 
instant  pass  from  the  recollection  of  your 
Lordships — it  lies  at  the  root  of  the  whole 
argument,  and  should  govern  our  judg- 
ment on  every  part  of  the  case.  It  is  a 
fact  which  cannot  be  denied,  and  it  indi- 
cates a  posture  of  affairs  which  all  attempts 
to  change  must  be  vain.  How  were  the 
resolutions  formed  to  meet  this  state  of  the 


public  mind  ?  How  did  the  Parliament, 
the  Reformed  Parliament  of  England, 
meet  the  all  but  unanimous  prayer  of  the 
Canadian  people?-  By  an  unanimous  vote 
of  this  House,  by  a  majority  in  the  other, 
nearly  as  great  as  that  which  in  the  pro- 
vincial Parliament  supported  the  improve- 
ment 60  anxiously  solicited,  the  people  of 
Canada  were  told  that  they  had  no  hope, 
and  that  from  the  parent  state  they  never 
would  obtain  the  dearest  object  of  all  their 
wishes.  But  was  there  on  the  other  hand 
no  tenderness  displayed  to  soften  the 
harshness  of  the  refusal — no  boon  offered 
to  mitigate  the  harsh,  the  repulsive,  the 
vexatious  act  of  turning  to  their  prayers  a 
deaf  ear,  and  putting  an  extinguisher  on 
all  their  hopes  ?  There  was.  You  had 
given   them   in    1831    the  power  of  the 

f>urse ;  had  told  them  that  they  should  no 
onger  have  to  complain  of  possessing  the 
Briti:>h  constitution  in  name,  while  in 
substance  they  had  it  not;  had  '* kindly 
and  cordially,"  such  were  your  words, 
conferred  on  them  a  privilege  that  should 
place  them  on  the  self-same  footing  with 
the  British  Parliament,  secure  to  them  the 
substantial  power  of  granting,  postpon- 
ing, or  refusing  supplies,  instead  of  the 
mere  shadow  of  a  free  constitution,  which 
they  had  before  been  mocked  with.  You 
had  told  them  that  in  future  the  means 
were  their's  of  protecting  their  rights  from 
encroachment ;  that  they  could  thence- 
forth enforce  their  claims  of  right;  that 
they  could  insist  upon  redress  of  their 
grievances  by  withholding  supplies,  while 
the  redress  was  refused.  But  what  do  you 
offer  them  in  1837,  by  way  of  sweetening 
the  bitter  refusal  of  their  prayer  for  an 
Elective  Council  ?  You  absolutely  mingle 
with  this  nauseous  potion,  not  a  repeal  of 
the  act  of  1831,  but  a  declaration  that 
for  using  its  provisions — for  exercising 
the  option  it  gave  of  refusing  supplies — for 
employing  the  powers  it  conferred,  in  the 
very  way  in  which  you  intended,  or  at 
least  professed  to  intend  they  should  be 
employed,  to  enforce  a  redress  of  griev- 
ances,— you  would  set  the  act  and  all  its 
provisions  at  nought,  appropriate  their 
money  without  their  consent,  and  seize 
their  chest  by  main  force,  in  spite  of  their 
teeth,  because  they  had  done  what  you 
took  credit  six  years  ago  for  giving  them 
the  right  to  do— withheld  their  money 
until  they  had  obtained  redress!  Such 
were  the  resolutions;  such  their  import 
and  intention.     I  am  not   now  aiw' 
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their  merits.  I  am  not  about  proving 
their  monstrous  cruelty — their  outrageous 
injustice.  But  I  ask  if  any  human  being 
ever  existed  in  this  whole  world  moon- 
stricken  to  the  excess  of  doubting  for  one 
instant  of  time,  what  must  be  the  effect  of 
their  arrival  in  Canada  ?  Some  there  may 
be  who  viewed  them  with  a  more  favour- 
able eye  than  others ;  some  who  deemed 
them  justiBable,  some  even  necessary ; 
while  others  abhorred  them  as  tyrannical 
and  without  the  shadow  of  justification; 
some  again  might  apprehend  a  more  in- 
stantaneous revolt  to  be  risked  by  them  than 
others  dreaded,  and  some  might  differ 
as  to  the  extent  and  the  efficacy  of  that 
commotion ;  but  where  was  the  man  of 
any  class,  whether  among  the  authors  of 
the  resolutions,  and  their  suppurlers,  or 
their  enemies,  or  the  by-standers,  among 
those  of  liberal  principles  who  were  struck 
with  dismay  at  the  shame  in  which  their 
leaders  were  wrapt,  or  among  those  of  op- 
posite opinions  who  exulted  to  see  the 
liberal  cause  disgraced  and  ruined — where, 
I  demand,  among  them  all  was  the  man 
endued  with  understanding  enough  to 
make  his  opinion  worth  the  trouble  of 
asking  for  it,  who  ever  doubted  that  the 
arival  of  these  detested  resolutions  in 
Canada  must  be  the  signal  of  revolt,  at 
least  the  immediate  cause  of  wide-spreading 
discontent  and  disaffectionthroughout  ihe 
Province?  The  event  speedily  justified 
this  universal  apprehension.  I  might 
appeal  to  the  ordinary  channels  of  inform- 
ation ;  to  the  public  papers  of  America 
as  well  as  of  Canada ;  to  what  formed  the 
topic  of  conversation  in  every  political 
circle,  both  of  the  Old  world  and  the  New ; 
bat  I  will  only  refer  you  to  these  papers, 
meagre  and  imperfect  as  they  are,  for 
they  contain  abundant  proofs  of  the  fact 
which  I  state;  and  in  the  face  of  these 
disclosures,  reluctant  and  scanty  though 
they  be,  I  will  defy  my  noble  Friends  to 
gainsay  the  statement  I  have  made.  I  may 
here  observe,  that  as  several  of  the  dis- 
patches give  so  little  information  that  they 
might  without  any  detriment  to  the  ques- 
tion have  been  withheld,  so  some  have 
manifestly  been  kept  back,  of  which  the 
Government  are  unquestionably  possessed, 
and  which  would  throw  light  upon  this 
part  of  the  subject ;  although  those  pro- 
duced give  us  plain  indications  what  has 
been  suppressed.  Thus  the  dispatches  of 
the  2ndy  8th,  and  9th  of  September,  shew 
to  an  attentive  reader,  as  strikingly  as 


anything  in  the    late  deplorable  Gazettes 
themselves,  the  progress  of  that  discontent 
which  has  been  sunered  to  break  out  into 
rebellion.     In    the    first.    Lord    Gosford 
stales  that  he  thinks  it  may  become  neces- 
sary to  suspend   the  constitution — not  an 
indication,  surely,   of    things  being  in  a 
satisfactory  or  a   tranquil   state.     lu  the 
last  of  the  three  letters,  he  says,  "up  to 
this  day  (not  at  once,  but   in  a  course  of 
time)  he  has  been  obliged  to  dismiss  fifl)- 
three  magistrates  and  public  officers  ;*'  and 
for  what  ?     The  magistrates  for  attending 
unlawful  meetings,    aud    the  officers  for 
seditious  practices.      What  state  of  things 
does  tiiis  betoken  ?     And  how  plainly  does 
it  shew  that  the  evil  was  not  of  yesterday  ? 
Manit>sily  the  dismissals  had  been  goin^' 
on  for  a  time,  and    notice  of  them  had 
been  communicated  to  the  Government  at 
home ;    but  how  happens  it  that  no  other 
intimation  is  given  of  so  grave  a  matter 
exc  ept  in  this  one  dispatch  ?     Then  in  the 
letter  of  the  8th  September,  Lord  Gosford 
d^cribes  a  Central  Committee  as  having 
been    formed    by  the    diaafiected,    froro 
which  oiders  were  issued  to  what  lie  calls 
"  the   Local   Committees."       The    Irocal 
Committees!     Yet    we   find  no   mention 
whatever  of  any  Local  Committees  in  any 
of  the  oihcr  letters  produced  for  our  in- 
formation !    The  use  of  the  definite  article 
plainly  shows  that  the  governor  had  in 
some  previous  dispatch    described    those 
bodies  to  which  he  here  refers  without  any 
description.     When  in  the  same  sentence, 
he    speaks  of   the  Central  Committee-- 
evidently  for  the  first    time — he  calls  it 
*'  a  Central  Committee/'  and  explains  its 
nature.     Clearly,  then,    there    has    been 
received  some  other  letter,  whether  long 
or  short,  private  and  informal,   or  regular 
and  official,  informing  the  Government  of 
the  ominous     circumstance,     here    ooJy 
alluded    to  as  already   well    known,    of 
Local  Committees  having  been  established 
throughout  the  Province.     But  that  other 
letter  is  kept  back.  The  information  which 
the  supposed  dispatch  would  disclose  is 
not  new  to  me,  and  it  is  of  deep  import- 
ance.    It  points  at  an  organised  System  of 
insurrection,  and  it  traces  the  system  (o 
the  arrival  of  the  resolutions  in   Canada. 
In  each  parish,  parochial  committees  were 
formed  ;    in    each  district,  district  com- 
mittees  ;  and  these  local  bodies  were  under 
the  orders  of  the  Central  Committee.   But 
a  judicial  system  was  also  established  :  in 
each  place  there  were  appointed  arbiira- 
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tors,    called    amiables    compositeurs,    or 
pacificators,  to  whom  it  was  required  that 
all  having  suits  should  resort,  and  not  to 
the  King's  courts  of  justice;    or  if  any 
party  preferred  the  latter,  he  was  visited 
by  some  one  who  warned  him  that  the 
Patriots  had   passed   resolutions    against 
suing  in   the  courts   of    the  State;    his 
cattle  were  marked  in  the  night  if  he  per- 
severed ;  and  a  further  contumacy  towards 
the  courts  of  the  arbitrators  was  visited 
with  the  maiming  of  his  beasts  the  night 
after.     This  system  was  established  and  in 
operation  as  early  as   the  beginning    of 
September.     But  there   are   some    plans 
which  cannot  be  the  work  of  a  day,  and  of 
these  a  judicial  establishment  like  this  is 
surely  one.     We  may  safely  calculate  that 
months    had   elapsed    before    the    things 
stated  respecting  it  in  these  papers  could 
exist.     But  I  know  that  the  plan  was  not 
confined  to  such  committees  of  govern- 
ment, and  such  irregular  tribunals.     Men 
were  raised,  as  was  said^  for  the  purposes 
of  police ;  as,   1  believe,  to  be  ready  for 
resisting  the  Government.     The    pretext 
was  the  removal  of  so  many  magistrates 
from  the  commission   of  the  peace.     So 
that  we  have  here  all  the  great  functions 
of  Government  usurped  by  the  disaffected  ; 
—-executive  administration  provided,  ju. 
dicial    tribunals   formed,   and  a  military 
force  levied  ;— and  all  usurped  under  the 
very  eye  of  the  Government.     Why  do  I 
ascribe   all  these  frightful  results  to  the 
resolutions?      My  reason  is  plain— it  is 
in  these  dispatches.     Lord   Gosford   him. 
self  tells  you  what  their  eflfect  was,  parti- 
cularly that  of  the  eighth,  respecting  the 
money  ;    they  who  were  most  attached  to 
the  Government,  who  most  reprobated  the 
proceedings    of   the  Patriots,  who    least 
favoured  the  French  party,  were  loud  in 
their  disapprobation  of  th^t  eighth  Reso- 
lution.    I    do    not  marvel  at    this,    my 
Lords ;  to  me  it  is  no  surprise  at  all ;  I 
expected    it.     I  contended    against    the 
resolutions;    T  protested  against  them  ;  I 
earnestly,  though  humbly,  besought  you 
not  to  plunge  the  country  into  that  civil 
contention  which  I  saw  was  inevitable  the 
moment    that    eighth   resolution    should 
pass.     To  injury  of  the  deepest  character, 
it  added  what  is  worse  than  all  injury, 
mockery  and  insult.     To  tell  men  that  you 
^ave  them  the  British  constitution,  and  to 
brag  of  your  bounty  in  giving  it ; — to  tell 
them  that  they  no  longer  had  it  in  form, 
but  that  now  you  generously  bestowed  on 
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them  the  substance;— to  tell  them  that 
they  now  possessed  the  same  control  over 
the  executive  government  which  we  in 
England  have,  and  which  is  the  corner- 
stone of  our  free  constitution; — to  tell 
them  that  you  gave  them  the  power  of 
stopping  supplies,  for  the  purpose  of 
arming  them  with  the  means  of  protecting 
their  rights  from  the  encroachments  of 
tyranny,  and  of  obtaining  a  redress  of  all 
grievances ; — bragging  of  your  liberality 
in  thus  enabling  them  to  seek  and  to  get, 
by  these  means,  that  redress ;  and  then, 
the  very  first  time  they  use  the  power  &o 
given,  for  the  very  purpose  for  which  you 
gave  it,  to  leave  them  nominally  in  pos- 
session of  it,  to  pass  by  it,  to  disregard  it, 
to  act  as  if  you  never  had  given  it  at  all, 
and  to  seize  hold  of  the  money,  to  send  a 
file  of  soldiers  and  pillage  the  chest  of  that 
fund  which  you  pretended  you  had  given 
them,  and  them  alone,  the  absolute  power 
over — this  surely  is  a  mockery  and  an 
insult,  in  the  outrageous  nature  of  which, 
the  injury  itself  offered  merges  and  is  lost. 
But  I  am  not  now  arguing  the  merits  of 
these  ill-fated  proceedings.  Let  them 
have  been  ever  so  justifiable,  I  have  no- 
thing to  say  against  them.  They  were 
adopted  by  the  wisdom  of  Parliament,  and 
it  is  too  late  to  discuss — it  is  unavailing 
to  lament  it ;  but  this  at  least  we  may 
say,  that  when  such  a  course  as  this  was 
taken,  known  beforehand  to  the  Govern- 
ment, to  its  advisers  who  could  not  be 
taken  unprepared  by  it — who  had  been 
deliberating  on  it  from  the  20th  Novem- 
ber, 1836,  to  the  unknown  date  of  the 
suppressed  dispatch  in  July,  and  thence  to 
that  of  the  next  not  very  instructive,  but  at 
least  forthcoming,  dispatch  of  April  29 — 
the  Ministers  were  aware  of  the  measure 
they  had  conceived, — they  knew  its  tend- 
ency,— they  must  have  made  up  their 
mind  to  its  effects, — they  had  resolved  to 
inflict  the  grievous  injury  and  offer  the 
intolerable  insult  yet  worse  than  the  in- 
jury. Was  there  ever  yet  imbecility — 
was  there  ever  confusion  or  want  of  ideas 
— ever  yet  inexplicable  policy,  (if  I  might 
prostitute  such  a  name  to  such  abase  use,) 
— was  ever  there  seen  in  the  history  of 
human  blunders  and  incapacity  anything 
to  match  this  of  wronging,  and  mocking, 
and  insulting,  and  yet  taking  no  one  step 
by  way  of  precaution  against  the  inevitable 
effect  of  the  outrage  offered,  and  to  pre- 
vent the  disaffection  into  which  you  were 
goading  them  from  bursting  out  into 
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ftvolt,  ftnd  the  revolt  from  proving  suc- 
ctisful?  The  Canadian  people  are  told 
—You  shall  be  defeated,  and  oppressed. 
Hud  tcorned,  and  insulted,  and  goaded  to 
lesent,  but  care  shall  all  the  while  be 
taken  that  nothing  is  done  to  prevent  the 
imtatioo  we  are  causing  from  bringing  on 
rebeUion*  and  should  rebellion  perad ven- 
ture ensue,  no  means  shall  be  used  to  pre- 
vent the  shedding  of  blood, — to  protect 
the  loyal  and  restrain  the  insurgent.  My 
Lords,  there  have  been  before  now  at 
various  times,  men  inclined  to  play  a 
tynut^s  part;  to  oppress  the  unoffending, 
to  tHM^^iMe  upon  the  liberties  of  mankind  ; 
men  vrbo  had  made  up  their  minds  to  out- 
rage the  feelings  of  human  nature  for  some 
(bttl  purpose  of  their  own,  aggravating  the 
wrongs  ihey  did,  and  exasperating  the 
hatred  they  deliberately  excited  by  insults 
yet  more  hard  to  be  borne/  These 
courses  have  had  different  fortunes, — 
sometimes  the  oppressor  has  prevailed, — 
sometimes  he  has  been  withstood,  and 
punished  by  the  people.  But  I  will  ven* 
ture  to  assert  that  this  is  the  first  time  such 
a  course  ever  was  pursued  without  some 
foresight,  some  precaution  to  enforce  the 
policy  resolved  on,^some  means  provided 
to  preclude  resistance,  and  at  least  to 
guard  against  its  effects.  Tyranny  and 
oppression  has  here  appeared  stript  of  its 
instinctive  apprehension  and  habitual  cir« 
cumspection.  Compared  with  the  conduct 
which  we  are  now  called  to  contemplate, 
the  most  vacillating  and  imbecile,  the  most 
inconsistent  and  impotent  rulers,  rise  into 
some  station  commanding  respect ; — King 
John,  or  Richard  Cromwell  himself,  rises 
into  a  wisei  a  politic,  and  a  vigorous 
priAce. 

But  it  is  said  that  fhere  were  various 
reasons  why  these  Resolutions  should  not 
be  accompanied  with  an  effective  force. 
And  first,  because  the  event  has  shewn 
that  there  were  troops  enough  already  in 
the  Colony  to  quell  the  revolt.  I  hope  it 
is  already  put  down — I  do  not  know  that 
it  is ;  but  assume  it  to  be  so,  does  not  my 
noble  Friend  see  how  much  this  proves  ? 
The  defence,  if  it  means  any  thing,  means 
this  — that  the  ordinary  pesce-establish- 
ment  of  Canada  is  quite  large  enough  to 
meet  the  most  extraordinary  emergencies 
that  ever  yet  happened  in  its  whole  his- 
tory. How,  then,  will  he  meet  those 
QBConomists  of  our  resources — those  who 
are  ho  ntgf^ardly  and  frugal  of  the  public 
money,    and    justly    complain    of  every 


pound  needlessly  spent  and  every  man  not 
absolutely  required  for  the  defence  of  the 
provinces  ?  Because  if  it  turns  oat  that 
you  had  in  times  of  profound  peace  so 
large  a  force  in  the  colony,  as  was  enongh 
to  meet  a  most  unexpected  crisis,  and  lo 
cope  successfully  with  a  civil  war,  how  is 
the  question  to  be  answered, — "  Why  an 
army  should  be  wanted  in  peace,  equal  to 
the  establishment  which  a  war  requires?" 
Had  such  a  question  been  put  on  any 
other  occasion  than  the  present,  I  well 
know  the  answer  it  would  have  received, 
because  I  have  heard  it  again  and  again 
both  while  in  office  and  while  out  of  office. 
The  answer  would  assuredly  have  been: 
We  keep  only  just  force  enough  to  meet 
the  ordinary  demands  of  tranquil  limes. 
yet  according  to  the  extraordinary  defence 
set  up  this  night,  there  never  are  fewer 
troops  maintained  in  Canada  than  are 
sufficient  to  meet  demands  of  the  most  un- 
expected kind.  There  may  a  civil  war 
any  moment  break  out,  and  the  Govern- 
ment may  occasion  and  may  quell  an  uni- 
versal insurrection,  without  dispatching 
an  additional  man  or  gun  thither.  The 
establishment  is  so  happily  constituted  as 
not  to  be  too  great  for  peace,  and  also  not 
too  little  for  war.  But  a  second  argument 
has  been  used  more  staitling  still.  My 
noble  Friend  tells  you  that  to  send  more 
men  over  would  have  had  a  very  bad 
effect,  because  it  would  be  admitting  the 
Resolutions  were  wrong,  and  shewing  we 
anticipated  a  resistance.  Why,  my  Lords, 
is  it  not  better  to  anticipate  a  resistance, 
and  thereby  prevent  it,  than  to  do  nothing 
and  be  surprised  by  one?  Which  is  i he 
worst  and  most  dangerous  course,  to  be 
over  cautious,  or  too  supine  ?  Is  not  the 
reality  of  a  successful  revolt  infinitely 
more  hurtful  than  the  appearance  of 
dreading  one  which  may  never  break  out  ? 
Is  not  a  revolt  far  more  likely  to  happen, 
and  if  it  happen,  to  succeed,  if  you  onoit 
the  ordinary  and  natural  precautions  I 
And  suppose  these  prevent  its  happening, 
what  the  worse  are  you  for  having  it  said, 
and  said  unjustly,  too,  that  you  were  ap- 
prehensive without  cause  ?  But  then  a 
third  defence  is  attempted.  Sending 
troops,  says  my  noble  Friend,  would  have 
been  paying  a  bad  compliment  to  the  loys^ 
zcul  of  the  Canadians  ;  it  would  have  been 
treating  them  as  if  we  could  not  sufficiently 
rely  on  them  alone.  Now,  I  should  not 
much  wonder  if  these  peaceable  inhabit- 
ants of  the  province,  however  loyal,  and 
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however  devoted,  were  to  say,  when  they 
found  themselves,  through   this  extreme 
deh'cacy,    exposed    unprotected   to    civil 
war,  ''A  truce  with   your  compliments; 
send  us  some  troops.     Don*t  laud  our  zeal 
and  loyally  at  the  expense  of  our  security. 
Don't  punish  us  for  our  good  qualities. 
Give  us  less  praise  and  more  protection. 
Never  heed  the  imputation  you  may  expose 
us  to  by  sending  out  effectual  succour  to 
those  who  are  not  military-  men,  so  that 
you  only  secure  the  settlement  against  the 
worst  of  calamities,  the  flames  of  civil  war, 
and  should  they  break  out,  their  laying 
waste  our  province."    Surely,  my  Lords, 
those  peaceful  and  loyal  subjects  of  the 
Crown  are  sorely  aggrieved  when  you  tfll 
them   that    their  settlement  may  be  in-, 
volved    in    agitation   and    torn   by   civil 
broils,  but  that  still   no  protecting  hand 
shall  be  stretched  forth  to  stay  their  ruin, 
— that  you   abandon  your  duty  towards 
them-— the  duty  of  protection,  which  alone 
gives  you  a  title  to  the  reciprocal  duty  of 
allegiance — and  as  surely  they  are  mocked 
beside  being  aggrieved,  when  in  excuse  for 
thus  deserting  your  duty  towards  them, 
they  are  told  that  were  you  to  discharge 
it,    you    might    appear  to    doubt    their 
loyalty  and  their  zeal.     My,  Lords,  this  is 
not,  it  cannot  be,  a  real  defence ;  it  is  an 
after  thought.     I  am  sorry  to  say,  that  I 
cannot  bring  myself  to  regard  it  as  sin- 
cere, and  but  for  the  respect  I  owe  my 
noble  Friend,  I  could  not  bring  myself  to 
regard  it  as  an  honest  defence.     If  any 
man  had  asked  him  six  months  ago,  before 
the  event,  why  no  troops  had  been  sent  to 
back  the  odious  resolutions  and  render 
resistance  hopeless,  he  might  have  given 
various  answers  to  a  very  pertinent  ques- 
tion.    I  cannot,  indeed,  easily  divine  what 
he  would  have  urged  in  explanation ;  but 
of  one  thing  I  am  quite  certain— I  can 
tell  at  once  what  he  would  not  have  urged 
— he  never  would  have  uttered  a  word 
about  the  dispatch  of  troops  indicating  a 
distrust  of  Canadian  loyalty  or  a  con- 
demnation of  the  eighth  resolution.     All 
this  is  a  mere  ingenious  expedient  resorted 
to  after  the  event,  and  it  is  not,  permit 
me  to  say,  characterised  by  the  accus- 
tomed candour,  fairness,  and  ingenuous- 
ness  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Well,  then,  thus  matters  went  on,  and 
thus  to  the  very  last  with  admirable  con- 
sistency. No  instructions,  either  as  to 
the  Legislative  or  Executive  Council 
reached  Canada  before  the  Parliament  of 


the  province  met,  although  it  had  been 
distinctly  promised  that  they  should  arrive 
before  the  meeting,  as  indeed  after  it  they 
could  serve  no  kind  of  purpose.     Nay, 
the  Parliament  had   met  and  been  pro- 
logued  before  they  were  even  dispatched 
from  Downing-street.      1  am  aware,  iii* 
deed,  of  the  dispatches  which  bear  the 
date  of  July  14th,  a  day  remarkable  in 
the  calendar  of  the  Colonial-office  for  un- 
wonted  activity — no   less    than   four    of 
these  dispatches  being  all  dated  upon  that 
singular  day — and  I  know  that   one  of 
these  appears  to  contain   n    good   deal 
about  the  constitution  of  the  Legislative 
Council,  but  when  you  examine  it  you 
find  nothing  more  than  a  long,  a  very  long 
extract  from  the  report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners—so long  as  to  require  an  apology 
in  my  noble  Friend's  letter  for  the  length 
of  the  quotation.     It  seems  that  on  this 
matter  the  three  Commissioners  had  agreed. 
Their  general  course  of  proceeding  had 
been  to  differ  upon*  every  thing — so  that 
eech  reason  assigned  by  the  one  found  a 
satisfactory  refutation  in  the  arguments 
urged    by  his  able   and    ingenious  Col- 
leagues.     Nevertheless,  they  had  an  odd 
manner  of  often  coming  to  the  same  con^ 
elusion,  not  only  by  different  roads,  but 
by    travelling   in    diametrically  opposite 
directions,  as  if  to  reach  York  they  took 
not  the  Hull  road  or  the  Grantham  road, 
but  the  road  by  Exeter  or  by  Brighton. 
However,  in  this  paper,  they  had  for  a 
wonder  all  agreed ;  therefore,  my  noble 
Friend 'catches  at  it,  and  for  the  edifica- 
tion of  the  Governor,  sends  him  nearly 
the  whole  of  it  in  the  form  of  a  dispatch, 
without  adding  one  word  of   advice  or 
information  as  to  how  the  Governor  should 
proceed  in  carrying  the  propositions  into 
effect,  or  constructing  bis  council — ^the 
whole  practical  matter  being  what  men  he 
should  put  upon  it.    The  noble  Governor 
was  now  surrounded  by  disaffection,  and. 
sitting  upon  the  collected  materials  of  an 
explosion ;  he  was  ruling  a  province  on 
the  brink  of  civil  war,  and  without  sap- 
plies  of  force,  or  a  word  of  information  or 
advice  from  home.     So  my  noble  Friend 
sends  him  a  long  quotation  from  the  re- 
port of  the  Commissioners,  a  precaution 
the  less  necessary  that  the  noble  Lord 
himself,  being  one  of  those  Commissioners^ 
had  himself  signed  that  report,  and  might, 
one  should  suppose,  very  possibly  be  pos- 
sessed of  some  knowledge  of  its  contents. 
Nay,  it  was  barely  possible  that  be  might 
H3 
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have  a  copy  of  the  document  at  large. 
So  carefnl,  however,  was  the  noble  Secre- 
tary of  State,  that  he  thought  it  better  to 
send  him  a  part  of  it,  as  he  was  pretty 
certainly  already  in  possession  of  the 
whole.  Nothing  more  is  done  till  August 
22nd,  when  at  length  a  dispatch  is  for- 
warded, with  full  instructions  as  to  the 
composition  of  the  Council.  The  dis- 
patches before  sent  had  contained  only  a 
very  partial  and  entirely  provisional  power  of 
appointment.  But  the  difference  between 
the  two  dates  is  in  fact  quite  immaterial ; 
for  if  all  that  was  sent  in  August,  had 
been  sent  in  July,  it  was  too  late— the 
Parliament  met  on  the  18th  of  August, 
and  unless  the  powers  had  arrived  before 
that  day,  they  were  absolutely  useless ; 
not  to  mention  that  a  proclamation  issued 
in  June,  shews  the  colony  to  have  been 
then  oto  the  verge  of  rebellion.  The  pro- 
vincial Parliament  met — nothing  but  the 
resolutions  was  laid  before  them — nothing 
but  refusal  and  coerc*Ton,  disappointment 
and  mockery,  were  tendered  to  them, 
without  a  single  proposition  to  soften  the 
harshness  of  the  refusal,  or  mitigate  the 
bitterness  of  the  insult.  The  provinces 
were  now  arrayed  in  opposition,  and  pre- 
paring resistance  to  the  Government, — an 
extensive  system  of  combination  was 
established, — civil,  judicial,  and  military 
powers  were  exercised  by  the  patriots.  It 
was  now  too  late  to  soothe,  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  councillors,  whose  names,  a 
few  weeks  earlier,  might  have  given  con- 
fidence to  the  people,  and  paved  the  way 
for  a  restoration  of  kindly  feelings  towards 
the  Government ;  they  had  already  gotten 
the  local  Committees, — their  central  body 
— their  amta6/escomfM>si7ettr5,  their  police* 
bands. — On  the  one  hand,  hope  had  been 
l>eld  out  never  to  be  realised — promises 
Doade  only  to  be  broken.  On  the  other 
hand,  resolutions  of  coercion  had  been 
passed  amounting  to  hateful  threats,  to  be 
followed  immediately  by  bills,  but  these 
were  never  so  much  as  proposed  to  Par- 
liament. The  insurrection  breaks  out-^ 
blood  is  spilt — the  province  is  involved  in 
rebellion  and  in  war — still  no  legislative 
messures  are  ever  framed  upon  the  reso- 
lutions. Parliament  assembles  weeks 
after  the  most  important  information  has 
come  from  the  colony, — still  not  a  word  is 
said  of  any  thing  but  the  new  Civil-list ; 
and  instead  of  the  often  promised  Bill  to 
carry  the  resolutions  of  April  and  May 
iifto  eflTect,  an  entirely  new  Bill  is  an- 


nounced, upon  a  wholly  different  plan, 
and  to  meet  the  completely  altered  state 
of  affairs. 

Now,  then,  I  ask  the  reason  why  the 
measures  were  delayed,  after  being  dis. 
tinctly  promised  in  April  ?  The  Govern- 
ment are  aware  that  this  question  most  be 
answered,  and  f  find  several  reasons 
assigned  in  these  papers. — The  first  is 
given  in  one  of  the  four  dispatches  of  July 
14th.  *'  Much  as  the  Government  have 
always  lamented  the  necessity  of  adopting 
such  a  measure  under  any  circumstances^ 
they  would,  at  the  present  momenty  feel 
a  peculiar  reluctance  in  resorting  to  it,  as 
they  would  deeply  regret  that  one  of  the 
first  legislative  acts  of  her  most  gracious 
Majesty's  reign,  should  carry  even  the 
semblance  of  an  ungracious  spirit  towards 
the  representatives  of  her  loyal  and  faith- 
ful subjects  in  that  province."  If,  then, even 
''  the  semblance  of  an  ungracious  spirit 
towards  the  loyal  and  faithful  subjects," 
is  so  **■  deeply  regretted"  by  my  noble 
Friend,  what  thinks  he  of  the  reality  of 
an  audacious  spirit  of  resistance  to  the 
Sovereign  herself?  Does  he  not  consider 
that  it  would  have  been  quite  as  well  to 
avoid  such  empty,  unmeaning  compli- 
ments to  his  Sovereign,  and  discharge  the 
imperative  duty  cast  upon  him,  of  main- 
taining her  authority  and  protecting  her 
loyal  people  ?  Would  it  not  have  been 
full  as  respectful  a  course,  and  to  his  Royal 
Mistress  j  ust  as  grateful,  if  instead  of  such 
tawdry  and  clumsy  figures  of  speech,  he 
had  given  her  the  opportunity  of  main- 
taining the  peace  of  her  dominions,  by 
pursuing  the  course  begun  under  her 
illustrious  predecessor?  My  noble  Friend 
speaks  of  "  deep  regret," — was  it  then  a 
subject  of  much  satisfaction  to  him  that 
weakness  and  indecision,  delay  and  inac- 
tion, should  lead  from  dissatisfaction  to 
revolt,  and  end  in  shedding  the  blood  of 
the  people  ?  Are  these  things  no  matter 
of  regret,  when  deep  regret  is  expressed 
at  merely  continuing  in  the  new  reign,  the 
measures  resolved  upon  towards  the  end 
of  the  old  ?  The  rose  leaves  on  the  royal 
couch  of  the  young  Queen,  must  not,  it 
seems,  be  rufiied  by  the  discharge  of  pain- 
ful, though  necessary  duties. — But  then 
was  the  death-bed  of  the  aged  Monarch 
to  be  studded  with  thorns  ?  If  the  mind 
of  the  successor  must  not  be  disturbed 
with  the  more  painful  cares  of  royalty, 
was  the  dying  Prince  to  have  his  last 
moments  harassed  and  vexed  by  measures 
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of  a  severe  and  harsh  aspect?  Sach,  I 
presume,  is  the  reason  assigned  for  nothing 
having  been  done  after  the  resolutions 
were  passed  in  the  beginning  of  May. 
My  Lords,  this  is  a  delicate*- a  perilous 
argument.  We  are  here  treading  slip- 
pery ground — we  are  dealing  with  very 
high  matters.  I  affirm  that  I  speak  the 
language  of  the  constitution,  when  I  ab- 
solutely refuse  my  ear  to  all  such  reasons. 
They  are  resorted  to  for  the  defence  of  the 
Ministers  at  the  expense  of  the  Monarchy. 
I  know  nothing  of  the  last  hours  of  one 
reign — or  the  dawn  of  another — nothing 
in  the  change  of  Sovereigns  which  can 
lessen  the  responsibility  of  their  servants, 
or  excuse  them  from  performing  their 
duty  to  the  Crown,  be  it  of  a  stern  and 
harsh  nature,  or  be  it  gentle  and  kind. 
Beware,  1  say,  how  you  give  any  counte- 
nance, aye,  or  any  quarter  to  topics  of 
defence  like  these.  They  are  so  many 
arguments  against  a  monarchical  consti- 
tution, and  in  favour  of  some  other  form 
of  government.  This  is  no  discourse  of 
mine.  It  is  not  I  who  am  to  blame  for 
broaching  this  matter.  You  are  tbey  (to 
the  Ministers) — you  are  they  who  have 
forced  it  into  debate — and  this  dispatch 
^this  dispatch  is  the  text  upon  which, 
trust  me,  commentators  will  not  be  want- 
ing! 

Bat,  my  Lords,  these  were  not  the  rea- 
sons of  all  the  vacillation  and  all  the 
delay.  The  real  reason  oozes  out  a  few 
pages  later  in  the  book  before  me.  I  have 
been  reading  from  the  dispatch  of  June 
29th  ;  turn  now  to  one  a  fortnight  later, 
and  you  find  that  a  resolution  had  all  at 
once  been  taken  to  give  up  the  eighth  re- 
solution, and  ask  money  from  Parliament 
here,  for  the  Canadian  service,  instead  of 
despoiling  the  chest  at  Quebec.  This 
abandonment  of  the  eighth  resolution  as 
to  all  fruits  to  be  derived  from  it,  is  indeed 
unaccompanied  with  any  benefit  whatever 
from  the  surrender— the  announcement  of 
the  policy,  harsh  and  insulting,  is  to  con- 
tinue ;  only  its  enforcement  is  given  up, 
and  the  people  of  England  are  as  usual  to 
pay  the  money.  But  see  with  what  a 
magnanimous  accompaniment  this  aban- 
donment— this  shifting  of  the  ground  is 
ushered  in.  We  are  now  in  full  vigour; 
and  we  cannot  boast  too  loudly  of  it, 
while  in  the  very  act  of  performing  the 
crowning  feat  of  impotency.  *'  The  time 
(says  this  very  dispatch)  has  passed  away 
in  which  it  was  right  to  pause  and  delibe- 


rate.'' Some  hopes,  indeed,  seem  yet  to 
have  been  entertained  of  amicable  adjust- 
ment— it  is  difficult  to  see  why — nor,  in- 
deed, does  the  noble  Secretary  of  State 
see — for  he  candidly  says,  **  hopes,  rest- 
ing as  I  must  confess  on  no  very  definite 
ground  ;'*  yet  he  adds,  "  I  cannot  alto- 
gether despair  that  the  Assemblv — or  some 
considerable  portion  of  it,  will  abandon 
their  course.'*— I  suppose,  because  there 
was  nothing  whatever  to  make  them  think 
of  doing  any  such  thing. — My  noble 
Friend,  however,  in  the  act  of  abandoning 
his  course, — a  course  which  he  declares 
was  ''entered  on  by  him,  upon  no  light 
or  ordinary  motives" — adds,  "  To  retreat 
from  such  a  course  would  be  inconsistent 
with  our  most  deliberate  sense  of  public 
duty."  '•  Deprecating,  therefore,  (he  pro- 
ceeds) every  appearance  of  vacillation 
where  no  doubt  really  exists" — and  so 
forth.  Then  did  he  Hatter  himself,  that 
when  the  appearance  of  vacillation  was  so 
much  to  be  deprecated,  its  reality  would 
work  no  harm  to  the  public  service?  Did 
he  not  perceive  that  all  he  here  so  power- 
fully urges  against  inaction  and  hesitation » 
and  oscitancy,  and  faltering,  were  triumph- 
ant arguments  in  favour  of  that  line  of 
conduct  which  he  never  once  pursued  ? 
This  dispatch  full  of  reasons  against  vacil- 
lation, affords  the  most  marvellous  sample 
of  it,  which  is  to  be  found  in  the  whole 
train  of  his  proceedings.  The  resolutions 
were  passed  almost  unanimously — it  was 
resolved  to  take  the  money  of  the  good 
people  of  Canada — it  was  affirmed  that 
there  must  be  no  pause — no  doubt — no 
vacillation — and  thne  new  determination 
prefaced  by  this  announcement  is,  that 
the  former  resolutions  about  which  no 
man  (say  they)  can  now  have  any  doubt, 
shall  be  given  to  the  winds,  and  the  money 
taken  from  the  pockets  of  the  good  people 
of  England ! 

It  would  indeed  seem,  that  just  about 
this  time  some  wonderful  change  had  come 
over  the  minds  of  the  Ministers,  depriving 
them  of  their  memory  and  lulling  even 
their  senses  to  repose — that  something  had 
happened,  which  cast  them  into  a  sweet 
slumber— a  deep  trance — such  as  physi- 
cians tell  us,  not  only  suspends  all  recol- 
lection of  the  past,  but  makes  men  imper- 
vious to  the  impressions  from  surrounding 
objects  through  the  senses.  Could  this 
have  arisen  from  the  deep  grief  in  to  which 
my  noble  Friend  and  his  colleagues  were 
known  to  have  been  plunged  by  the  de« 
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cease  of  their  kind  and  generous  Master  ? 
No  doubt  that  feeling  must  have  had  its 
day — or  its  hour — but  it  passed  swiftly 
away — it  is  not  in  the  nature  of  grief  to 
endure  for  ever.  Then  how  came  it  to 
pass  that  the  trance  continued  ?  Was  it 
that  the  demise  of  one  Monarch  is  neces- 
sarily followed  by  theaccession  of  another? 
Oh — doubtless  its  pleasing  endurance 
must  have  been  caused  by  the  elevation  of 
their  late  gracious  Master's  illustrious  suc- 
cessor, prolonging  the  suspension  of  the 
faculties  which  grief  had  brought  on — but 
changing  it  into  that  state,  inexpressibly 
delicious^  which  was  suited  to  the  circum- 
stances, so  interesting,  of  the  new  reij^n. 
Or  could  it  be,  that  the  Whig  party,  having 
for  near  a  hundred  years  been  excluded 
from  the  banquet  of  Royal  favour,  had 
now  sitteo  down  to  the  rich  repast  with  an 
appetite,  the  growth  of  a  century's  fast, 
and  were  unable  to  divert  their  attention 
from  so  pleasurable  and  unusual  an  en- 
joyment, to  mere  vulgar  matters  of  ptiblic 
duty,  and  bring  their  faculties  steeped  in 
novel  delight,  to  bear  upon  points  so  dis- 
tant as  Canada — affairs  so  trivial  as  the 
tranquillity  of  the  most  important  province 
of  the  Crown,  and  the  peace  of  this  coun- 
try—possibly of  the  world?  All  these 
ioconsiderable  interests  being  in  jeopardy, 
were  tliey  insufficient  to  awaken  our  rulers 
from  their  luxurious  stupor?  I  know  not 
— I  put  the  query — 1  suggest  the  doubt — 
I  am  unable  to  solve  it— I  may  for  aught  1 
know  have  hit  upon  the  solution  ;  but  of 
this  I  am  sure,  that  to  some  such  solution 
one  is  unavoidably  led  by  the  passage  of 
the  despatch  which  refers  to  tne  demise 
and  accession,  as  the  cause  of  the  general 
and  absolute  inaction  which  at  that  critical 
moment  prevailed.  But  another  event  was 
in  prospect,  the  harbinger  of  almost  as 
much  joy  as  the  prospects  of  the  new 
reign — 1  mean  the  prospect  of  a  new  Par- 
liament. The  dispatch  gives  the  approach- 
ing dissolution  as  one  reason  for  the  con- 
duct, or  rather  the  inaction  of  the  Govern- 
ment— and  I  sincerely  believe  most  truly 
<---for  as  surely  as  an  accession  follows  the 
dissolution  of  the  Prince,  so  surely  does 
an  election  follow  a  dissolution  of  his  Par- 
liament. It  is  not  that  there  was  any 
thing  like  a  justification  of  the  Bill  not 
beio^  introduced,  in  the  approaching  dis- 
solution; forthere  was  abundanceof  time  to 
pass  it  between  thebeginingof  May  and  the 
end  of  July  when  Parliament  was  dissolved. 
li  could  Dot  have  been  much  delayed  in 


theother  House,  where  such  unprecedented 
majorities  had  concurred  in  passing  all  the 
resolutions  ;  and  in  this  House,  my  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Melbourne)  knows  he  caa 
do  as  he  likes — I  mean  when  he  is  doing 
wrong — lUd  se  jactet  in  Auld,  and  he  is 
little  opposed  here.  I  am  far  from  saying 
your  Lordships  would  so  readily  let  him 
do  anything  to  advance  the  interests  of 
the  people,  or  extend  their  rights ;  but 
only  let  him  invade  their  liberties,  and  he 
is  sure  to  find  you  every  way  indulgent ; 
such  is  your  partiality  for  a  bold  and  de- 
cided policy  ;  so  great  your  inclination  to 
support  what  are  termed  vigorous  mea- 
sures !  It  is  not,  therefore,  with  the  dis- 
solution that  I  can  connect  the  laches  of 
the  Government  in  the  way  in  which  they 
urge  it  as  a  defence.  But  they  were  im- 
patient to  get  rid  of  the  old  Parliament, 
that  they  mi^ht  be  electing  a  new  one, 
and  all  their  attention  was  absorbed  in 
their  election  schemes.  Their  hopes  were 
high  ;  they  reckoned  upon  gaining  largely, 
and  little  dreamt  that  upon  their  appeal  to 
the  people,  instead  of  gaining  Bfty,  they 
should  lose  fifteen.  Those  **  hopes  too 
fondly  nursed,"  were  afterwards  "  too 
rudely  crossed  ;  "  but  at  the  time,  thev 
filled  their  whole  soul,  and  precluded  all 
attention  or  care  for  other  matters^  whe- 
ther justice  to  Canada,  or  justice  to  Eng* 
land.  What  passed  in  this  House  to  the 
serious  interruption  of  our  judicial  fuuc* 
tions,  may  be  taken  as  a  proof  how  little 
chance  any  colonial  affairs  had  of  com- 
manding a  moment's  regard,  or  delaying 
for  a  day  the  much  wished -for  general 
election.  The  report  had  been  made  to 
head  quarters  by  the  proper  officers— 
those  whose  duty  it  is  to  preside  over  the 
gathering  of  the  Commons — to  take  care 
that  there  shall  be  a  house  when  it  is 
wanted— or  that  there  shall  be  none  wheo 
that  is  expedient;  and  above  all,  whose 
department  is  to  arrange  the  times  and 
seasons  of  elections.  The  result  was,  that 
the  interests  of  the  Ministry  were  unde^ 
stpod  to  require  that  certain  writs  should 
issue  on  Monday,  and  that  on  no  account 
whatever  the  Parliament  should  be  allowed 
to  exist  another  day.  In  the  general  joy 
of  the  new  reign  and  the  sanguine  hopes 
from  the  new  Parliament,  my  noble  Friend 
on  the  Woolsack,  (Lord  Cottenham) 
seemed  himself  to  be  a  partaker.  He  be^ 
trayed  signs  pf  hilarity  unwonted  :  I  saw 
him,  I  can  undertake  to  say,  smile  twice 
at  that  critical  period,  aod  I  have  heard  it 
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said,  that  the  same  symptom  was  observed 
on  one  other  occasion  ;  but  that  of  course 
passed  away.  We  were  engaged  in  a 
most  important  cause — a  question  of  law 
— xlong  the  subject  of  dispute  in  West- 
minster Hail,  and  on  which  the  different 
Courts  there  had  widely  disagreed.  It 
had  come  at  length  before  this  House  for 
decision  in  the  last  resort,  and  after  being 
fully  argued,  the  learned  judges,  whose 
assistance  your  Lordships  had,  still  differ- 
ing in  opinion,  had  delivered  their  argu- 
ments seriatim.  It  was  for  the  House  to 
determine,  and  set  the  controverted  point 
at  rest  for  ever  by  a  solemn  decision  ;  and 
accordingly,  on  the  Saturday,  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  had  begun  by  moving 
an  affirmance  of  the  judgment  below ; 
and  by  a  natural  mistake  (the  point  being 
one  wholly  of  common  law)  he  had  given 
a  reason  rather  for  reversing  than  affirm- 
mg,  by  citing  the  case  that  made  against 
his  argument.  At  this  identical  moment, 
there  was  observed  to  approach  him  from 
behind,  a  form  not  unknown  to  the  House, 
though  to  the  law  unknown,  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal,  robed  as  a  Peer  of  Parliament, 
and  interrupting  the  judge  in  delivering 
his  judgment,  to  suggest  what  immediately 
put  an  end  to  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  argument.  I'here  could  be  no 
doubt  of  the  purport  of  that  communica- 
tion ;•— the  hour  of  four  had  arrived,  and 
then,  if  at  all,  must  the  Commons  be 
summoned  to  hear  the  Commission  read. 
The  Privy  Seal  bad  warned  the  Great  Seal 
that  if  the  judgment  were  given — if  the 
reasons  in  its  favour  were  assigned,  only 
the  ones  against  it  having  been  stated — 
the  Parliament  could  not  be  dissolved  on 
Monday  ;  and  thus,  the  grave  interests  of 
the  elections  might  be  sacrificed  to  the 
mere  administration  of  justice.  The  judg- 
ment being  thus  prematurely  closed,  and 
th^  argument  left  against,  and  not  for,  the 
decision  recommended  by  the  Speaker  of 
your  Lordships'  House,  the  Commission 
was  executed,  and  some  score  or  two  of 
Bills  were  passed.  The  judicial  business 
was  then  resumed.  Your  Lordships  dif- 
fered in  opinion.  The  Lord  Chief  Justice 
took  a  view  opposite  to  that  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor.  It  was  my  fortune  to  agree 
with  the  latter  ;  and  after  considerable 
argument  the  judgment  was  affirmed,  not 
for  the  reason  which  he  had  given  in  favour 
of  it,  but  in  spite  of  the  reason  which  he 
had  urged  against  it.  But  this  was  not  all : 
I  aad  other  noble  Lords  were  most  anxious 


to  have  the  dissolution  postponed  one  day 
longer,  in  order  to  dispose  of  several  im^ 
portant  causes,  which  had  been  fully  heard 
at  heavy  expense  to  the  parties,  and  to 
prevent  the  risk  of  the  whole  expense  being 
renewed  in  case  those  who  had  heard  them 
should  die  before  next  Session,  or  be  un* 
able  to  attend  the  judicial  business  of  the 
House.  We  earnestly  besought  the  Go- 
vernment to  grant  this  postponement  for 
so  important  a  purpose,  as  well  as  to  pre* 
vent  the  vexation  to  the  parties  of  in- 
creased and  most  needless  delay  ;«— to  the 
Court,  the  serious  inconvenience  of  decid- 
ing a  year  after  the  argument  had  been 
heard.  But  we  prayed  in  vain  ;  they 
would  hear  of  nothing  but  dissolving 
and  electing — would  attend  to  nothing 
else — would  allow  nothing  to  interpose 
between  them  and  their  favourite  election- 
eering pursuits ;  and  the  reports  of  your 
Lordships' judicial  proceedings  bear  testi- 
mony to  the  haste  with  which,  to  attain 
those  electioneering  objects,  the  Session 
was  closed,  and  the  administration  of 
justice  in  the  last  resort  interrupted.  Well, 
therefore,  might  the  noble  Lord's  dispatch 
of  the  i4th  July,  assign  the  approaching 
dissolution  of  Parliament  as  a  principal 
reason  why  Canada  could  not  be  attended 
to.  Although  not  in  the  sense  of  that 
dispatch,  or  as  anything  like  an  excuse 
for  his  conduct,  assuredly,  the  dissolution 
and  its  consequences  hafi  much  to  do  with 
that  neglect  of  duty.  It*  called  away  the 
minds  of  men  to  nearer  and  dearer  objects; 
fixed  their  attention  upon  things  that  far 
more  nearly  touched  them — things  that 
came  home  to  their  business  and  bosoms ; 
— the  preparations  for  the  approaching 
elections;  and  the  affairs  of  the  remote 
province,  which  had  at  no  time  engrossed 
too  much  of  their  care  were  thought  of  no 
more. 

Thus,  then,  my  fa>rds,  all  is  uniform  and 
consistent  in  these  transactions ;  all  is  in 
keeping  in  the  picture  which  these  papers 
present  to  the  eye.  A  scene  is  certainly 
unfolded  not  much  calculated  to  raise  in  our 
estimation  the  capacity,  the  firmness,  the 
vigour  or  the  statesmanlike  habits  of  those 
distinguished  persons  to  whose  hands  has 
been  committed  the  administration  of  our 
affairs.  I  do  not  by  any  means  intend  to 
assert  that  the  great  qualities  of  public 
life  may  not  be  discovered  in  these  pro- 
ceedings. 1  should  be  far  from  saying 
that  both  deliberation  and  dispatch  may 
not  be  traced  in  their  conduct ;— deiiber* 
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alion  amounting  even  to  balancing,  and 
pausing  and  delay  ;  —  dispatch  running 
into  rapidity^  precipitancy,  hurry.  You 
meet  with  the  unhesitating  haste,  and 
with  the  mature  reflection ;  the  consulto 
and  the  matura  facto  are  both  there. 
But  then  they  are  at  the  wrong  time,  and 
in  the  false  position ;  the  rapidity  presides 
over  the  deliberative  part — ihe  deliberation 
is  applied  to  the  executive.  The  head  is 
at  fever  heat  ;  the  hand  is  paralysed. 
There  is  no  lack  of  quickness  but  it  is  in 
adopting  plans  fitted  to  throw  the  country 
into  a  flame ;  no  lack  of  delay,  at  the  mo* 
ment  when  those  schemes  are  to  be  car- 
ried into  execution.  They  rush,  unheed- 
ing, unhesitating,  unreflecting,  into  reso- 
lutions, upon  which  the  wisest  and 
readiest  of  mankind  could  hardly  pause 
and  ponder  too  long.  But  when  all  is 
determined— when  every  moment's  delay 
is  fraught  with  peril — then  comes  the  un- 
certainty and  irresolution.  They  never 
pause  until  the  season  has  arrived  for 
action,  and  when  all  faltering,  even  for  the 
twinkling  of  an  eye,  is  fatal,  then  it  is 
that  they  relapse  into  supineness  and  inac- 
tion ;  look  around  them,  and  behind  them, 
and  everywhere  but  before  them  ;  and  sink 
into  repose,  as  if  all  had  been  accomplished, 
at  the  moment  when  everything  remains 
to  be  done.  If  I  were  to  ransack  all  the 
records  to  which  I  have  ever  had  access, 
of  human  conduct  in  administering  great 
aflairs,  whether  in  the  annals  of  our  own 
times  or  in  ages  that  are  past,  I  should  in 
vain  look  for  a  more  striking  illustration  of 
the  Swedish  Chancellor's  famous  saying  to 
his  son,  as  he  was  departing  to  assist  at 
the  congress  of  statesmen,  "  I  fli  mi  ul 
videas  quantuld  sapientid  regatur  mun- 
dus!" 

My  Lords,  I  cannot  sit  down  without 
expressing  also  my  opinion  upon  the  con- 
duct of  the  other  party  in  this  disastrous 
struggle.  Both  here  and  elsewhere  still 
more,  invectives  have  been  lavished  with 
unsparing  hand  upon  those  whom  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Government  first  drove  to 
disaffection,  and  afterwards,  by  neglect, 
encouraged  to  revolt.  I  will  not  stoop  to 
protect  myself  from  a  charge  of  being 
prone  to  vindicate,  still  less  encourage 
men  in  their  resistance  to  the  law«  and 
their  breach  of  the  public  peace.  But  while 
we  thus  speak  of  their  crimes,  and  give 
vent  to  the  angry  feelings  that  these  have 
excited  among  us,  surely  it  becomes  us  to 
reflect  that  we  are  blftming  men  who  are 


not  present  to   defend  themselves — con- 
demning men  who   have  no  person  here 
to  say  one  word  in  explanation,  or  pallia- 
tion of  their  conduct— ^and  that  while  we 
have  before   us  their   adversaries  in  this 
country,  and  the  whole  statements  of  their 
adversaries  in  the  colony,  from  themseWes 
we  have  not  one  single  word  spoken  or 
written  to  assist  us  in  forming  our  judg- 
ment,  or  to   slay  our    sentence  against 
them.    To  any  fair  and  candid,  not  to  say 
generous  nature,  I  am  sure  I   need  not 
add  another  word  for  the  purpose  of  show- 
ing  how  strong  is  their   claiois  to  all  for- 
bearance, to  every  allowance  which  it  is 
possible  for  charity  to  niake   in  scanniog 
their  conduct.     Then    J  shall  ever  hold 
those  deeply  responsible,  who  could  hare 
made  all  resistance  impressible  by  making 
it  hopeless,  but  who  sent  out  no  peinforce- 
ments  with  that  design — those  who  first 
irritated,    and    then   did     not   control— 
who,  after  goading   to   insurrection,  did 
nothing  to  overawe  and  deter  insurgents. 
And  after  all,  when  men   so  vehemently 
blame  the  Canadians,  who   is  it,  let  me 
ask,  that  taught  them  to  revolt  ?     Where 
—in  what  country — from  what  people  did 
they  learn   the    lesson?      You    exclaim 
against  their  revolt — though     you    have 
taken  their  money  against   their  wishes, 
and  set  at  nought  the  rights  you  boasted 
of  having  bestowed   upon   them.      Yoa 
enumerate  their  other  comforts — that  they 
pay  few  taxes — receive   large   aids    from 
this  country — enjoy  precious  commercial 
advantages,  for  which  we  pay  dear — and 
then  you  say,  the  whole  dispute  for  which 
they  have  rebelled  is  about  the  taking  of 
20,000/.  without  the  consent  of  their  re- 
presentatives !    Twenty  thousand  pounds 
taken   without  their  consent  I     Why,    it 
was  for  twenty  shillings  thus  taken,  that 
Hampden  resisted — and  by  his  resistance, 
won  for  himself  an   imperishable   nitme, 
which  the  Plantagenets  and  the  Guelphs 
would  give  all  the  blood  that  swells  their 
veins  to  boast  of  !     If  to  resist  oppression 
— if  to   rise  against  usurped  power,  and 
defend  our  liberties  when  assaulted,  be  a 
crime,  who  are  the  greatest  of  all  criminals  ? 
Who  but  ourselves,  the  English  people? 
We  it  U,  that  have  set  the  example  to  cur 
American  brethren.     Let  us  beware   how 
we  blame  them  too  harshly  for  following 
it  I     My  Lords,  I  throw  out  these  things 
with  no  view  of  merely  giving  offence  in 
any  quarter — I  do  so  with  a  better  object 
— an  object  of  all  others  the  dearest  to  my 
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heart  at  this  moment, — to  prevent,  by  this 
palliating  reflection,  the  shedding  of  one 
drop  of  blood,  beyond  what  self-defence 
and  the  lowest  demands  of  justice  admi- 
nistered in  mercy  require — to  warn  those 
into  whose  hands  the  sword  is  committed, 
that  they  have  a  care  how  they  keep  it 
unsheathed  one  instant  after  the  pike  of  the 
rebel  has  been  thrown  away ! 

My  Lords,  the  speech  of  my  noble 
Friend  would  now  carry  me  after  him  into 
a  wide  field — the  consideration  of  the  new 
system  which  is  to  be  proposed  for  go- 
verning the  colony.  Upon  that  ground  I 
decline  entering  at  present ;  but  the  ge* 
neral  aspect  of  it  demands  a  single  remark. 
The  constitution  is  to  be  suspended  for 
three  years,  and  a  governor  is  to  rule 
with  absolute  power ;  and  yet  all  the 
while  the- boast  is,  that  the  insurrection 
has  been  partial— that  only  a  single 
county  of  the  whole  eight  has  taken  any 
share  in  it — and  that  all  the  rest  of  the 
community  are  loyal  and  well- affected ! 
Then,  I  ask,  why  are  the  loyal  and  well- 
affected,  because  they  have  put  down  the 
partial  revolt,  to  be  punished  for  the 
offences  of  others,  and  to  lose  not  only 
the  privileges  which  you  gave  them  in 
1831,  but  the  constitution  which  Mr.  Pitt 
gave  them  forty  years  before?  This  may 
be  vigour — it  is  certainly  not  justice.  It 
looks  like  an  awkward  and  preposterous 
attempt  to  supply  at  this  late  hour,  the 
total  want  of  activity  which  has  prevailed 
throughout  the  whole  conduct  of  Go- 
vernment, by  an  excess  of  action — by  a 
morbid  vigour  that  can  work  nothing  but 
mischief  to  all.  It  is  a  proceeding  wholly 
repugnant  to  all  ideas  of  justice,  and  con- 
trary to  common  sense.  Only  see  how 
utterly  this  measure  is  inconsistent  with  the 
rest  of  my  noble  Friend's  defence.  When 
yoo  ask  why  no  force  was  dispatched  to 
secure  the  peace  of  the  colony — you  are 
told  it  was  quite  unnecessary — the  people 
were  all  so  loyal,  that  the  peace  was  in 
no  peril,  and  sending  troops  would  only 
have  been  offering  a  groundless  insult  by 
suspecting  their  zeal  and  devotion.  But 
when  it  is  thought  desirable  to  destroy  the 
free  constitution ,  and  put  a  pure  despo- 
tism in  its  place— straightway  it  is  found 
out  that  the  whole  mass  of  the  population 
is  disaffected,  and  can  no  longer  be  in., 
trusted  with  political  rights.  The  rebel- 
lious spirit  shifts  and  changes — contracts 
and  expands — ^just  as  it  suits  the  purpose 
of  the  argument*    Now  it  is  confined  to 


a  single  county — pent  up  in  a  corner  of 
the  settlement — o  nded  by  he  river 
Richelieu.  This  is  when  the  Ministers 
are  charged  with  having  left  the  colony 
to  its  own  resources.  Presently  the  new 
plan  of  arbitrary  government  is  on  the 
carpet,  and  immediately  the  revolt  spreads 
in  all  directions — spurns  the  bounds  of 
rivers  and  mountains — diffuses  itself  over 
the  whole  country — and  taints  the  mass 
of  the  inhabitants.  My  Lords,  I  care 
not  which  way  the  question  is  put,  but  it 
is  a  question  that  must  be  answered 
before  these  Ministers  can  compass  both 
their  objects,  of  defending  their  past  con- 
duct and  obtaining  new  powers.  The  di- 
lemma is  now  complete  and  perfect.  If 
the  colony  was  in  such  a  state  as  to  justify 
this  arbitrary  Bill,  why  did  you  leave  it 
without  a  force?  If  the  colony  was  in 
such  a  state  as  justified  you  in  withhold- 
ing reinforcements,  what  pretence  have 
you  for  disturbing  its  peace,  and  inflicting 
upon  it  a  despotic  Government?  Answer 
me  these  questions.  One  answer  will 
suffice  for  both.  But  I  believe  for  that 
answer  I  shall  wait  for  ever  and  in  vain. 

But  then  it  seems  that  this  ^despotic 
constitution  is  only  to  be  the  fore-runner 
of  some  other  arrangement.  Whether  the 
noble  Lord  had  himself  formed  a  very 
clear  and  precise  idea  of  that  ulterior 
measure,  I  am  unable  to  say  with  con- 
fidence. But  this  I  know,  that  his  expla- 
nation of  it  left  me  without  the  power  of 
comprehending  it  with  any  distinctness ; 
and  what  I  could  comprehend^  seemed 
absurd  in  the  extreme.  Of  all  established 
constitutions,  we  are  bound  to  speak  with 
some  respect,  more  or  less;  they  have 
been  tried,  and  at  least  been  found  to 
answer  some  of  the  purposes  for  which 
they  were  designed.  But  a  wholly  new 
and  untried  scheme  is  intitled  to  no  res- 
pect at  all  beyond  what  its  intrinsic  merits 
claim ;  and,  as  far  as  this  scheme  is  com- 
prehensible, it  appears  eminently  ridicu- 
lous. A  certain  number  of  persons,  we 
are  told,  are  to  be  called  by  the  Governor 
to  his  aid  as  Councillors,  but  how  they 
are  to  be  selected,  and  what  powers  they 
are  to  have,  we  are  not  informed.  Is  the 
Governor  to  summon  whom  he  pleases  ? 
Then  he  gives  no  share  whatever  in  the 
deliberations  of  the  people,  and  for  the 
purpose  of  conciliation,  or  indeed  of  learn- 
ing the  public  opinion,  the  proceeding  is 
utterly  nugatory.  Is  he  to  choose  the 
districts,  and  leave  the  electors  there  to 


211 


Affidra  of  Canofia. 


{LORDS} 


Affaxn  of  CamadtL. 


212 


•end  repreaenUUres  ?  Bat  still  it  U  a 
packed  assembly,  and  oo  voice  is  given  to 
the  bolk  of  the  community.  Is  be  theo 
to  issue  writs  generaliy — only  requiring 
ten  coQDcillors  instead  of  niaety  represen- 
tatives to  be  elected  for  his  help-mates  ? 
But  when  the  whole  country  is  unaDi- 
mously  of  one  opinion,  this  plan  can  have 
no  other  effect  than  to  bring  together  a 
Parliament  composed  exactly  like  the  pre- 
sent, only  fewer  in  number,  and  under  a 
different  name.  It  is  plain  that  in  one 
way  or  another  the  intention  most  be  that 
the  people  shall  not  elect  freely  as  they 
now  doy  else  a  Parliament  precisely  like 
the  disaffected  one  will  be  returned  ;  and 
that  those  elected  shall  have  no  power  to 
act  unless  they  do  as  they  are  bid,  other- 
wise the  Government  will  be  in  the  pre- 
cise difficulty  which  now  oppresses  it. 
But  if  any  such  semblance  only  of  con- 
sulting the  people,  is  all  you  mean  to 
give— if  under  the  pretence  of  calling 
them  to  your  aid,  you  exclude  all  the  men 
of  their  choice,  and  only  take  counsel  with 
creatures  of  your  own — I  tell  you  fairly, 
that  such  an  intolerable  mockery  will  avail 
you  nothing.  Better  proclaim  at  once  a 
despotism  without  any  disguise  or  any 
mitigation.  Make  the  Governor  supreme. 
Let  him  rule  without  advice  or  even  in- 
struction— in  his  own  name  and  not  in 
the  name  of  the  law — for  your  interest, 
and  not  for  that  of  the  colonial  people. 

But,  my  Lords,  I  have  said  that  I 
should  at  present  forbear  to  pursue  in 
detail  the  subject  which  we  shall  here- 
after have  ample  opportunities  of  discuss- 
ing at  large.  Neither  will  I  go  into  the 
particulars  of  the  civil  war  that  has  so 
lamentably  been  kindled.  I  have  men- 
tioned that  there  is  reason  for  hoping  its 
disasters  have  already  reached  their  term. 
I  hope,  most  devoutly  hope,  it  may  be 
so.  No  thanks  to  the  Government,  the 
colonists  themselves,  left  wholly  to  their 
•own  resources  and  their  own  zeal,  are 
supposed  to  have  quelled  the  insurrection, 
and  restored  peace.    But  what  kind  of  a 

! possession  is  that  which  roust  be  kept  by 
brce  of  arms?  Are  we  not  here  reminded 
of  Mr.  Burke* 8  observation  upon  the  too 
parallel  case  of  America?  Here,  how- 
aver,  I  must,  in  passing,  express  my  as- 
tonishment at  finding  the  address  now 
moved,  to  be  so  nearly  copied  from  that 
of  1775 — after  the  peremptory  denial  of 
my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Melbourne),  when 
I  the  other  night  said,    I  supposed  it 


would  lam  oot  lo  be  so.  Really,  tboogh 
he  is  bat  a  novice  in  office*  be  made  the 
denial  with  a  readiness  and  a  glibness, 
that  might  have  done  hoaoar  to  those 
inveterate  habits  of  official  assertion,  oolv 
acquired  by  the  few  who  are  born  in 
Whitehall  and  bred  in  Downing  Street. 
And  yet,  when  we  look  at  it,  we  find  it 
the  same  address  with  that  of  1775  to 
the  very  order  of  the  topics — all  bat  one 
passage,  which  is  of  necessity  omitted 
here,  because  1  defy  the  utmost  courage 
of  official  assertors  to  have  reproached  the 
Canadians  as  my  noble  Friend's  prede- 
cessor, I^rd  North,  did  the  Americans, 
with  making  an  ung^teful  retnm  to  the 
tenderness  shown  by  Parliament  towards 
the  principles  of  the  £nglish  law  and  the 
English  Constitution.  The  authors  of  the 
eighth  resolution,  were  not,  I  presume, 
capable  of  setting  their  hands  to  such  a 
boast  as  this. — In  all  other  respects  the  two 
addresses  are  identical. — May  the  omen 
not  prove  inauspicious,  and  may  the  like> 
ness  end  here ! 

But  I  was  drawn  aside  from  the  just 
remark  of  Mr.  Burke,  which  I  was  about 
to  cite.  The  rebels,  said  he,  may  be  put 
down,  but  conquering  is  not  governing, 
and  a  province  which,  to  be  retained, 
must  be  always  subdued,  is  little  worth 
keeping.  My  Lords,  1  may  truly  say  the 
same  of  Canada.  The  revolt  may  be  sup- 
pressed ;  I  hope  it  is  suppressed  already, 
and  that  the  blood  of  our  American 
brethren  has  ceased  to  flow.  But  the 
difficulty  of  the  case  is  only  then  begin- 
ning. Then  comes  the  time  to  try  the 
Statesman—the  far  more  delicate  question 
then  arises — and  the  more  important — de- 
manding infinitely  greater  circumspection 
and  foresight,  wisdom  and  judgment,  than 
how  a  rebellion  may  be  suppressed  —  I 
mean  the  question,  how  a  distant  province 
may  be  well  governed,  a  disaffected  people 
reclaimed,  and  the  maintenance  of  your 
empire  reconciled  with  the  interests  of 
your  subjects?  The  scheme  of  polity  for 
accomplishing  this  great  and  worthy  pur- 
pose, must  be  well  matured  before  it  is 
adopted,  and,  when  once  adopted,  must 
be  executed  with  vigour ;  all  pausing  and 
faltering  must  then  be  ended.  I  would 
fain  hope  that  the  Ministers  have  been 
taught  a  lesson  by  the  past,  and  that  hence^ 
forth  they  will  deliberate  at  the  season  of 
proposing  measures,  and  act  when  the 
period  for  executing  them  arrives.  Bat, 
if  I  am  called  upon  to  pronounce  whether 
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or  not  the  authors  of  these  dispatches,  the 
propouQders  of  last  year's  resolutions,  they 
who  followed  up  their  own  policy  with  no 
one  act  of  vigour,  and  acconipanied  it 
with  no  indication  of  foresight,  they  who 
embarked  in  a  course  avowedly  harsh  and 
irritating,  without  taking  a  single  precau- 
tion to  prevent  or  frustrate  resistance,  and, 
at  the  instant  when  their  measures  re- 
quired to  be  prosecuted  with  effect,  sud- 
denly deserted  them— if  1  am  to  decide 
whether  or  not  they  are  the  men  endowed 
with  the  statesmanlike  capacity  to  meet 
the  difficulties  of  so  arduous  an  occasion, 
ly  too,  must  falter  and  pause  before  I 
give  an  affirmative  answer.  To  quell  an 
insurrection,  asks  but  ordinary  resources 
and  every-day  talents ;  a  military  power, 
often  a  police  force,  may  subdue  it,  and 
may  bridle  for  a  season  the  disaffected 
spirit.  The  real  test  of  the  Statesman's 
sagacity  and  vigour  is  applied  when  tran- 
quillity is  for  awhile  restored.  My  Lords, 
painful  as  the  avowal  is,  tiieir  conduct 
throughout  these  sad  affairs  has  wrung  it 
from  me — I  must  pause  before  1  can  pro- 
nounce these  men  fit  for  the  emergency 
which  is  fast  approaching,  if  it  have  not 
already  come. 

But,  let  it  not  all  the  while  be  supposed, 
that  when  I  dwell  upon  the  greatness  of 
the  occasion,  it  is  from  setting  any  high 
value  upon  such  a  possession  as  Canada. 
The  crisis  is  great,  and  the  position  diffi- 
cult, on  the  assumption  that  you  will  re- 
solve to  keep  hold  of  it,  whether  in  pru- 
dence you  ought  or  not,  and  will  be  for 
making  sacrifices  to  retain  it,  of  which  1 
hold  it  altogether  unworthy.  Not  only 
do  I  consider  the  possession  as  worth  no 
breach  of  the  Constitution — no  violation 
of  the  principles  of  justice — good  God! 
what  possession  can  ever  be  of  a  value  to 
justify  a  price  like  that ! — but  in  a  national 
view,  I  really  hold  those  colonies  to  be 
worth  nothing.  The  only  interest  we  have 
in  the  matter,  concerns  the  modejn  which 
a  separation,  sooner  or  later  inevitable, 
shall  take  place.  The  only  question  worth 
considering,  as  far  as  our  national  interest 
is  concerned,  is  whether  that  separation 
shall  be  effected  amicably  or  with  hostile 
feelings,  unless  in  so  far  as  the  honour  of 
the  country  is  involved.  But  I  am  not  so 
romantic  as  to  suppose,  that  any  nation 
will  ever  be  willing  to  give  up  an  extended 
dominion,  how  unprofitable,  nay,  how 
burtbensome  soever  it  may  be  to  hold  it. 
Such  possessions,  above  aU|  are  not  likely 


to  be  surrendered  to  dictation  arid  force. 
The  feelings  of  national  pride  and  honour 
are  averse  to  yielding  in  these  circum- 
stances ;  but  I  do  venture  to  hope,  that 
when  all  feelings  of  pride  and  honour  are 
saved — when  resentment  and  passion  has 
cooled — when  the  wrong-doers  on  either 
side  are  forgiven — when  the  reign  of  law 
is  restored  ;  that  justice  will  be  tempered 
with  mercy,  the  foundation  for  an  amica- 
ble separation  laid,  and  an  estimate  calmly 
made  of  the  profit  and  the  loss  which  re- 
sult from  our  North  American  dominions. 
I  am  well  assured  that  we  shall  then  find 
them  very  little  worth  the  cost  they  have 
entailed  on  us,  in  men,  in  money,  and  in 
injuries  to  our  trade  ;  nay,  that  their  sepa- 
ration will  be  even  now  a  positive  gain,  so 
it  be  but  effected  on  friendly  terms,  and 
succeeded  by  an  amicable  intercourse. 
The  Government  and  defence  of  Canada 
alone,  costs  us  considerably  more  than 
half  a  million  a-year ;  independent  of  the 
million  and  a-half  which  we  have  expended 
on  the  Rideau  Canal,  and  between  two 
and  three  millions  on  fortifications,  use- 
lessly spent.  I  speak  on  the  authority  of 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  who  has  recorded 
his  opinion  of  the  burthen  we  sustain  in 
holding  such  possessions.  [Lord  Olenelg : 
— Who?]  The  Paymaster  of  the  Forces 
(Sir  H.  Parnell.)  But,  beside  all  this,  we 
have  to  pay  55s,  duty  on  the  excellent 
timber  of  the  Baltic,  in  order  that  we  may 
be  compelled  to  use  the  bad  timber  of 
Canada  at  a  higher  price,  on  a  10s.  duty. 
The  severance  of  the  colony  would  not 
only  open  our  markets  to  the  better  and 
cheaper  commodity  which  grows  near  our 
own  doors,  but  would  open  the  Baltic 
markets  to  our  manufactures,  restrained 
as  they  now  are  in  their  export  to  the 
north  of  Europe,  by  the  want  of  any  com- 
modities which  we  can  take  in  return. 
Their  produce  is  grain  and  timber,  and 
our  Corn-laws  for  the  benefit  of  the  landed 
intecest  shut  out  the  one,  while  our  colo- 
nial laws  for  the  benefit  of  the  planters, 
exclude  the  other.  Is  it  not  then  full 
time  that  we  should  make  up  our  minds 
to  a  separation  so  beneficial  to  all  parties, 
if  it  shall  only  take  place  amicably,  and, 
by  uniting  together  the  whole  of  our  North 
American  possessions,  form  an  independent, 
flourishing,  and  powerful  state,  which  may 
balance  the  colossal  empire  of  the  west? 
These,  my  Lords,  are  not  opinions  to 
which  I  have  lately  come  3  they  are  the 
growth  of  many  a  long  year,  and  the  fruit 
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of  moch  attention  given  to  the  subject.  Of 
this  I  am  intimately  persuaded,  that  it  is 
of  paramount  importance  to  take  care  how 
the  change  shall  be  consummated.  If  tlie 
seTerance  be  effected  by  violence — if  the 
member  be  rudely  torn  away  and  bleeding 
from  the  body  of  our  empire,  a  wound  is 
left  on  either  side  to  rankle  and  irritate 
and  annoy  for  generations  to  come.  Hence 
a  perennial  source  of  national  enmity,  the 
fruitful  cause  of  commercial  embarrass- 
ments, and  of  every  kind  of  discontent 
and  animosity  not  only  between  the  coun- 
tries, but  among  the  different  classes  and 
parties  of  each.  There  is  no  evil  against 
which  it  better  becomes  us  anxiously  to 
guard.  All  expedients  should  be  tried  to 
render  the  severance  kindly  and  gentle — 
every  thing  resorted  to  that  can  pour  balm 
into  the  wound  occasioned  by  the  opera- 
tion. This  is  the  most  sacred  duty  of 
every  wise  and  virtuous  Statesman.  Low- 
ring  as  the  aspect  of  affairs  now  appears, 
my  hope  still  is,  that  those  who  are  in- 
trusted with  the  Government,  be  they  who 
they  may,  will  bestir  themselves,  with 
these  views,  for  this  purpose ;  and  while 
it  is  yet  time,  seek,  above  all  things,  to 
heal  the  injuries  which  imprudence  and 
rashness,  complicated  with  imbecility  and 
vacillation,  have  inflicted,  so  as  to  give  us 
not  outward  peace  only,  but  real  concord 
and  friendship,  without  which  the  wound 
it  but  skinned  over,  and  peace  must  be 
precarious  and  only  a  name.  But,  to  gw^ 
real  peace  and  concord,  the  wrongs  com- 
plained of  must  be  redressed,  and  1  fairly 
tell  you,  that  the  master  grievance  must 
not  be  suffered  to  remain.  All  Canada 
cries  out  for  an  Elective  Council.  Refuse 
it  you  cannot.  The  complaint  against  its 
present  constitution  is  like  that  some  time 
ago  urged  against  this  House.  [One  of 
the  Ministers  here  said  this  was  not  a  judi- 
cious allusion.]  Will  my  noble  Friend, 
whose  eagle-eye  can  pierce  through  the 
darkness  of  a  statement  barely  commenced, 
and  catch  its  application  to  an  argument 
not  yet  broached,  suspend  his  sentence  of 
condemnation  till  he  hears  whether  the 
allusion  be  indeed  judicious  or  no  ?  I  was 
stating,  that  language  more  severe  had  not 
been  used  towards  the  Legislative  Council 
in  the  province,  than  I  have  often  heard  em- 
ployed in  this  place  against  this  Legislative 
Council  of  the  parent  State.  But,  there 
is  a  wide  difference,  my  Lords,  between 
the  two  cases,  and  upon  that  difference 
rests  (he  application  of  my  present  appeal. 


so  prematurely  judged  of  by  my  noble 
Friend.  First,  whereas,  only  an  inconsider> 
able  fraction  of  the  people  of  England 
have  demanded  a  reform  in  the  constita- 
tion  of  this  House,  and  even  they  have 
not  persevered  in  the  demand,  all  the 
Canadian  people  with  one  voice  have 
called  aloud  and  vehemently  for  a  change 
in  their  upper  House,  and  have  never  for 
one  instant,  in  any  circumstances,  abated 
one  jot  of  the  vehemence  with  which  they 
universally  urged  that  demand.  Next, 
we  never  have  been  rationally,  or  even  in- 
telligibly informed  in  what  way  the  reform 
of  this  House  could  be  effected,  witliout 
the  overthrow  of  our  mixed  monarchy, 
whereas  the  change  proposed  in  the  Co- 
lonial Council  has  always  been  distinctly 
stated,  and  accords  with  the  whole  prin- 
ciples and  frame  of  the  political  constitu- 
tions all  over  the  new  world.  Lastly,  and 
chiefly,  the  charge  made  against  your 
Lordships  of  refusing  the  measures  which 
the  other  House  sent  up,  rests  upon  a 
very  narrow  foundation  indeed,  compared 
with  the  sweeping  accusation  brought 
against  them.  You  altered  some  bills  for 
the  worse  as  I  think ;  you  mended  others, 
changing  them  for  the  better;  one  or  two 
you  wholly  rejected  in  one  or  two  Sessions ; 
whereas  the  Council  in  Canada  refused 
Bills  of  all  kinds  by  wholesale,  rejected 
scores  of  the  most  important  measures 
upon  all  subjects  indiscriminately.  Bills 
upon  government,  education,  administra- 
tion of  justice,  trade  retrenchment,  reform 
of  all  abuses,  all  shared  the  same  fate. 
Trust  me,  my  Lords,  if  you  had  been  so 
ill-advised  as  to  pursue  a  course  like  thar, 
there  would  a  very  different  cry  have 
arisen  for  Peerage  reform  frOm  any  thing 
you  have  ever  yet  heard.  With  all  the 
difficulty  of  forming  a  plan  for  it,  the 
demand  of  some  change  would  have  be- 
come general,  if  not  universal.  Instead 
of  a  feeble  cry,  proceeding  for  a  little 
while  from  a  small  portion  of  the  country, 
all  England  would  have  vehemently  per- 
severed in  the  demand  of  reform.  The 
wisdom  of  your  Lordships  prevented  this. 
The  conduct  of  the  upper  House  in  Ca* 
nada  was  the  very  reverse;  and  when  the 
people  had  nothing  to  hope  from  its  pre- 
sent structure,  no  wonder  that  the  demand 
for  its  change  became  loud,  vehement, 
universal,  but  much  wonder  if  in  a  cause 
so  just,  it  should  not  in  the  end  prove 
irresistible  I  In  vain,  believe  me,  do  you 
lend   out   new   Ooferoors   with   la^er 
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powers  1  In  vain  you  commission  my 
noble  Friend  to  carry  out  the  force  of  a 
despotic  Government,  if  he  is  not  also 
armed  with  force  to  redress  the  master 
grievance !  Wiih  every  disposition  to 
trust  his  ability  and  his  temper,  the  work 
of  reconcilement  never  can  flourish  under 
his  hands,  if  they  be  not  strengthened  to 
do  it  by  the  only  power  which  can  avail ; 
if  they  are  strong  only  to  inflict  new 
wounds,  and  impotent  to  bestow  the  boon 
of  justice  and  redress.  I  shall  most  deeply 
deplore  his  undertaking  such  a  mission,  if 
he  goes  thus  cramped  and  fettered.  If  he 
is  only  to  carry  out  the  most  unconstitu- 
tional, the  most  oppressive  act  that  has 
crossed  the  Atlantic  since  the  fatal  Bill  of 
Massachu sett's  Bay,  1  shall  lament  it  on 
his  account,  because  he  can  reap  from 
such  a  service  no  honour;  I  shall  still 
more  bitterly  deplore  it  for  the  country's 
sake  which  can  derive  nothing  but  dis- 
grace from  such  a  course ;  for  the  sake 
of  the  first  of  all  blessings,  the  public 
peace,  which  will  never  be  permanently 
secured  by  acts  of  unmitigated  injustice. 

But,  once  more  let  me  beseech  you  to 
resolve  that  you  will  abide  by  the  course 
of  justice,  grant  liberally,  improve  fear- 
lessly, reform  unflinchingly,  whatever  the 
Canadian  people  is  entitled  to  demand 
that  you  should  grant,  improve,  reform. 
By  none  other  measures  can  either  right 
be  done  by  the  parent  State  to  its  Ameri- 
can subjects,  or  the  character  of  England 
be  sustained ;  bv  no  other  course  can  the 
honour  of  the  Crown,  the  character  of  the 
Parliament,  above  all  the  peace  of  the 
new  world  be  restored,  or  the  peace  of  the 
old  maintained. 

Viscount  Melbourne:  I  should  have 
wished,  before  I  addressed  the  House  on 
this  subject,  that  some  other  noble  Peer 
who  took  a  different  view  of  the  question 
from  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just  resumed 
his  seat  should  have  risen.  Even  amidst 
the  torrent  of  invective  and  sarcasm  with 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  overwhelmed  the 
officers  of  her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
that  most  laboured  and  most  extreme  con- 
centration of  bitterness  which  has  been 
poured  forth  on  this  occasion,  I  have  not, 
however,  discovered  that  the  noble  Lord 
entertains  any  decided  disapprobation  of 
the  present  motion,  and  I  apprehend  that  I 
may  fairly  take  it  for  granted  that  no  such 
disapprolation  will  he  expressed;  and  I 
trust  that  I  may  expect  that  no  noble  Lord 
will  take  a  view  very  different  from  that 


of  the  noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord  to- 
wards the  conclusion  of  his  speech  said  that 
he  faltered,  he  hesitated,  he  paused,  before 
he  could  pronounce  it  to  he  his  opinion  that 
the  present  Ministers  had  shown  them- 
selves to  be  fitted  to  act  in  this  important 
affair,  with  the  management  of  which  they 
are  intrusted.  Now,  considering  the  in- 
troductory part  of  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord,  I  do  not  see  why  he  should  falter ; 
but  I  rather  think  that  his  doing  so  savours 
in  some  degree  of  that  vacillation  which  he 
has  alluded  to  as  having  characterised  the 
conduct  of  Ministers:  and  I  do  not  see 
with  what  confidence  the  noble  Lord,  en- 
tertaining the  opinions  which  he  has  ex- 
pressed, can  excuse  himself  from  making 
some  motion  to  this  House  declaratory  of 
his  want  of  confidence  in  the  Government. 
However  he  may  falter  in  respect  to  his 
judgment  of  Ministers,  I  do  not  falter 
with  regard  to  this  expression  of  my  opinion 
in  reference  to  the  noble  Lord's  speech. 
The  noble  Lord  has  taken  a  very  large 
discursive  view,  not  only  of  the  question 
now  immediately  before  the  House,  but 
also  of  the  measures  which  have  preceded 
it  and  which  have  led  to  the  present  state 
of  affairs,  and  of  all  the  topics  which  have 
reference  or  illusion  to  this  most  important 
subject.  He  is  well  acquainted  with  the 
subject,  and  is  well  aware  of  the  various 
steps  which  have  been  taken,  to  many  of 
which  he  has  himself  been  a  party,  and  he 
knows  how  by  degrees  they  have  led  to  the 
state  of  things  which  unfortunately  at  this 
moment  exists  in  Lower  Canada.  That 
state  of  things  I,  for  one,  most  sincerely 
lament ;  hut  it  is  impossible  to  say  how  it 
could  have  been  averted,  or  whether  its 
occurrence,  by  any  means  which  might  have 
been  adopted,  could  have  been  prevented, 
or  whether  it  must  not  have  happened  in 
the  ordinary  course  of  events:  but  I  feel 
some  satisfaction,  and  I  think  all  the  officers 
of  Government  who  have  been  employed 
on  this  question  must  do  the  same,  that,  to 
whatever  other  cause  it  may  be  attributable, 
it  cannot  be  suggested  to  have  arisen  from 
any  want  of  justice  on  the  part  of  this 
country,  or  from  any  assertion  of  rights 
which  did  not  exist,  from  any  tyrannical 
or  unjust  proceedings,  but  only  from  the 
unreasonable  and  impracticable  Reform 
which  is  demanded  in  the  Canadian  consti- 
tution by  the  House  of  Assembly.  My 
learned  and  noble  Friend  has  made  several 
observations  on  the  various  delays  which  he 
conceives  have  taken  place  in  the  corre- 
spondence ;  he  has  made  several  observations 
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on  the  prDmises  which  he  asserts  were  held 
out|  and  which  have  never  been  fulfilled ; 
and  many  observations  on  the  long  intervi^ 
which  elapsed  between  one  letter  and 
another ;  but  I  must  say^  that  he  does  not 
appear  to  me  to  have  made  out  his  case 
upon  this  point.  It  is  not  sufficient  for 
him  to  assert  that  promises  have  been  made^ 
it  is  not  sufficient  tor  him  to  say,  that  there 
was  a  long  interval  without  any  dispatch ; 
but  he  must  prove  also  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  write  something  during  that  in- 
terval ;  he  must  prove  that  something  be- 
neficial to  the  service  must  have  accrued 
from  Bending  out  further  instructions ;  and 
he  must  prove  also^  that  there  has  been 
some  omission  prejudicial  to  the  colony^ 
and  injurious  to  the  piiblic  service;  and 
he  has  not  brought  forward  any  such  proof. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  has  indeed 
saidj  that  there  have  been  some  laches 
and  some  neglect  which  have  had  a  preju- 
dicial effect,  and  have  been  the  real  cause 
of  the  outbreak ;  but  I  confess,  my  Lords^ 
that  I  cannot  recollect  throughout  the  whole 
of  that  noble  Lord's  able  and  discursive 
speech  one  single  endeavour  to  bring  his 
assertion  to  the  test.  My  Lords,  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  commented  with  much 
severity  on  some  passages  in  the  dispatch 
of  Lord  Glenelg  to  the  Earl  of  Gosford, 
dated  29th  of  April,  1837.  In  that  dis- 
patch  Lord  Glenelg  held  the  following 
language  :-*- 

^I  regret  Uiat,  owing  to  the  delay  which 
has  occurred  in  passing  the  resolutions,  arising 
in  great  measure  from  the  pressure  of  public 
business,  I  have  been  compelled  to  withhold 
these  instructions  for  a  longer  period  than  I 
anticipated,  but  your  Lordship  may  rely  upon 
receiving  them  in  ample  time  to  enable  you  to 
prepare  for  the  meeting  of  the  legislature ; 
whether  that  meeting  should  be  postponed 
until  the  time  that  the  law  will  require  that  a 
session  should  be  held,  or  should  be  fixed  for 
an  earlier  time,  is  a  question  which  must  de- 
pend to  a  certain  degree  on  local  circum- 
stances, of  which  your  Lordship  will  have  the 
means  of  obtaining  a  far  more  accurate  ac- 
quaintance than  I  can." 

What  was  the  fair  meaning  of  this  passage^ 
but  that  with  respect  to  the  time  of  calling 
together  the  local  legislature  the  governor 
was  better  acquainted  with  the  circum- 
stances which  must  regulate  the  period  than 
any  one  here  could  be,  and  that  Lord 
Glenelg  would  not,  in  opposition  to  the 
governor,  venture  to  give  an  opinion  ?  Was 
not  this  the  proper  course  to  be  taken,  and 
was  it  not  in  accordance  with  common 
sense  ?     Lord  Glenelg  then  went  on  to  say 


— "  I  shall,  however^  distinctly  advert  to 
this  point,  in  connection  with  tlie  otba 
matters  on  which  I  shall  have  to  address 
your  Lordship,  and  I  only  refer  to  it  now 
that  you  may  be  aware  that  it  will  not  be 
overlooked,  and  that  your  own  attention 
may  be  directed  to  it  in  the  meantimt^, 
with  a  view  to  the  sound  exercdse  of  that 
discretion  which  it  may  probably  be  expe- 
dient to  leave  in  your  Lordship's  hands 
with  regard  to  it."  What  did  Lord  Glenelg 
say  in  this,  but  that  we  would  think  the  sub- 
ject over,  and  that  we  wished  the  Earl  of 
Gosford  also  to  consider  it,  because  it  was  a 
subject  better  left  to  his  discretion  an*! 
determination?  And  I  think,  my  Lords, 
that  the  dispatch  is  not  only  consistent  with 
right  reason  and  prudence,  but  that  it  is 
precisely  the  course  which  any  reasonable 
man  would  pursue  upon  such  an  occasioii. 
My  noble  and  learned  Friend  seemed  to 
imply  that  the  Earl  of  Gosford  would  infer 
from  this  dispatch  some  doubt  as  to  our  ap- 
proval of  his  conduct ;  but,  my  Lords,  it 
was  the  furthest  from  my  thoughts  to 
complain  of  the  course  which  the  governor 
might  pursue,  to  give  other  than  a  fair  and 
candid  consideration  to  all  his  actions,  and 
to  extend  to  them  a  fair,  firm,  and  un- 
flinching defence.  As  to  the  8th  resolutbn 
of  the  last  Session,  it  is  not  my  intention, 
my  Lords,  to  redargue  the  question.  1 
admitted  then,  and  I  admit  still,  that  it 
was  a  strong  resolution ;  but  it  was  a  mea- 
sure rendered  necessary  by  the  desertion 
from  and  dereliction  of  duty  on  the  part  of 
the  Legislative  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada, 
which  had  rendered  it  impossible  that  the 
most  important  duties  relating  to  the  go- 
vernment of  the  colony  could  be  performed. 
My  noble  andiearned  Friend  says,  that  we 
must  have  known  what  were  the  feelings 
of  the  Canadians  with  respect  to  those  reso* 
lutions — that  we  must  have  known  the 
result  which  they  were  likely  to  produce  and 
that  after  what  had  previously  taken  place 
it  was  our  duty  to  have  provided  a^inst 
the  possibility  of  an  outbreak,  by  increasing 
the  military  force  in  the  colony.  My  Lords, 
I  am  perfectly  ready  to  own  that  this  is  a 
point  which  seemed  to  me  the  most  press- 
ing in  the  whole  case  ;  but,  my  Lords,  it 
is  perfectly  clear  that  the  persons  in  office 
in  the  colony  did  not  entertain  any  great 
apprehension  for  the  internal  safety  and 
quiet  of  the  country ;  still,  when  it  was 
considered  what  discontent  the  resolutions 
were  likely  to  produce,  when  it  was  con- 
sidered what  agitation  was  at  work,  some 
danger  might  possibly  have  been  anticipated. 
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However,  this  was  a  most  difficult  question 
to  decide.  If  we  didi  not  reinforce  the 
troops  we  certainly  ran  the  hazard  of  what 
has  since  taken  place,  and,  as  my  learned 
and  nohle  Friend  says,  we  knew  that  we 
could  have  easily  put  down  any  outbreak  if 
the  force  had  been  larger,  and  that  possibly 
it  might  not  then  have  taken  place,  or  if  it 
had,  that  less  blood  would  have  been  spilled. 
But  the  opposite  view  might  have  been 
supported  with  equal  probability  and  with 
plausible  arguments.  For  if  a  considera- 
ble body  of  troops  had  been  sent  out,  there 
would  have  been  an  end  to  all  chance  of 
an  amicable  termination  of  the  disputes  ; 
it  would  have  been  instantly  said,  that  we 
were  filling  Canada  with  troops,  and  that 
we  were  manifesting  a  fixed  intention  of 
bearing  down  the  opinions  of  the  Canadians 
bv  main  force.  Between  these  two  diffi- 
culties,  therefore,  we  had  to  decide,  if  we 
did  not  send  out  troops  we  were  running; 
some  risk  of  an  outbreak,  if  we  did 
send  them  out  we  were  giving  up  all 
hopes,  we  were  destroying  all  chance,  of 
that  which  every  government  hoped,  per- 
haps too  fondly  hoped,  to  effect — the  ter- 
mination of  the  differences  in  a  friendly 
manner.  My  Lords,  I  have  fairly  stated 
both  sides  of  the  question,  and  there  is  no 
point  in  the  case  which  imposed  upon  me  a 
greater  difficulty  than  this  intricate  ques- 
tion which  we  had  to  decide.  We  decided, 
raj  Lords,  according  to  the  best  of  our 
judgment;  and  I  do  most  sincerely  trust 
that  no  permanent  evil,  that  no  irrepara- 
ble mischief,  has  arisen,  or  will  hereafter 
arise,  from  the  determination  to  which  we 
have  come.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend 
has  made  another  great  charge  against  us, 
and  asks,  after  we  had  passed  the  resolu- 
tions complained  of,  why  wc  did  not  intro- 
duce a  Bill  to  carry  them  into  full  effect ; 
and  he  has  stated  that  the  preparation  of  a 
Bill  would  have  been  an  easy  measure,  and 
that  it  would  have  rapidly  passed  the  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  the  noble  Lord  knows  well  the 
state  of  the  country  at  that  period.  He 
knows  that  we  were  bordering  on  a  dis- 
solution, and  we  all  know  how  easy  a 
weapon  for  delay  this  difficulty  would  have 
afforded.  But  then  the  noble  Lord  adds, 
that  it  did  not  signify  whether  the  dissolu- 
tion took  place  in  August  or  in  the  begin- 
ing  of  July.  That  there  was,  however,  a 
necessity  for  hastening  the  dissolution  I 
thought  had  been  generally  admitted :  at 
any  rate,  all  parties  in  this  House,  my 
Lords,  agreed  in  its  propriety,  and  no  one 
raised  against  it  a  dissentient  voice  ;  and  it 


was  further  agreed  that  it  would  not  have 
been  proper  to  bring  under  the  considera*^ 
tion  of  a  Parliament  whose  existence  was 
in  so  precarious  a  state  any  measure  of 
great  magnitude  and  importance.  The 
noble  Lord  had  also  asked  what  good  we 
had  derived  from  this  hasty  dissolution^  and 
he  affirms  that  it  has  ended  in  a  reduction 
of  our  majority  in  the  other  House  by 
fifteen ;  but  how  does  the  noble  Lord  know 
that.  I  hope,  my  Lords,  that  the  Mem- 
bers returned  to  the  House  of  Commons 
know  their  duty  better  than  to  come  pledged 
to  any  fixed  opinion,  but  come  disposed  to 
hear  what  is  said,  and  to  form  their  own 
judgment  upon  it ;  and  if  such  be  the  case 
how  was  the  decrease  of  fifteen  to  be  as- 
certained. We  have  certainly  heard  of  de- 
clarations on  the  hustings  which  have  not 
afterwards  been  acted  up  to,  and  I  there- 
fore hope  that  hon.  Representatives  have 
come  to  consider  fairly  the  propositions 
which  will  be  brought  forward,  and  that 
they  will  come  to  a  decision  in  favour  of 
what  they  conscientiously  believe  to  be 
most  likely  to  promote  the  interests  of  the 
country.  As  to  the  noble  Lord's  observa- 
tions on  the  beginning  or  termination  of  a 
reign,  I  may  perhaps  be  disposed  in  some 
measure  to  agree  with  him,  but,  my  Lords, 
that  depends  upon  totally  different  princi- 
ples, and  relates  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
monarchy  itself  |  and-  most  true  it  is,  that, 
whether  in  the  helplessness  of  infancy  or 
the  decrepitude  of  age»  the  monarch  is  per- 
fectly able  to  discharge  the  functions  of  go- 
vernment, and  that  it  cannot  absolve  itself 
from  this  duty.  But  this  had  little  to  do  with 
the  present  question.  It  was  said,  that  the 
resolution  which  the  House  had  passed 
was,  to  take  the  money  out  of  the  public 
chest,  and  that  the  course  which  we  have 
adopted  was  to  pay  the  money  from  this 
country.  But,  my  Lords,  is  there  any 
great  difference  between  the  errors  of  such 
a  course  ?  Do  the  Canadians  think,  that 
there  is  any  great  difference  in  principle 
between  the  two  measures  ?  One  is  as  in- 
vidious as  the  other,  for  each  avowed  the 
right  to  appropriate  the  supplies  without 
the  vote  of  the  Legislature ;  and  we  are 
charged  with  imbecility  and  weakness,  such 
as  has  never  before  been  exhibited,  because 
we  have  adopted  a  measure  not  less  strong 
than  the  one  we  abandoned.  My  noble 
and  learned  Friend  also  complains,  that 
when,  on  a  former  evening,  he  stated  his 
belief  that  the  present  address  would  be 
the  same  as  the  one  of  1775,  I  said,  *'  No, 
quite    different."     Perhaps,  my  Lords,  I 
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gave  those  iiMtructioDt,  especially  if  be 
thought  that  they  would  be  carried  into 
execution,  did  not  dispatch  fresh  troops 
to  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick  to  fill 
up  the  vacancies  which  would  have  been 
occasioned  if  Lord  Gosford  or  Sir  John 
Colbome  had  called  for  the  troops  already 
there.  I  do  not,  therefore,  think  that  the 
non-sending  out  of  troops  to  the  Canadas 
is  the  most  pressing  point  of  the  case,  but 
I  conceive  that  the  point  which  does  roost 
press  is  the  non -sending  out  of  troops  to 
Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick,  to  sup- 
ply the  vacancies  there.  One  consequence 
would  have  been,  that  all  those  colonies 
would  have  remained  amply  provided  witli 
troops,  but  another,  and  still  more  im- 
portant consequence  would  have  been, 
that  the  world  would  have  seen,  and  this 
country  especially  would  have  been  con- 
vinced of,  the  determination  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  maintain  the  ground 
which  they  had  taken  in  the  resolutions 
of  last  year  relative  to  Lower  Canada — 
that  they  were  determined  to  maintain  the 
dominion  of  this  country,  to  support  those 
who  were  willing  to  support  us,  to  pre- 
serve inviolate  the  authority  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  to  uphold  the  due  execu- 
tion of  the  law.  1  will  not  advert  to 
what  has  been  said  by  a  noble  Lord  in 
the  course  of  this  evening  in  respect  to 
the  separation  of  the  Canadian  colonies 
from  this  country*  The  answer  which  has 
been  given  by  the  noble  Viscount  upon 
that  subject  is  quite  satisfactory  to  me. 
I  will,  however,  allude,  in  one  word  only, 
to  that  part  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech. 
I  confess,  my  Lords,  that  I  have  a  feeling 
for  the  honour  of  my  country,  and  I  can- 
not but  believe  that  if,  by  any  misfortune, 
we  should  fail  in  restoring  peace  in  Lower 
Canada  at  an  e<irly  period  of  time  we 
shall  receive  a  blow,  in  respect  to  our 
military  character,  to  our  reputation,  and 
to  our  honour,  from  which  it  will  require 
years  for  us  to  recover.  My  Lords,  there 
is  one  topic  which  has  been  adverted  to 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Brougham),  upon  which  I  think  it  neces- 
sary to  say  one  word,  although  it  is  not 
adverted  to  in  the  address,  and  will  more 
properly  form  the  subject  of  discussion 
on  the  Bill  which  is  to  be  brought  in  upon 
some  future  day,  and  that  is  the  estab- 
lishment in  Lower  Canada  of  an  elective 
legislative  council.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  with  his  knowledge  of  Lowit  Ca- 
nada, has  not,  in  my  opinion,  sufficiently 


adverted  to  the  fact  of  the  difference  of 
the  two  races  of  inhabitants  in  that  cchii>- 
try.  My  Lords,  it  may  be  easy  to  talk 
here  of  establishing  an  elective  council, 
but  if  the  noble  and  learned  L^rd  will 
look  into  the  discussions  which  have  takes 
place  upon  that  subject,  and  to  the  opin- 
ions that  have  been  delivered  upon  it  bj 
the  different  parties  in  that  country,  hie 
will  find  that  the  British  inhabitants  ait 
to  the  full  as  iituch  opposed  to  that  ar- 
rangement as  the  French  are  in  favour  of 
it;  he  would  find  that  in  point  of  fact 
they  would  be  in  a  state  of  insurrection 
against  that  arrangement,  in  the  same  de- 
gree as  the  French  are  now  supposed  lo  Ik 
in  a  state  of  insurrection  in  favour  of  as 
elective  legislative  council.  I  will  like- 
wise beg  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  and 
I  would  entreat  the  noble  Viscount  opf>o- 
site,  and  every  Member  of  her  Majesty's 
Government,  to  attend  to  this  fact,  that 
an  elective  legislative  council  is  nut  the 
constitution  of  the  British  monarchy,  thai 
a  legislative  council,  appointed  by  tbe 
monarch,  is  the  constitution  of  this  coun- 
try, that  it  is  so  stated  in  the  diacussioas 
upon  the  Bill  passed  in  the  year  1791  b> 
all  the  great  authorities  who  discussed 
that  measure,  amongst  others  by  Mr.  Fox 
himself.  Mr.  Fox  states  that  a  legblative 
council,  appointed  by  the  monarcfa,  is  as 
essential  part  of  the  British  conatitution. 
Under  these  circumstances  I  entreat  tbe 
noble  Viscount,  and  every  noble  Lord,  not 
to  lose  sight  of  that  fact  in  the  arrange- 
ment which  they  may  be  prepared  to  adopt. 
Let  them  not  flatter  themselves  that  they 
will  satisfy  all  the  inhabitants  of  Lower 
Canada  by  admitting  the  principle  pro- 
posed by  the  French  inhabitants  of  that 
colony,  and  most  strongly  urged  by  the  I 
noble  and  learned  Lord  in  the  coarse  oi 
the  present  discussion.  My  Lords,  it  has 
been  my  wish  to  avoid  making  any  remarks 
upon  any  of  the  subjects  which  are  likely 
to  become  matters  of  discussion  upon  the 
Bill  to  be  introduced  on  a  future  occasion. 
I  have  adverted  only  to  what  I  considered 
to  have  been  the  most  prominent  parts  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  speech.  I 
wish,  my  Lords,  to  support  the  address, 
and  certainly  to  support  the  Government 
in  any  measure  they  may  think  proper  to 
adopt,  in  respect,  and  in  consequence  of 
this  address,  in  order  to  bring  the  contest 
which  has  now  commenced  between  this 
country  and  Lower  Canada  to  a  speedy 
termination,  and  to  effect  an  honourable 
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and  a  6rm  settlement  of  this  unfortunate 
question. 

The  Earl  ofRipon  wished  to  offer  some 
explanation  on  the  point  to  which  bis 
noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of  Wellington) 
had  referred,  namely,  the.  situation  in 
which  the  act  of  1831  bad  placed  the 
Government  of  this  country  with  respect 
to  the  civil  government  of  Lower  Canada. 
It  was  perfectly  true  that  when  he  pro> 
posed  the  introduction  of  that  Act,  the 
noble  Duke  opposed  it,  and  said,  he  (the 
Earl  of  Ripon)  would  find  in  point  of  fact 
that  the  legislature  of  Lower  Canada 
would  readily  take  the  boon  which  the  bill 
gave,  but  would  not  establish  any  civil 
list  in  return.  The  noble  Duke  certainly 
prophesied  that,  and  unquestionably  the 
noble  Duke's  prophecy  had  turned  out  to 
be  true.  He  would  admit,  that  on  that 
occasion  he  acted  more  or  less  under  the 
influence  of  an  imprudent  confidence,  and 
under  what  he  conceived  to  be  a  pledge 
on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Assembly 
in  Lower  Canada,  namely,  that  they  would 
not  take  the  advantages  to  be  afforded  to 
them  by  that  act  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment without  making  a  reciprocal  con- 
cession. And  what  was  the  ground  on 
which  he  founded  this  confidence  ?  Not 
only  the  repeated  assurance  on  their  part 
that  they  would  not  take  that  advantage ; 
he  did  not  mean  to  say,  that  in  so  many 
precise  words  tbey  had  made  that  pledge, 
but  taking  men's  meaning  as  to  the  course 
of  conduct  they  would  pursue  from  the 
language  they  used,  no  man  of  honour 
and  honesty,  after  reading  the  resolu- 
tions and  addresses  adopted  by  the 
House  of  Assembly  from  time  to  time, 
could  doubt  that  they  did  lead  the  Qo- 
vernment  at  once  to  believe,  that  when 
the  royal  revenues  were  given  to  their  con- 
trol they  would  in  return  provide  a  civil 
list.  Not  only  had  he  this  ground  for 
entertaining  that  feeling  of  confidence  in 
them,  but  he  bad  another  reason  for  be- 
lieving that  they  would  keep  good  faith 
with  the  Government,  which  was  this,  that 
the  province  of  Upper  Canada,  which  also 
had  had  its  grievances,  at  least  as  long 
and  as  fully  as  Lower  Canada,  did  give  a 
civil  list;  and  what  was  the  fact?  That  at 
this  moment  the  province  of  Upper  Canada 
was  in  the  enjoyment  of  its  share  of  the 
royal  revenues,  and  that  the  governor,  the 
secretaries,  and  the  judges  of  that  pro- 
vince were  in  the  enjoyment  for  ever  of 
an  independent  income,  not  controllable 


by  an  annual  vote  of  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly. The  House  of  Assembly  of  Upper 
Canada  performed  their  promise  ;  but  the 
House  of  A<^sembly  of  Lower  Canada  did 
not :  and  that  was  the  reason  why  this 
country  had  been  involved  in  all  those 
enormous  difficulties  that  at  present  ex- 
isted, and  out  of  which  he  confessed  he 
was  not  sanguine  enough  to  say  that  he 
could  clearly  see  how  it  was  to  escape. 
But  he  ought  also  to  add,  with  respect  to 
the  situation  in  which  the  Government 
stood  at  this  moment  in  Lower  Canada, 
that  it  was  not  without  resources  out  of 
which  the  governor  and  judges,  and  those 
persons  whom  successive  Governments  had 
believed  to  be  proper  objects  of  an  inde- 
pendent provision,  could  be  paid  ;  because 
the  Government  had  the  whole  of  the 
territorial  and  casual  revenue,  and  they 
had  also  10,000/.  a  year  voted  perma- 
nently by  the  Legislature  of  Lower  Ca- 
nada itself  by  two  separate  acts  since 
1791 ;  so  that  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  was  somewhat  mistaken  if  he 
thought  that  the  Legislature  of  Lower 
Canada  had  never  had  any  power  over 
the  purse  before  the  bill  of  1831.  [Lord 
Brougham:  Not  a  complete  control.] 
No,  not  ft  complete  control,  certainly, 
because  there  were  still  those  two  re- 
sources of  which  he  had  spoken.  But,  in 
point  of  fact,  subsequent  to  1791  the 
Legislature  of  Lower  Canada  passed  two 
laws  giving  to  the  Government  two  sums 
of  «S,000/.  forever,  for  the  purpose  of  main- 
taining the  civil  government  in  that 
colony.  Those  two  sums,  together  with  the 
revenues  he  had  mentioned,  would  amount 
to  not  much  less  than  28,000/.  or  30,000/. 
a-year.  Although  he  admitted  that  that 
sum  was  not  sufficient  to  pay  all  the  ex- 
penses which  used  to  be  defrayed  either 
out  of  the  funds  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Government,  or  out  of  the  grants  made  by 
Parliament,  yet,  as  far  as  regarded  those 
particular  individuals,  the  maintenance  of 
whose  independence  in  their  offices  was 
considered  essential,  the  Government  un- 
questionably possessed  the  power  even  yet 
to  pay  them.  With  respect  to  the  pro- 
posed address,  he  entirely  concurred  in 
what  had  fallen  from  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Duke  of  Wellington).  He  did  not  feel 
any  disposition  to  canvass  it>  or  to  object 
to  its  adoption ;  but  he  must  beg  to  guard 
himself  against  being  supposed  to  express 
any  opinion  whatever  as  to  the  scheme  in- 
tended for  the  future,  or  as  to  the  attempt 
I   2 


..■B" 


A  fain  of  Canada.  {LORDS}  Afairs  of  Canada. 


S31 

to  be  made  for  the  settlement  of  this  ques- 
*tion.  He  confessed  he  knew  very  little 
about  it;  for  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Glenelg)  had  not  explained  it  very  fully. 
Perhaps,  indeed,  his  noble  Friend  did  not 
consider  himself  called  upon  to  go  very 
fully  into  it;  he  (Lord  Ripon)  should 
therefore  abstain  from  expressing  even  the 
slightest  shadow  of  an  opinion  upon  that 
part  of  the  subject.  He  could  nol,  how- 
ever, give  his  acquiescence  to  this  address 
without  expressly  guarding  himself  as  to 
another  point  involved  in  this  discussion, 
namely,  that  such  acquiescence  on  his 
part  by  no  means  implied  any  approbation 
of  the  course  that  had  been  pursued  dur- 
ing the  last  nine  months.  He  was  sorry 
to  say  anything  unpleasant  of  his  noble 
Friend  and  his  noble  Friend's  colleagues, 
but  he  (Lord  Ripon)  could  not  bring  him- 
self to  think  that  they  had  managed  this 
question  in  a  judicious  or  satisfactory 
manner.  He  admired  the  candour  of  the 
noble  Viscount  at  the  head  of  her  Majesty's 
Government,  because  the  noble  Viscount 
had  stated  in  a  perfectly  fair  and  manly 
manner  the  matter  about  the  troops,  and 
had  admitted  that  there  was  a  great  deal 
to  be  said  on  both  sides ;  and  he  certainly 
did  not  appear  to  take  any  very  strong 
ground  to  justify  the  course  that  had  been 
pui^ued  by  the  Government  in  respect  to 
this  branch  of  the  question.  For  himself, 
he  thought  that  that  course  had  been  a 
roost  unfortunate  one,  and  had  very  much 
contributed  to  occasion  the  explosion 
which  had  taken  place  in  Lower  Canada, 
and  which  involved  the  necessity  of  those 
measures  that  were  now  suggested.  It 
was  evident  that  it  had  been  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  send  out  additional 
troops  to  Canada.  That  intention  was 
communicated  by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Glenelg)  to  Lord  Gosford  on  the  6th  of 
March,  1837.  Well  on  the  22nd  of  March 
his  noble  Friend  again  wrote  to  Lord  Gos- 
ford, and  said — '*  Since  I  made  my  com- 
munication (of  the  6th)  to  you,  J  have 
ascertained  that  it  would  not  be  possible 
to  detach  such  a  force  without  extreme 
inconvenience,  and  making  a  demonstra- 
tion which  might  be  productive  of  much 
greater  evil  than  it  could  prevent ; "  and 
then  his  noble  Friend  suggested  that 
in  New  Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia 
there  were  between  2,000  and  3,000  men 
who,  in  case  of  need,  might  be  drawn  from 
those  provinces.  Now,  as  it  had  been 
stated  by  his  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of 
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Wellington)   that  it  might  be  proper  to 
give  power  to  remove  those  troops,  bat 
that  he  could   not  conceive  a  more  ob« 
vious  policy  than  that  of  6Uing  op  the 
vacancy  which  the  removal  of  those  troops 
would  create.      But  to  what  was  this  in- 
convenient pressure   of  which  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Glenelg)  spoke,  to  be  attri- 
buted?      He   found    that    Lord  Gosford 
stated  when  writing:  on  the  10th  of  June, 
not  long  after  he  had  received  the  second 
letter  of  Lord  Glenelg,  mentioning  that 
there  were  particular  reasons  against  send- 
ing out  additional  troops,  stated  that  he 
had  sent  to  Sir  Colin  Campbell  for  a  part 
of  the  troops  stationed  at  Halifax;  adding, 
however,  this  passage  ; — **  I  must  repeal 
that  these  steps  would  not  be  dictated  by 
the  apprehension   of    any   aerious  com- 
motion, for  I  have  every  reason  to  beliete 
that  the  mass  of  the  Canadians  are  loyal 
and  contented;  but  from   the  persoasioD 
that  the  presence  of  a  larger  military  force 
in   this  province  might   of  itself— do 
what?     Increase  the  difficulties  already 
existing?      Increase   the    chance  of  il« 
disaffected  succeeding  ?      Make  the  Go- 
vernment of  Lower  Canada   less  able  to 
promote  tranquillity?     Not  at   all;  1>«J 
that  it  would  "  prevent  the  occnrrencc  of 
any  disturbance  by  deterring  the  ill-dis* 
posed,  securing  the  wavering,  and  giving 
confidcuce  to  the  timid."     Why,  if  ^^ 
state  of  Lower  Canada  was  such  that  Vit 
presence  of  additional  troops  were  waotinf  ^ 
there,  because  there  were  ilN  disposed  per- 
sons to  be  deterred,  wavering  persons  i«) 
be  secured,  and  timid  persons  to  whooi 
confidence  was  to  be   given,  ought  no' 
that  to  have  led  the  Government  to  infer 
that  the  state  of  the  province  was  sucb 
that  it  was  not  safe  to  leave  it  without 
having  a  power  capable  of  overwhelmiof 
the  very  first  attempt  that  might  be  made 
Co  disturb   the  peace,  and  thus  prevent 
those  lamentable  consequences  of  an  io- 
surrectiou  which,  whether  successful  or 
not,   was    certain  to    occur?     As    time 
went  on,  the  necessity  of  such  a  course 
appeared  to  have  been  constantly  increas- 
ing.    His  noble  Friend  (Lord  Glenel?)) 
indeed,  in  his  dispatches  alluded  to  this 
fact  himself,  and  described  the  rapid  pro* 
gress  of  a  disposition  on  the  part  of' 
portion  of  the  people  to  revolt;  but  it  did 
not  appear  that  the  necessity  of  increasing 
the  number  of  troops  in  the  colony  had  at 
all  crossed  his  mind.     In  consequence  of 
no  additional  troops  having  been  sent  ouif 
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Sir  John  Colborae  was  at  length  compelled 
to  draw  eyery  soldier  from  the  upper  pro- 
vince, in  order  to  maintain  his  ground  in 
the  lower  province.     It  was  true  that  Sir 
Francis  Head,  with  the  gallant  spirit  of  an 
English  soldier,  took  great  credit  to  him- 
self for  volunteering  to  send  away  all  the 
troops   from    Upper    Canada,    and    he 
seemed  to  think  that  it  was  a  great  thing 
in  point  of  policy  to  show  that  the  people  of 
that  province  did  not  require  the  presence 
of  any  troops  for  the  purpose  of  holding 
them  to  their  allegiance,  and  to  show  also 
that  there  was  no  danger  in  that  part  of 
the  country  of  a  revolt.     But  the  gallant 
officer    was  in   error:  that    danger  did 
exist.    A  Mr.  Mackenzie,  who  had  been 
80  often  spoken  of,  brought  men  together 
and   there  was  an  actual  breaking  out. 
Now  it  was  impossible  that  he  could  have 
got  together  500  or  600  persons  to  make 
an   attack    upon   the   city  of  Toronto — 
thoagh   he  was  madman  enough   to  do 
almost  anything,  ^for  he  was  certainly  the 
most  absurd  man  that  ever  existed — if 
any  British  soldiers  had  been  there.     But 
they  were  all  gone  in  order  to  put  an  end 
to  the  revolt,  in  the  lower  province,  while 
the  upper  province  was  left  to  take  its 
chance.  It  turned  out  that  Mr.  Mackenzie 
was  beaten,  and  fled  to  the  United  States, 
where   he  was    amusing  himself   in   all 
possible  ways  to  stir  up  the  people  to  aid 
the  revolt  but  where,  as  it  was  not  likely 
he  could  be  got  hold  of,  he  would  no 
doubt   long  remain.     But   what  did  all 
this  show  ?    That  proper  precaution  had 
not  been  taken  by  the  Government.     No 
such  disturbance  could  have  happened  in 
Upper  Canada  if  Sir  F.  Head  had  not  felt 
it  to  be  his  duty,  for  want  of  a  sufficient 
force  in  Lower  Canada,  to  deprive  himself 
of  the  assistance  of  his  own  troops.  There 
was  another  point  to  which    be    (Lord 
Ripon)  would  shortly  advert.  In  the  upper 
province  Sir  F.  Head  relied  much  upon 
the  militia  in  maintaining  order.     In  Nova 
Scotia  and  new  Brunswick  |the    militia 
was  also  relied  upon  to  maintain  tranquil- 
lity ;  but  this  was  not  found  to  be  the 
case  in  Lower  Canada.     Lord  Gosford 
had  felt  himself  called  upon  to  dismiss  a 
great  number  of  the  officers  of  the  militia^ 
and  among  others  the  great  agitator,  or 
whatever  he  was  called,  Mr.  Papineau, 
who  happened  to  be  a  militia  officer :  and 
he  thought  it  was  a  very  doubtful  thing 
whether  Lord  Gosford  would  have  con- 
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militia  on  his  own  authority,  in  order  to 
act  with  the  King's  troops.  Lord  Gosford 
said  that  he  believed,  by  the  law  of  the 
colony,  the  militia  could  not  have  been 
called  out,  unless  against  actual  invasion. 
But  then  in  exact  proportion  to  the 
difficulty  of  calling  out  the  militia, 
whether  arising  from  the  state  of  the  law 
or  from  their  indisposition  towards  the 
Government,  did  it  become  the  more 
imperative  duty  of  the  Government  at 
home  to  take  the  precaution  of  having 
a  larger  body  of  troops  established  in  the 
colony.  For  these  reasons  he  could  not 
but  conceive  that  the  matter  was  by  no 
means  dealt  with  in  the  way  in  which  it 
ought  to  have  been  ;  and  although  he 
did  not  ascribe  the  breaking  out  of  the 
rebellion  to  the  want  of  troops,  yet  every 
one  knew  very  well — every  one  at  least 
who  had  read  the  history  of  the  rebellion 
knew — that  though  the  chances  of  success 
amounted  almost  to  nothing,  yet  the 
madness  and  folly  of  men  were  sometimes 
so  great  that  the  slightest  apparent 
advantage  would  impel  them  into  the  most 
absurd  attempts.  The  Government  ought 
therefore  to  have  taken  care  that  even 
that  apparent  .advantage  should  not  have 
existed,  but  that  there  should  have  been 
on  the  spot  a  military  force  sufficient  at 
once  to  crush  by  one  vigorous  effort 
whatever  rebellious  schemes  might  have 
been  attempted. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  did  not 
mean  to  enter  into  the  argument  which 
had  been  introduced  by  the  noble  Earl,  but 
as  the  noble  Earl  bad  adverted  to  the  fact 
of  the  troops  being  called  away  from 
upper  Canada  to  serve  in  lower  Canada, 
he  ought  also  to  have  stated  what  was  the 
fact,  that  Sir  Francis  Head,  who  was 
charged  with  the  Government  of  Upper 
Canada  and  intrusted  with  its  destiny 
at  this  moment — a  destiny  which  he  haa 
most  successfully  succeeded  in  upholding 
was  in  fact  the  author  and  suggester  of  the 
measure  for  sending  the  troops  from 
Upper  to  Lower  Canada  before  he  had 
been  called  upon  by  Sir  John  Colborne  ; 
and  that  he  himself  attached  the  greatest 
importance  to  the  policy  of  exhibiting  to 
the  Canadians  and  to  the  world  that 
Upper  Canada  was  able  to  protect  its  own 
Government  without  any  troops  at  all ; 
and  that  whatever  might  be  the  disposition 
of  the  lower  province,  such  was  the  attach- 
ment and  such  was  the  adhesion  of 
the  population  to  that  Govemmenti  that 
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to  be  made  for  the  settlement  of  this  ques- 
*tion.  He  confessed  he  knew  very  little 
about  it;  for  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Glenelg)  had  not  explained  it  very  fully. 
Perhaps,  indeed,  his  noble  Friend  did  not 
consider  himself  called  upon  to  go  very 
fully  into  it;  he  (Lord  Ripon)  should 
therefore  abstain  from  expressing  even  the 
slightest  shadow  of  an  opinion  upon  that 
part  of  the  subject.  He  could  not,  how- 
ever, give  his  acquiescence  to  this  address 
without  expressly  guarding  himself  as  to 
another  point  involved  in  this  discussion, 
namely,  that  such  acquiescence  on  his 
part  by  no  means  implied  any  approbation 
of  the  course  that  had  been  pursued  dur- 
ing the  last  nine  months.  He  was  sorry 
to  say  unything  unpleasant  of  his  noble 
Friend  and  his  noble  Friend's  colleagues, 
but  he  (Lord  Ripon)  could  not  bring  him- 
self to  think  that  they  had  managed  this 
question  in  a  judicious  or  satisfactory 
manner.  He  admired  the  candour  of  the 
noble  Viscount  at  the  head  of  her  Majesty's 
Government,  because  the  noble  Viscount 
had  stated  in  a  perfectly  fair  and  manly 
manner  the  matter  about  the  troops,  and 
had  admitted  that  there  was  a  great  deal 
to  be  said  on  both  sides ;  and  he  certainly 
did  not  appear  to  take  any  very  strong 
ground  to  justify  the  course  that  had  been 
pursued  by  the  Government  in  respect  to 
this  branch  of  the  question.  For  himself, 
he  thought  that  that  course  bad  been  a 
most  unfortunate  one,  and  had  very  much 
contributed  to  occasion  the  explosion 
which  had  taken  place  in  Lower  Canada, 
and  which  involved  the  necessity  of  those 
measures  that  were  now  suggested.  It 
was  evident  that  it  had  been  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  send  out  additional 
troops  to  Canada.  That  intention  was 
communicated  by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Glenelg)  to  Lord  Gosford  on  the  6th  of 
March,  1837.  Well  on  the  22nd  of  March 
his  noble  Friend  again  wrote  to  Lord  Gos- 
ford, and  said — ''Since  I  made  my  com- 
munication (of  the  6th)  to  you,  I  have 
ascertained  that  it  would  not  be  possible 
to  detach  such  a  force  without  extreme 
inconvenience,  and  making  a  demonstra- 
tion which  might  be  productive  of  much 
greater  evil  than  it  could  prevent ; "  and 
then  his  noble  Friend  suggested  that 
in  New  Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia 
there  were  between  2,000  and  3,000  men 
who,  in  case  of  need,  might  be  drawn  from 
those  provinces.  Now,  as  it  had  been 
stated  by  his  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of 
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Wellington)  that  it  might  be  proper  to 
give  power  to  remove  those  troops,  bat 
that  he  could  not  conceive  a  more  ob- 
vious policy  than  that  of  filling  ap  the 
vacancy  which  the  removal  of  those  troops 
would  create.     But  to  what  was  this  in- 
convenient pressure  of  which  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Glenelg)  spoke,  to  be  aitri. 
buted?      He    found   that   Lord  Gosford 
stated  when  writing  on  the  lOthofJaoe, 
not  long  after  he  had  received  the  second 
letter  of  Lord  Glenelg,  mentioning  thai 
there  were  particular  reasons  against  send- 
ing out  additional  troops,  stated  thai  he 
had  sent  to  Sir  Colin  Campbell  for  a  part 
of  the  troops  stationed  at  Halifax;  adding, 
however,  this  passage  ; — "  I  must  repeat 
that  these  steps  would  not  be  dictated  by 
the  apprehension   of    any  serious  con- 
motion,  for  I  have  every  reason  to  bellc« 
that  the  mass  of  the  Canadians  are  loyil 
and  contented;  but  from   the  persaasioo 
that  the  presence  of  a  larger  military  foree 
in   this   province   might   of  itself— o<> 
what?     Increase  the  diflScultics  already 
existing?      Increase   the   chance  of  the 
disaffected  succeeding?      Make  the  Go- 
vernment of  Lower  Canada   less  abk  to 
promote  tranquillity  ?     Not  at  all ;  bot 
that  it  would  •*  prevent  the  occurrence « 
any  disturbance  by  deterring  the  ill-d"^ 
posed,  securing  the  wavering,  and  p^^H 
confidence  to  the  timid."     Why,  «f  ^JJ 
state  of  Lower  Canada  was  such  that  va 
presence  of  additional  troops  were  wantio? 
there,  because  there  were  ill- disposed  pf'* 
sons  to  be  deterred,  wavering  persons  t' 
be  secured,  and  timid  persons  to  whoc 
confidence  was  to  be   given,  ought  nf>' 
that  to  have  led  the  Government  to  infet 
that  the  state  of  the  province  was  such 
that  it  was  not  safe  to  leave  it  without 
having  a  power  capable  of  overwhelmioi? 
the  very  first  attempt  that  might  be  made 
to  disturb   the  peace,  and  thus  prevent 
those  lamentable  consequences  of  an  in- 
surrection which,  whether  successful  o^ 
not,   was    certain  to    occur?     At    time 
went  on,  the  necessity  of  such  a  coarse 
appeared  to  have  been  constantly  increas- 
ing.    His  noble  Friend  (Lord  denelri» 
indeed,  in  his  dispatches  alluded  to  this 
fact  himself,  and  described  the  rapid  pr^ 
gress  of  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  ^ 
portion  of  the  people  to  revolt;  but  it  did 
not  appear  that  the  necessity  of  increasit)^ 
the  number  of  troops  in  the  colony  had  at 
all  crossed  his  mind.     In  consequence  of 
no  additional  troops  having  been  sent  otf^ 
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he»  without  the  aid  of  a  single  soldier 
wud  enabled    to  resist  any  attempt  that 
might  be  made  upon  the  Government  of 
that  colony.  He  had  no  doubt  that  Sir  John 
Colborne  was  glad  to  have  the  assistance 
of  those  troops  ;  but  he  (the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne)  would  with  equal  confidence 
say  that  Sir  John  Colborne  was  no  less 
glad  that  Sir  F.  Head  was  without  ihem, 
fur  the  sake  of  having  given  that  proof 
which  was  now  manifest  to  the  world,  from 
the  circumstatice  that  Mr,  Mackenzie  was 
at  this  moment  a  fugitive  in  the  United 
States,  that  without  a  single  soldier  to 
oppose  the  insurgents  the  Governor  was 
able  to  muke  head  against  them  by  the 
spontaneous  aid  of  the  loyal  inhabitants 
of  that   purt  of  the   province.     But   he 
would  not  enter  into  the  question  of  the 
troops  farther  than  to  remark  that  what- 
ever opinion  noble  Lords  might  form  upon 
it,  there  was  at  least  a  provision  made  for 
enabling  Lord  Gosford  to  supply  himself 
with  troops  from   Halifax,  but  of  which 
thai  noble  Lord  did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  avail  himself  to  the  full  extent,  because, 
having  the  power  to  send  for  two  regiments, 
he  judged  it  only  expedient  to  send  for 
one.     Quitting  this  part  of  the  subject,  he 
was  anxious,  after  wnat  had  fallen  in  such 
very  candid  terms  from  the  noble  Duke 
opposite  (the  Duke  of  Wellington),  who 
had  stated  his  opinion  upon  this  question 
in  a  way  which  did  him  infinite  honour, 
and  in  that  spirit  in  which  he  was  always 
desirous  to  give  efficient  support  to  the 
Government  under  circumstances  like  the 
present — after  such  conduct  on  the  part 
of  the  noble  Duke,  he  was  anxious  to  re- 
move one  or  two  impressions  which  seemed 
partially  to  influence  his  mind  with  regard 
to  the  course  which  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  disposed  to  pursue.    The 
noble  Duke  adverted  in  the  first  instance 
to  the  course  which  he  thought  ought  to 
have  been  adopted  with  respect  to  a  com- 
munication being  made  by  her  Majesty  to 
Parliament ;  and  he  stated,  that  he  could 
have  wished  to  have  seen,  in  conformity 
with  former  precedents,  a  message  com- 
municated from  the  Throne,     In  confor* 
mity  with  precedent^  a  message  undoubt. 
ediy   would  have  been  the  proper  course  ; 
btit  he  was  anxious  to  state  to  their  Lord- 
ships, that  it  was  not  from  want  of  a  full 
sense  of  the  importance  of  the  occasion, 
or    of    the    exertions  which  Parliament 
would  be  called  upon  to  make  in  support 
of  the  Queen*s  authority,  that  ibat  mode 


was  not  in  the  first  instance  adopted ;  but 
it  was  solely  because  of  the  oocnrrenee 
happening  on  the  day  imroediateij  pre- 
vious  to  the  adjournment,  and  when  it 
was  almost  impossible  to  have  obtained  tbe 
attention    of   Parliament,    almost    every 
Member  being  out  of  town  ;  so  thai  even 
if  there  had  been  a  message,   it   would 
have  been  impossible  to  have  acted  upon 
it   in   the  form  of  an  address.     It   was 
solely,  therefore,  with   a  view   of  giving 
importance  to  the  proceedings  of  Pariia* 
ment  on  this  question  by  obtaining  a  full 
attendance  of  Members  that  a  communi- 
cation of  papers  was  made  in  the  first 
instance,  and  with  a  view  also  of  enabling 
Parliament  to  deal  effectually  with   these 
papers,  and  of  assuring  her  Majesty  of 
their  intention  to  support  her  in  all  her 
rights  of  sovereignty.     The  noble  Duke, 
professing  himself  satisfied  with  the  de- 
claration of  the  noble   Viscount   at    tbe 
head  of  her  Majesty's  Govern  ment  upon 
that  subject,  had  stated  that  he  had  read, 
that  in  some  places  expressions  had  been 
used  implying  that  there  was  a  desire,  not 
so  much  to  support  the  Queen's  authority 
iu  Canada,  as  to  give  assistance  to  a  party 
in  that  country.     He  could  only  say,  that 
great  as  their  duty  was  to  give  support  to 
her  Majesty's  loyal  subjects  in  tliat  country, 
who  he  believed  would  be  ultimately  found 
to  be  the  majority  there — confirmed  as  he 
was,  that  such  was  the  first  duty  on  the 
part  of  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  and 
of   tbe  Sovereign ;    yet,  on  tbe  part   of 
Parliament,  he  believed  the  first  and  most 
imperative  duty  to  be  to  re-establish  her 
Majesty's     authority    there.      Whatever 
might  be  the  result  of  those  measures  upon 
which  they  were  then  engaged,  asafiFeGtiog 
Canada — whether  they  might  end  in  the 
re-establishment  of  the  former  constitu* 
tion,  whether  they  might  terminate  in  the 
establishment  of  a  new  constitution,  or 
whether  they  might,  as  he  believed,  no- 
fortunately     for    Canada    and    for   this 
country,  end  in  a  separation  of  that  state 
from  this — though  he  saw  no  reason  to 
apprehend  such  a  result,  still,  in  the  first 
instance,  it  was  essential  to  the  cbaracler 
of  this  country,  that  her  Majesty's  autho- 
rity should  be  firmly  established  before  any 
of  those  topics  were  considered,  and  befoie 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Darbsm), 
who,  fortunately  for  himself,  and  forta- 
nately  for  tbe  country,  as  he  hoped,  bad 
been  induced  to  accept  the  important  mis* 
aion,  could  entertain  those  great  qusttions 
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which  must  be  mooted,  but  which  could 
only  be  mooted  with  safety  after  her  Ma- 
jesty's authority  and  the  authority  of  the 
Jaw  should  be  established,  and  should 
allow  them  to  be  discussed  lawfully,  tran- 
quilly, soberly,  and  with  the  attention 
their  importance  required.  He  was  firmly 
impressed  with  the  conviction  which  he  had 
before  taken  occasion  to  express,  that 
the  vast  majority  of  the  population  of 
Canada  was  attached  to  the  Government 
of  this  country,  and,  for  his  part,  he  did 
not  regret,  that  any  symptoms  of  delay  or 
hesitation  might  appear  in  these  papers, 
indicating  a  disposition  upon  the  part  of 
the  Queen's  Government  to  adopt  conci- 
liatory measures.  He  firmly  believed,  that 
this  course  of  conciliation  had  produced  a 
beneficial  result.  He  believed,  that  the 
system  of  concession,  pushed  to  the  ut* 
most  verge  of  reason,  and  attending  to  all 
the  real  sentiments  and  wishes  of  the  in- 
habitants of  that  country,  had  been  suc- 
cessful, if  not  in  detaching,  at  least  in  af- 
fording moral  support  to  many  individuals 
in  that  country  who  might  otherwise  be 
found  at  the  head  of  the  insurrection.  It 
was  owing  to  this  circumstance  that  men 
of  a  very  different  character  from  Papineau 
and  Mackenzie  were  not  only  not  now 
found  leading  the  discontented,  but  were 
known  to  have  receded  from  the  ranks  of 
insurrection,  previously  to  the  breaking 
out  of  that  desperate  measure,  at  the  in- 
stigation of  Papineau  and  his  associates. 
The  noble  Lord  who  last  addressed 
their  Lordships  had  stated  most  truly,  that 
the  noble  Duke  opposite  had,  to  a  certain 
extent,  prophesied,  that  the  present  state 
of  things  would  arrive  in  Canada.  The 
noble  Duke  had  certainly  prophesied,  that 
the  House  of  Assembly  would  ultimately 
arrive  at  the  point  of  declining  to  vote  the 
civil  list ;  but  it  was  also  unquestionably 
true,  that  if  that  body  had  proved  the  ex- 
istence of  any  real  grievance,  of  any  one 
palpable  abuse  calling  for  a  remedy,  the 
attention  of  Government  would  have  been 
immediately  directed  to  its  removal.  And 
if,  from  their  numerous  speeches,  petitions, 
resolutions,  and  remonstrances,  as  well  as 
from  the  examinations  of  their  witnesses 
deputed  for  that  purpose,  any  one  thing 
positive  and  substantial  could  be  col- 
lected, it  was,  that  if  the  control  over 
the  colonial  revenues,  which  they  desired, 
(and  which  they  subfequently  obtained) 
were  granted,  all  their  wants  would  be 
satisfied;  and  that  these  «* ill-used  per- 


sons," as  they  were  represented  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  who  had  sat  on 
the  bench  below  him,  would  gladly  accept 
that  arrangement,  because  the  settlement 
proposed  was  said  to  be  a  monument  of 
human  wisdom,  embodying  all  their  wishes 
and  all  their  hopes.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Brougham)  had  spoken  three 
hours  upon  the  subject  of  this  address, 
but  he  did  not  in  one  instance  advert  to 
that  which  constituted  the  very  gist  of  the 
whole  question — namely,  that  all  the  de- 
mands of  the  House  of  Assembly  of  Lower 
Canada  had  been  conceded,  and  that  it 
was  under  the  influence  of  a  party,  who 
had  since  raised  the  most  unreasonable 
demands,  that  all  the  subsequent  mis- 
fortunes had  arisen,  and  that  the  pre- 
sent insurrection  had  taken  place.  He 
regretted  that  he  was  deprived  of  the 
opportunity  of  adverting  to  these  circum- 
stances in  his  noble  Friend's  presence. 
His  noble  Friend  had  distinguished  him- 
self during  the  course  of  this  evening 
more  than  even  Papineau  or  Mackenzie 
had  done;  and  he  had  also  acted  like 
them  in  running  away.  It  was  not  with- 
out some  embarrassment  that  he  felt  con- 
strained to  allude  in  terms  of  disapproba- 
tion to  some  portions  of  the  noble  Lord's 
speech  in  his  absence.  He  could  not, 
however,  refrain  from  observing  that  he 
never  was  more  astonished  than  to  hear 
that  noble  and  learned  Lord  make  an 
observation  similar  to  one  which  had  been 
made  by  persons  very  much  his  inferiors, 
out  of  their  Lordships*  House;  and  had 
absolutely  traced  a  resemblance  between 
the  present  question  in  respect  of  the 
Canadians,  and  the  resistance  which  had 
been  made  by  the  inhabitants  of  the 
United  States  upon  the  occasion  of  the 
memorable  declaration  of  independence. 
The  circumstances  of  the  two  cases  were 
totally  different,  and  the  resistance  in  the 
one  case  commenced  where,  in  the  other 
case,  it  ended.  The  parity  which  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  sought  to 
establish  between  these  two  cases  re- 
minded him  of  that  which  the  famous 
Captain  Fluellin  had  endeavoured,  with 
memorable  pertinacity,  to  institute  be- 
tween Alexander  the  Great  and  Harry  of 
Monmouth, — a  parallel  which  he  founded 
upon  the  ingeniously-detected  coincidence 
of  there  being  **  a  new  river  in  Macedon 
and  a  river  in  Monmouth,"  and  made 
quite  satisfactory  to  himself  by  means  of 
the  additional  circumstance    that  Alex- 
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ahder  quarrelled  with  his  friend  without  a 
reason  y  and  Harry  of  Monmouth  with  a 
reason.  The  resemblance  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  sought  to  establish  in 
the  present  instance  was  based  upon  quite 
D9  substantial  reasoning.  The  Atlantic 
divided  Canada  from  England,  and  it 
also  divided  England  from  the  United 
States.  There  was  a  House  of  Assembly 
in  Canada,  and  there  had  been  also  a 
House  of  Assembly  in  the  United  States. 
The  analogy  was,  therefore,  according  to 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  conclusively 
established.  Unfortunately,  however,  for 
the  truth  of  the  resemblance,  it  failed  in 
this  important  particular,  that  in  the  case 
of  the  United  States  the  right  of  con- 
trolling their  taxation  was  disallowed, 
while  in  that  part  of  Lower  Canada  it 
would  have  gone  on  for  ever  but  for  the 
absurd  interposition  of  the  House  of  As- 
sembly. But  he  should  have  a  very  dif- 
ferent opinion  from  that  which  he  then 
entertained  as  to  the  issue  of  the  present 
contest  with  the  Canadians,  were  we  nor 
determined  that  there  should  exist  in  that 
colony  a  free  community  and  a  free  people; 
for  he  was  happy  to  say,  that  it  was  the 
genius  of  the  constitution  of  England, 
wherever  it  maintained  a  connexion  with 
colonies  flourishing  in  trade  and  com- 
merce, to  communicate  to  them,  to  leave 
to  tiiein,  or,  if  they  had  them  not,  to  pro- 
vide for  them,  the  means  of  enjoying 
pructioal  freedom,  and  of  regulating  their 
own  local  and  domestic  concerns.  But  in 
the  colonies,  aa  at  home,  there  were 
various  parties  to  this  contract,  and  it 
ought  never  to  be  forgotten  that,  if  the 
Colonial  Houses  of  Assembly  had  duties 
to  perform,  so  also  had  the  Crown.  The 
noble  aud  learned  Lord  had  spoken  that 
evening  as  if  the  only  object  in  granting 
to  the  colonial  assemblies  the  power  of 
giving  supplies  was  to  enable  them  to 
refuse  those  supplies  when  they  could  not 
carry  any  political  object  on  which  they 
hud  set  their  hearts.  Now,  the  main  ob. 
jccts  of  a  constitution  were  to  insure  jus- 
tice between  man  and  man,  to  advance 
improvement,  to  promote  education,  to 
dill  use  iutelligence,  to  make  roads,  and  to 
conduct  all  the  atifairs  of  the  community 
— all  which,  not  once,  but  systematically! 
the  House  of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada 
had  refused  to  do.  If  it  were  to  be  con- 
tended that  the  House  of  Assembly  had  a 
right  to  do  this,  it  might  be  as  well  con- 
tended thati  if  the  Crown  were  to  order 


its  troops,  which  iV  had  a  riglil  to  ecmlro), 
to  stand  still  when  Canada  was  iovaded 
by  a  hostile  force,  or  when  the  property  ot 
its  inhabitants  was  attacked  l:^  si  riotous 
mob,  it  had  a  right  to  do  so;  for  it  might 
say,  '^  You  have  not  done  what  I  irisfa — 
you    have   not   acceded  to  my    political 
wishes,   and   therefore   the  enemy    shall 
ravage  your  country,  and  the  mob  sfaait 
spoliate  your  property.'*     He  conteaded, 
that  the  mode  in  which  the  House  of  As- 
sembly had  exercised  the  privileges  gnmted 
to  it  under  the  constitution  of  1791  was  a 
mode  calculated  to  defeat  the  end  of  all 
government.      And  when  he  fouDd    the 
House  of  Assembly  on  the  one  hand  re- 
peatedly refusing  to  perform  its  duties, 
and  the   Executive   Government  oa  the 
other  repeatedly  in   collision  with   it,  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  a  case  was 
made  out  for  re-considering  the  constitu- 
tion, not  by  convening  delegates,  as  had 
been  stated,  for  the  purpose  of  making 
an  entirely  new  constitution,  but  by  con- 
vening, under  the  authority  of  Govern- 
ment, individuals  from  the  existing  Legis- 
lature, if  there  was  one,   and  from    the 
community  at  large,  if  there  was  not,  in 
order  to  elicit  the  opinions  of  that  com* 
m unity,  and  to  submit  them,  with  a  plan 
of  an  improved  constitution,  to  the  consi- 
deration  of    the    Government  at  home. 
That,    however,   was    a   question   which 
could   not  be   discussed  on   the  present 
occasion,  nor  upon   the   Bill   which  was 
shortly  to  be  introduced  to  the  notice  of 
their  Lordships — for  this  convention,   if  it 
were  to  be  called  by  such  a  name,    could 
be  assembled  under  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown.     The  noble  Marquess  concluded 
by  declaring,  that  in  his  opinion  it  was 
impossible  to  consider  the  case  of  Upper 
Canada  as  separated  from  that  of  Lower 
Canada,  and  that  in  their  future  legisla- 
tion they  must  consider  whether  the  mea- 
sures intended  for  the  benefit  of  the  former 
were  not  also  calculated  to  promote  the 
interests  of  the  latter  province. 

The  Earl  of  Durham  felt,  from  the 
peculiar  situation  in  which  he  stood,  and 
more  especially  from  the  circumstance  of 
his  having  accepted  the  high  office  to 
which  his  noble  Friend  had  alluded,  that 
it  would  not  be  consistent  with  his  duty 
to  take  any  part  in  the  debate  upon  the 
present  question.  He  wished,  therefore, 
to  address  only  a  very  few  sentences,  to 
their  Lordships — a  few  words  explanatory 
of  the  general  principlea  which  would  ia« 
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fluence  his  conduct  io  the  discharge  of 
the  grave  duties  imposed  upon  him,  and 
of  the  reasons  which  had  induced  him  to 
accept  the  trust.     It  is  impossible  (con- 
tinued his  Lordship)  for  words  to  express 
the   reluctance  with  which  I  have  con- 
sented to  undertake  this  arduous  task,  to 
incur   the  awful    responsibility   which    I 
know  must  attach  to  me  in  endeavouring 
to  accomplish  the  objects  of  my  mission ; 
and    I   can    assure  your  Lordships  that 
nothing  but  the  most  devoted  attachment^ 
nothing  but  the  most  determined  devotion 
to  her  Majesty's  service  and  the  service  of 
my  country  could  have  induced  roe  to  place 
myself  in  the  situation  in  which  I  very 
much  fear  I  shall  not  answer  the  expecta- 
tions either  of  my  noble  Friends  who  place 
roe  there,   or  of    the  country  generally. 
The  noble  Duke  has  stated,  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion  of  this  evening,  that  he 
had  very  much  regretted  to  hear  it  said 
that   one  of  the  objects  of  the  intended 
measures  with   respect    to    Canada  was 
merely  the  support  of  a  particular  party  in 
that  province.     It  is  not  with  that  view 
that  I  by  any  means  shall  undertake  the 
mission.     I  believe  that  my  duty,  in  the 
first    place,    will   be   to    assert    the   su- 
premacy  of  her  Majesty's  Government ; 
to  assert  the  dignity  and  honour  of  the 
Britisb  Crown,  and  to  see  that  the  law  is 
carried  into  execution — that  it  is  not  set 
aside  in  the  remotest  cabin  or  in  the  most 
distant  settlement.     I  shall  not  conceive 
that  I  have  done  my  duty  as  long  as  there 
is  the  slightest  pretence  for  considering 
that  the  dignity  of  the  Crown  or  the  su- 

f»reroacy  of  the  law  continues  to  be  vio- 
ated.    .  Having  effected   that  necessary 
and  essential  preliminary  object,  I  shall 
consider,  without  reference  to  party,  casting 
aside    all  reflections    that    may  concern 
either    the  British  party  or  the   French 
party  in  that  country — indeed,  I  know  no 
Frencb — I  can  regard  all  only  as  her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects,  having  effected  the  neces- 
sary and  essential  preliminary  objects  to 
which  I  have  adverted,  I  shall  consider 
that  I  ought  to  extend  protection  to  all, 
to  give  justice  to  all,  that  I  ought  to  en- 
deavour to  protect  as  much  the  local  rights 
and  privileges  of  those  who  are  the  pos* 
sessors  and  proprietors  of  the  soil  as  the 
g^eatcommercial  interests  which  more  aflTect 
those  who  are  called  the  British  settlers. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord,  at  the  end 
of  his  long  and  eloquent  speech,  has  been 
pleased  to  say  that  I  shall  execute  but  a 
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thankless  task  in  carrying  out  with  rae 
the  measure  for  the  suspension  of  the  Ca- 
nadian constitution.  I  do  not  agree  with 
him.  I  do  not  think  that  this  measure, 
or  cny  of  the  acts  of  Parliament  which  are 
in  contemplation,  can  be  regarded  in  any 
such  light.  The  constitution  has  already 
been  de  facto  suspended,  not  by  an  act  of 
the  British  Parliament,  but  by  the  rebellion 
of  the  Canadians  themselves.  I  consider 
therefore,  that  I  go  there,  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  suspending  the  constitution,  but 
for  the  purpose  of  endeavouring  to  provide 
as  well  as  I  can  for  the  extraordinary  state 
of  circumstances  which  has  been  produced 
by  the  rebellious  part  of  the  Canadian 
community,  and  which  has  rendered  it 
impossible  for  the  constitution  to  continue 
in  operation.  These  are  the  views  with 
which  I  shall  consent  to  undertake  what  I 
admit  to  be  a  great  and  awful  responsi- 
bilitv — these  are  the  views  with  which  I 
shall  enter  upon  the  exercise  of  powers 
greater,  I  know,  than  are  usually  intrusted 
to  the  discretion  of  an  individual.  Great 
and  dictatorial  as  these  powers  are,  I  shall 
be  anxious  to  lay  them  down  at  the  earliest 
possible  time.  Believe  me,  my  Lords,  I 
shall  endeavour  to  execute  as  speedily  as 
possible  this  highly  honourable,  but  most 
difficult  and  dangerous  mission.  As  far 
as  concerns  the  principal  province,  it  would 
be  my  wish — and  I  implore  my  noble 
Friends  to  give  me  the  means  of  accom- 
plishing it — to  effect  such  a  kind  of  settle- 
ment as  should  produce  contentment  and 
harmony  amongst  all  classes,  enable  me  to 
establish  not  temporarily  but  lastingly  the 
supremacy  of  the  laws,  and  finally,  to 
leave  behind  me  such  a  system  of  Govern- 
ment as  may  tend  to  the  general  prosperity 
and  happiness  of  one  of  the  most  important 
portions  of  her  Majesty's  dominions.  If  I 
can  accomplish  such  an  object  as  that, 
I  shall  deem  no  personal  sacrifice  of  my 
own  too  great.  I  feel,  however,  that  I 
can  only  accomplish  it  by  the  cordial  and 
energetic  support— a  support  which  lam 
sure  I  shall  obtain— of  my  noble  Friends 
the  Members  of  her  Majesty*s  Cabinet,  by 
the  co-operation  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment, and  permit  me  to  say,  by  the  ge- 
nerous forbearance  of  the  noble  Lords 
opposite,  to  whom  I  have  always  been 
politically  opposed.  From  the  candour 
and  generosity  which  have  distinguished 
the  noble  Duke's  remarks  this  evening,  as 
well  as  upon  all  other  occasions.  I  trust 
that  he  and  those  who  think  with  him  will 
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gife  me  credit  for  the  good  intentions 
which  I  feely  and  will  only  condemn  me  if 
they  find  my  actions  such  as  shall  enable 
them,  consistently  with  their  own  cha- 
racter^ to  find  fault.  I  will  not  trouble 
your  Lordships  further.  I  thought  it 
right  to  state  the  feelings  with  which  I 
enter  upon  this  mission,  and  to  explain  to 
your  Lordships  that  I  go  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  exercising  that  power,  that  species 
of  discreditable  power,  as  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  calls  it,  which  is  to  be  vested 
in  me ;  but  in  the  first  place  to  restore,  I 
trust,  the  supremacy  of  the  law,  and  next, 
to  be  the  humble  instrument  of  conferring 
upon  the  British  North  American  provinces 
such  a  free  and  liberal  constitution  as 
shall  place  them  on  the  same  scale  of  in- 
dependence as  the  rest  of  the  possessions 
of  Great  Britain,  and  as  shall  tend  to  their 
own  immediate  honour,  welfare,  and  pros- 
perity. 

Lord  Gkneig  having  slated,  that  he 
should  trespass  on  their  Lordships  only  for 
a  very  short  time,  in  reply,  said  :  I  must  be 
allowed  with  my  noble  Friend  near  me,  to 
express  my  regret  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (  Brougham)  has  been  pleased  to  remove 
from  this  scene  of  action.  Abiit,  evasit, 
erupit.  Having  vented  his  thunder  with 
no  sparing  hand,  and  having  also  heaped 
upon  me  those  measures  of  wrath  and  in- 
dignation which  seems  to  be  inexhaustible 
in  his  mighty  bosom,  he  has  at  length 
shown  me  that  having  discharged  his 
deadly  bolts,  he  is  capable,  like  the  Thun- 
derer, of  veiling  himself  in  clouds.  I  should 
have  been  glad  to  have  returned  my  thanks 
to  him  for  this,  the  first  testimony  of  his 
friendship  with  which  he  has  favoured  me. 
I  have  been  much  in  the  habit  of  hearing 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  launch  out  his 
invectives  and  point  his  sneers  at  persons 
infinitely  above  me  in  character  and  station, 
and  much  more  intimately  connected  with 
himself  than  I  have  the  honour  to  be ;  but 
I  am  and  was  surprised  at  the  inexhaustible 
vocabulary  with  which  he  had  charged 
himself  against  me  to-night.  I  confess, 
however,  that  the  violence  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord's  invective  has  much  less 
weight  with  me,  from  the  circumstance  to 
which  I  have  alluded :  because  I  have  seen 
it  applied  somewhat  indiscriminately  to 
others^  not  so  much  from  opposition  to  any 
noble  Lord  whom  he  chooses  to  attack,  but 
once  engaged  in  the  career  of  assault  the 
nohle  and  learned  Lord  is  carried  away 
with  that  fervour  of  indignation  which  is 


the  characteristic  of  his  exalted  mind.     I 
am  sorry  to  make  these  observations  in  his 
absence ;  but  it  is  not  my  fault  that  he  has 
removed  himself  from  the  House.     He  said 
it  was  with  pain  and  sorrow  that  he  felt 
himself  obliged  to  give  utterance  to  the 
remarks  which  fell  from  him.     If  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  were  here,  I  should  say  to 
him,   "  Do  not  spare  me  your  invective^ 
but,  for  God's  sake^  spare  me  your  pain  and 
sympathy."     I  need  not,  I  am  sure,  point 
out  to  the  House  the  contrast  between  the 
speech  of  the  nohle  and  learned  Lord,  and 
that  of  the  noble  and  illustrious  Duke  who 
followed  him.     In  the  speech  of  the  noUe 
Duke  I  recognised  a  mind — in  his  presence 
I  cannot  express  half  what  I  feel  of  the 
candour,    and    magnanimity  of   a  speech 
which  was  so  consistent  with  all  his  own 
political  views,  and  at  the  same  time  so 
generously    candid    to-  his    political  op- 
ponents— yet  I  must  be  allowed  to  say,  that 
in  the  speech  of  the  noble  Duke,  I  recog. 
nised  a  mind  strengthened  by  long  habit  of 
application  to   the  great  business  of  the 
country— a  mind  careful  of  throwing  bolts 
at  random,  either  upon  this  person  or  upon 
that,  and,  above  all,  not  hinting  vituperation 
which  it  dared  not  express — a  mind  anxious 
only  to  do  justice  to  the  great  cause  of  the 
country — anxious  only  to  do  justice  even  to 
his  political  opponents,  and  anxious  by  the 
same  genius  which  he  had  already  exercised 
in  rescuing  the   country  from  danger  in 
another  theatre,    to  rescue  it  again  in  a 
difierent  sphere,  from  the  possible  diminu-* 
tion    of    Its    colonial  greatness.     As    the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  is  not  present,  I 
will  not  depict  in  its  full  colours,  the  con- 
trast between  the  speech  made  by  him,  and 
that  made  by  the  noble  Duke.  The  contrast 
however,  is  one  which  I  am  sure  must  have 
struck  every  noble  Lord  who  hears  me.  The 
noble  and  leamedLord  observed,  with  respect 
to  one  particular  point — with  respect  to  the 
composition  of  the  Legislative  Council— 
that  having  declared  at  a  somewhat  distant 
period,   that  that  council  should  be  re^ocm^ 
structed  prior  to  the  meeting  of  the  House 
of  Assembly,  it  nevertheless  appeared  hy  the 
papers  which  had  been  laid  before  Parliai'- 
ment,   that  the  Commission  for  effeetiotf 
that  re-jQonstruction  was  not  sent  out  untu 
the  22nd  of  August.     Now  if  the  noble  and 
learned    Lord  had  examined   the  papers 
thoroughly  he  would  have  found  in  them 
the   explanation  of   that  delay.     It  wm 
impossible  for  me  to  send  out  the  Commis- 
sion until  I  had  been  furnished  with  the 
names  hy  Lord  Gosfoid.     Early  in  Marchj 
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Lord  Cosford  assured  me  that  the  names 
should  be  sent,  and  in  two  or  three  subse- 
quent dispatches^  I  alluded  to  the  want  of 
them.     Lord  Gosford,  however,  could  not 
send  them  because  he  found  it  extremely 
difficulty  in  the  state  of  parties  in  the  pro- 
vince, to  select  proper  persons.   The  names 
did  not  reach  me  until  the  beginning  of 
August.     There  was  certainly  no  loss  of 
time  after  the  names  arrived  >  for  in  less 
than  ten  days,  the  Commission  was  made  out, 
a  council  held,  and  the  dispatch  forwarded 
to  Canada.     Do  not  let  it  be  supposed,  as 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  was  pleased  in 
his  generosity  to  insinuate,  that  I  mean  by 
this  explanation  to  throw  any  blame  upon 
Lord  Gosford.     I  am  stating  only  what  I 
am  sure  Lord  Gosford  would  himself  state 
if  he  were  here.      Then  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  said,  that  he  did  not  perceive 
why  this  measure,  which  in  truth  ought  to 
be  applied  only  to  a  particular  district,  should 
be  made  general ,  and  he  was  further  pleased 
to  observe,   that  whenever  it  suited  my 
argument  I  represented  the  whole  country 
as  in  a  state  of  rebellion,  and  at  other  times 
spoke  of  it  only  as  partially  disturbed.     I 
never  on  any  occasion  represented  the  whole 
country  as  being  in  a  state  of  rebellion.     I 
always  said,  and  the  papers  upon  the  table 
prove  the  fact,  that  the  rebellion  was  con- 
fined  to  the  district  of  Montreal.      If  I 
apply  the  measures  about  to  be  proposed  to 
the  whole  country,  the  reason  is  this :  that 
although  the  resistance  to  the  laws  and  to 
the  authority  of  the  Crown  had  been  limited 
to  one  district,  yet  that  the  conduct  of  the 
House  of  Assembly,  as  the  representatives  of 
the  whole  country,  has  been  such  as  to  render 
it  impossible  for  the  constitution  to  proceed  ; 
and  I  know  not  how  it  would  be  possible  to 
maintain  good  government,  or  any  govern, 
ment  at  au,  in  that  country,  if  you  confined 
your  measures  simply  to  the  district  which 
is  now  in  a  state  of  rebellion. 

The  Earl  of  Fitzwilliam  was  understood 
to  state  that  the  inference  he  drew  from 
the  observations  made  by  the  noble  Duke 
was,  that  no  Gk>vemment  could  succeed 
in  Canada  unless  it  were  of  an  arbitrary 
character.  [The  Duke  of  Wellington: 
No>  na]]  He  knew  that  the  noble  Duke 
did  not  make  use  of  those  words;  but 
such  was  the  inference  he  drew  from  the 
remarks  and  the  line  of  argument  used  by 
the  noble  Duke.  Their  Lordships  need 
not  look  to  the  present  nor  to  the  last  ad- 
ministration for  the  seeds  of  this  rebellion  ; 
they  most  be  sought  for  in  a  much  more 
distant  period.    He  begged,  however^  agt 


to  be  iocluded  among  those  who  doubted 
the  success  of  the  intended  mission  to  the 
Canadas.  When  he  considered  the  cha- 
racter of  the  noble  Earl  who  was  to  be 
intrusted  with  that  mission,  he  was  quite 
persuaded  that  his  measures  would  be 
conducted  in  that  constitutional  spirit 
from  the  observance  of  which  alone  could 
an  advantageous  result  be  expected. 

Motion  for  the  Address  agreed  to,  nem, 
con. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Friday y  January  19,  1838. 

M1NUTBB.3  Petitions  presented.  By  Lord  Abinobh,  ftom 
Mr.  Wright,  for  an  alteration  of  the  Lord's  Act.— By 
Lord  FoLRT,  firom  Baptists  In  Wiltshire,  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  Slave  AppMOtioeship. 

Petty  Offences.]  The  Duke  of 
Richmond  presented  a  petition,  which  he 
said  was  important,  not  only  on  account 
of  the  subject  of  which  it  treated,  but 
from  its  being  signed  by  a  great  number 
of  the  acting  magistrates  of  the  county  of 
Sussex.  They  complained  that  they  were 
constantly  compelled  to  commit  persons 
for  trial  at  the  quarter  sessions  for  petty 
stealing,  and  that  such  persons  were  fre- 
quently detained  in  gaol  Hve  or  six  weeks 
before  trial,  and  when  convicted  the  ma- 
gistrates felt  that  they  could  award  them 
only  a  very  small  punishment.  The  pub- 
lic, not  being  in  the  secret,  naturally  con- 
cluded that  the  offence  was  very  trivial,  or 
that  the  magistrates  were  too  lenient.  He 
was  present  when  a  man  was  tried  for 
stealing  a  padlock,  a  toothbrush,  and 
some  other  trifling  articles,  value  6^.  That 
man  had  been  in  gaol  fifty  days  prior  to 
his  trial,  and  the  magistrates  consequently 
sentenced  him  to  only  one  week's  impri- 
sonment. Now,  it  was  a  question  whether 
these  petty  offences  ought  not  to  be  visited 
summarily,  and  whether  the  petty  ses- 
sions, which  were  now  generally  held  in 
private  rooms,  might  not  be  held  on  pub- 
lic days,  and  become  public  courts  for  the 
trial  of  such  petty  cases,  with  the  consent 
of  the  prisoner.  The  next  point  to  which 
the  petitioners  respectfully  called  the  at- 
tention of  their  Lordships  was  the  treat- 
ment of  juvenile  offenders,  in  respect  to 
which  snbject,  he  entirely  concurred  with 
the  petitioners.  They  stated,  and  the 
statement  was  confirmed  by  the  printed 
returns  before  the  House,  that  a  very  large 

I  number  of  persons  under  the  age  of  four- 
teen or  fifteen  years  was  committed  to  the 
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those    Bills    which  had  diminiibed  tbe 
amount    of     capital    offeoces,  and  by 
which  capital  puaisbroent  was  restricted  to 
very    few    crimes;    but    he   nefer  bad 
thought  that  the  change  thus  made  in  ihe 
law  would  have  the  effect  of  superseding 
the  ordinary  jurisdiction  of  the  higher  tri- 
bunals of  criminal  justice,  and  transfer  iIj« 
administration  of  the   law  in  those  cases 
which  had  ceased  to  be  capital  to  the  ma- 
gistrates at  quarter  sessions.     Certainly 
he  had  never  understood  that  arrangement 
to  be  a  part  of  the  project.     He  thought 
this  subject  ought  to    receive  immediate 
consideration. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond,  in  justice  to  tbe 
magistrates  of  the  county  of  Sussex,  roost 
say,  that  they  were  very  well  aware  that 
they  had   power  to  try    any  offence  not 
capital,  but  it  was  not  their  custom.  They 
had  made  no  complaint  against  the  judges, 
who  had  no  power  to  interfere  with  them 
by  any  order.  What  the  magistrates  com- 
plained of  was,  that  the  discretion  was  not 
removed  from  them,  and  that  there  was  do 
fixed  rule.     Among  fifty,  or   sixty,  or  i 
hundred     magistrates,     of    course    wn* 
would  take  one  view  of  a  case  and  some 
another.     He  saw    no  objection  why  an 
Act  of  Parliament  should  not  be  passed  to 
have  certain  cases  tried  before  the  judges. 
It  was  not  the  wish  of  the  magistrates  of 
the  county  of  Sussex  to  relieve  themseWes 
from  any  trouble ;   but  their  object  was  to 
secure  a  better  administration   Of  public 
justice.     It  was  perfectly  well  known  thu 
some  judges  on  the  circuits  were  conatantlf 
saying  "  Why  do  you  send  this  petty  case 
before  me  ?"  While  others  would  as  ofceo 
say  "  Why  was  that  case  tried    at  the 
quarter  sessions,  why  did  you  not  send  it 
up  to  the  assize  ?"    All  that  the  magis- 
trates wanted  was  some  definite  regulation 
on  the  subject,  and   one   that  would  be 
binding,  so  that  this  matter  might  not  be 
left  to  the  discretion  of  individuals.     H0 
had  no  doubt  that  a  Bill  having  this  object 
in   view  would  easily   pass  through  tbe 
Legislature,  and  he  therefore  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  introduce  one  at 
an  early  period.     If  not,  he  would  agaio 
take  the  liberty  of  bringing  the  subject 
under  the  notice  of  the  House. 

Lord  Whamcliffe  had  no  doubt  tbflt 
great  and  capital  offences  ought  to  be 
tried  by  the  judges  of  the  land,  or  that  a 
bill  of  the  nature  recommended  by  tbe 
noble  Duke  could  be  easily  passed  through 


various  prisons  in  this  country  for  small 
larcenies.  The  petitioners  were  of  opinion 
that  it  would  be  infinitely  better  both  for 
the  -public  and  the  offenders  themselves  if 
the  magistrates  had  tbe  power  and  oppor- 
tunity of  sending  such  juvenile  criminals 
to  some  school  of  reformation,  instead  of 
being  under  the  necessity  of  sending  them 
to  the  House  of  Correction,  or  committing 
them  to  prison  to  await  their  trial,  how- 
ever well  disciplined  those  places  of  con- 
finement might  be.  What  was  required 
most  was,  that  they  should  save  young 
offenders  from  the  evil  example  and  influ- 
ence of  their  older  associates,  by  whom  in 
mostjcases  they  were  led  into  crime.  Tbe  pe«- 
titioners  prayed  their  Lordships'  House  to 
try  the  experiment,  by  causing  some  esta- 
blishment of  the  kind  to  be  set  on  foot. 
His  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Coun- 
cil was  aware  that  the  plans  adopted  by 
the  Refuge  for  the  Destitute  and  the  Chil- 
dren's Friend  Society  for  the  reformation 
of  juvenile  offenders  had  proved  to  be 
most  successful.  Lastly  the  petitioners 
asked  their  Lordships  to  direct  their  serious 
attention  to  the  Acts  which  were  passed 
last  year.  When  those  measures  were 
before  the  House,  he  ventured  to  move  a 
clause  to  the  effect  that  none  of  the 
offences  which  were  to  come  under  the 
description  of  "  capital"  hereafter  should 
be  tried  at  quarter  sessions.  The  House 
agreed  with  him,  but  the  Bill  came  up  so 
late  in  the  Session  that  there  was  no  op. 
portunity  to  send  it  back  to  the  other 
House  to  have  the  clause  introduced.  It 
was  therefore  at  present  lefl  to  magistrates 
to  decide  before  whom  persons  charged 
with  grave  and  heinous  offences  should  be 
tried.  Such  offences  ought  to  be  tried 
before  the  Judges  of  the  land.  He  did 
not  wish  to  impose  additional  labour  on 
the  judges,  but  he  thought  it  would  be 
more  satisfactory  if  such  cases  were  always 
put  under  their  jurisdiction.  He  hoped 
that  her  Majesty's  Ministers  would  direct 
their  attention  to  the  matters  touched  on 
in  this  petition,  but  if  they  should  be  too 
much  occupied  with  other  business,  or  were 
not  agreed  on  the  prayer  of  the  petition, 
he  should  hereafter  move  that  it  be  referred 
to  a  Committee  of  their  Lordships. 

Lord  Brougham  agreed  with  the  noble 
Duke  that  this  was  an  important  subject, 
and  that  it  was  one  which  imperatively 
called  for  inquiry,  he  thought  all  who 
had  listened  to  the  noble  Duke  would  ad- 
mit  He  wss  ODO  of  thoso  who  supported   tbe  I^gislfttarei  and  therefore  bp  wodd 
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suggest  that  a  bill  should  be  brought  in 
immediately  for  confining  minor  cases  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  magistrates,  and  send- 
ing great  offences  before  the  judges. 
There  could  be  no  doubt,  that  a  solemn 
trial  before  the  judges  would  have  a  much 
greater  influence  than  a  trial  at  a  quarter 
sessions  before  the  magistrates. 

Lord  Ahinger  said,  his  noble  Friend 
had  taken  pains  to  show  that  the  magis- 
trates had  not  complained  of  the  judges, 
but  that  they  had  complained  of  each 
other,  many  of  the  magistrates  thinking 
that  they  were  bound  to  save  the  public 
expenses  as  much  as  possible ;  and  he 
should  not  be  surprised  that,  if  such  a 
bill  as  that  recommended  were  brought  in, 
they  would  hear  an  objection  made,  that 
the  consequence  of  sending  an  increased 
number  of  cases  to  the  assizes,  would  be  a 
proportionate  increase  of  the  county-rate. 
Of  course,  grave  and  heinous  offences 
ought  to  be  carried  before  the  judges; 
but  there  were  certain  offences,  not  ex- 
actly of  a  petty  character,  but  for  which 
the  punishments  were  fixed,  which  might 
be  tried  at  quarter  sessions. 

Petition  laid  on  the  table. 

AffaiusofCakada.]  Lord Brotf^Aam 
said,  that  he  had  been  intrusted  with  a 
petition  from  the  Baptist  congregation  of 
the  Romney- street  chapel,  Westminster, 
deprecating  the  Canadian  war;  he  had 
also  a  petition  to  the  same  effect  from  the 
inhabitants  of  the  metropolitan  borough  of 
Marylebone,  unanimously  agreed  to  at  a 
numerous  meeting  convened  by  public 
advertisement.  In  the  prayer  of  these 
petitions,  and  in  the  general  feelings  and 
principles  which  actuated  the  petitioners, 
it  was  unnecessary  for  him,  after  what  had 
passed  in  the  House  both  last  night,  and  in 
the  debate  which  took  'place  last  summer, 
to  state  more,  than  that  he  concurred  most 
heartily  and  cordially.  But  he  wished  to 
apologize,  if  he  took  this  opportunity  of 
stating  the  real  cause  of  an  omission  on 
his  part  last  night,  which  might  betoken 
a  want  of  respect  both  to  their  Lordships 
and  to  his  noble  Friends  behind  him.  He 
understood  that  last  night,  after  he  had 
left  the  House,  observations,  some  of  them 
in  a  vehement,  others  conveyed  in  a  plea- 
sant, strain,  had  been  made  upon  his  acci- 
dental absence  at  that  period.  Now,  he 
would  state  the  cause  of  his  absence.  He 
had  heard  his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of 
the   Qoverbment  admit  that  he  had  no 


defence  to  offer  to  the  main  charge  which 
he  (Lord  Brougham)  had  felt  it  to  be  his 
painful  duty — he  retained  the  words,  not- 
withstanding the  denunciations  of  it  by 
another  noble  Friend  of  his  (if,  after  a 
night's  repose,  and  refreshment,  and  rest, 
the  noble  Lord  would  still  permit  him  to 
call  him  so — in  spite  of  the  denunciation 
into  which  the  noble  Lord  had  worked  him- 
self up  respecting  that  absence) — when  he 
had  heard,  he  repeated,  his  noble  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Governinent  state  that 
with  respect  to  the  charge  which  it  was 
his  (Lord  Brougham's)  painful  duty  to 
bring,  he  was  at  a  loss  to  defend  or  jus- 
tify the  Government ;  he  really  had  sup- 
posed that  there  was  an  end  of  the  debate, 
and  he  found  he  was  confirmed  in  that  view 
— in  that  mistaken  view,  as  it  now  ap- 
peared to  be — because  another  noble 
Friend  of  his,  the  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil, having  got  up  and  presented  himself 
to  their  Lordships,  apparently  with  the 
intention  of  addressing  the  House,  bat 
had  sat  down  again  without  doing  so. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  observed, 
that  he  gave  way  to  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site (the  Earl  of  Ripon). 

Lord  Brougham  had  not  been  aware  of 
that ;  but  the  noble  Marquess  having  re- 
sumed his  seat,  he  had  thought  that  his 
noble  Friend  had  determined  not  to  speak 
or  to  answer  his  speech.  However,  nav- 
ing  thus  stated  one  reason  for  his  going 
away,  he  must  also  add,  that  yesterday  he 
was  only  partially  and  slowly  recovering 
from  a  severe  indisposition,  that  he  had 
been  two  days  under  medical  treatment, 
and  had  been  desired,  in  this  weather,  to 
take  great  care  not  to  expose  himself  at 
night;  this  further  apology  he  had  to 
offer  to  his  noble  Friends  and  to  their 
Lordships  for  the  discourtesy  he  had 
shown  by  having  left  the  House.  But 
then  he  wished  to  consider  whether  his 
noble  Friend  had  any  ground  of  com- 
plaint against  him,  or  if  any  other  noble 
Lord  had  any  ground  of  complaint,  none 
had  a  less  right  than  had  his  noble  Friend, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies ;  for  he  had 
been  informed  upon  all  hands,  that  if  he 
had  been  present,  he  should  have  deprived 
his  noble  Friend  of  the  very  best  part  of 
his  noble  Friend's  speech  in.  reply;  in- 
deed, some  of  the  admirers  of  his  noble 
Friend  had  said,  that  his  presence  would 
have  deprived  his  noble  Friend  of  the  ex- 
pression of  the  very  best  things  he  ever 
said  in  his  life.    Amongst  other  remark- 
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ably  pleasant  things,  his  noble  Friend  had  <  minded  hiro  of  the  miser  in  the  play,  who 
said  that  he  (Lord  Brougham)  was  like  his    said,    ''  Thank  God,  I    never  gave  any- 


friend  Papineau  and  others. 

Lord  Glenelg :  I  did  not  happen  to  say 


thing  away  in  charity,  except  once  a  bad 
shilling  to  a  blind  roan  for  holding  my 


that.  I  horse."    This  was  exactly  like  what  this 

Lord  Brougham :  Then  I  have  no  right  |  country  had  given  to  those  on  the  other 
to  complain  ;  the  noble  Lord  says  he  did  '  side  of  the  water.  He  rejoiced  in  the  great 
not  make  the  comparison.  I  was  not  pre-  patriotism  displayed  by  hia  noble  Friend, 
sent  myself,  and  I  must  have  been  mis-  '  Lord  Durham,  by  undertaking  the  missioD 
informed  ;  it  was,  however,  so  represented  !  with  which  he  was  charged.  His  nobie 
to  me.  He  had  also  been  told,  that  his  Friend  had  last  nigbt  stated,  that  exteo- 
noble  Friend  had,  in  allusion  to  his  (Lord  sive  powers  were  conferred  upon  him,  and 
Brougham's)  absence,  made  use  of  not  a  '  therefore  he  concluded  those  powers  woaid 
very  refined  or  courtly  word  when  his  noble  include  the  authority  to  grant  an  Electire 
Friend  said  that  he  had  bolted.  Legislative  Council ;   if  they  did  not,  he 

Lord  Glenelg :  I  never  used  it.  warned  his  noble  Friend  and   those  who 

Lord  Brougham  resumed.  If  it  were  ^  sent  him  out,  that  if  they  did  not  give  him 
so,  as  he  was  bound  to  believe,  then  he  i  that — the  only  power  which  would  please 
began  to  be  afraid  that  he  had  been  I  the  Canadians — they  bad  better  not  send 
totally  misinformed,  and  that  his  noble  ,  out  any  person  at  all.  If  his  noble  Friend 
Friend  did  not  say  any  of  those  good  '  was  going  out  merely  to  report  and  to 
things  which  his  noble  Friend's  admirers,  ;  receive  fresh  instructions,  it  would  only  be 
flattering  his  noble  Friend,  had  told  him  i  further  delay,  for  the  first  thing  he  woald 
were  the  best  things  his  noble  Friend  had  !  have  to  report  would  be,  that  the  Caos- 
ever  said  in  his  life.  It,  however,  turned  ,  dians  would  be  satis6ed  with  nothing  ihort 
out  to  be  a  mistake,  and  that  his  noble  ;  of  an  Elective  Legislative  CounciL 
Friend  had  only  compared  him  to  those  Viscount  Melbourne  said,  that  the  ex- 
persons  in  Canada  who  "  had  gone  across  i  planation,  on  the  ground  of  personal  io- 
the  line.'' Now,  he  (Lord  Brougham)  could  I  disposition,  was  amply  sufficient  to  sc- 
not  arrogate  to  himself  the  merit  of  any  |  count  for  the  departure  from  the  Houie 
similarity  of  conduct  compared  to  that  of  last  night  of  his  noble  and  learned  Frieod 
those  rebels  or  resisting  parties  in  the  pro-  at  the  time  he  did  ;  but  be  apprehended 
vince  of  Canada  ;  for  he  had  not  retired  |  that  it  was  unusual  for  any  noble  Lord,  aftec 
across  the  line— he  had  not  left  his  place  |  making  a  speech  animadverting  upon  the 
or  the  House  from  any  fear  of  her  Ma-  ,  measures  of  the  Government,  to  withdrav 
jesty*s  troops — he  had  retired  across  the  from  the  House  without  hearing:  the  repij  j' 
line  in  consequence  of  the  accidental  cir.  ;  that  could  be  given  to  those  animadrersioDS* 
cumstances  to  which  he  had  referred.  It  i  He  must  say,  with  great  deference  to  his 
did  not,  however,  appear,  that  he  had  got  |  noble  and  learned  Friend,  that  if  be  bad 
out  of  the  way  of  her  Majesty's  troops;  |  confined  himself  to  the  plea  ofindisposi* 
but  here,  however,  he  was  again  ready  to  I  tion,  which  was  amply  sufficient  to  ac- 


defend  himself  to  the  best  of  his  humble 
abilities  against  any  attempt  by  her  Ma- 


count  for  the  conduct  he  had  pursued, 
and  if  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 


jesty's  troops  to  put  him  down,  as  he  i  omitted  the  other  parts  of  his  speech,  ao^ 
hoped  they  would  put  down  those  parties  to  I  the  other  excuses  it  contained,  which 
whom  he  had  been  so  unworthily  likened.  .  did  not  appear  to  him  to  be  of  the  same 
His  noble  Friend  had,  however,  last  night  strength,  he  would  have  pursued  a  much 
said,  that  the  Canadians  had  already  re-  j  better  course.  He  (Viscount  Melbourne) 
ceived  concessions,  and  were  now  only  was  a  much  older  Member  of  Parliem^a^ 
quarrelling  about  a  further  demand,  which    than  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  hot 


was  unreasonable,  and   which  they  had 


never  before  urged,  and  the  present  state    Friend's  superiority    on   this    and  other 
of  things  was  the  consequence  of  yielding  ;  subjects,  he  would  offer  him  the  advice 


if  he  did  not  feel  his  noble  and  learued 


to  their  demands.  But  he  had  shown 
last  night  the  Canadians  had  liot  been 
given  that  which  they  felt  of  the  only  real 
value  —  namely,  an  Elective  Legislative 
Council.  It  had  been  said,  they  had 
Biready  received  a  great    gift.    This  re- 


not  after  he  had  retired  to  calculate  bf 
inference  what  might  take  place  in  the 
course  of  the  debate,  who  might  speak, 
or  what  might  be  likely  to  occur,  for 
nobody  could  anticipate  any  of  tbos^ 
facts ;  but  to  do  that  which  he  was  sure 
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his  noble  and  learned  Friend  would  admit 
to  be  due  to  the  House  in  genera),  and  to 
those  upon  whom  he  had  severely  ani- 
madverted in  particular — to  remain  (ez- 
cept»  of  course,  personal  illness,  which  no 
man  could  avoid,  prevented  him)  and  hear 
what  was  urged  upon  the  subject  in  the 
defence.  The  inconvenience  of  a  contrary 
practice  had  been  made  evident  from  the 
coarse  taken  to-night  by  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  who,  in  consequence  of 
not  having  heard  what  had  taken  place, 
sought  to  renew  afresh  the  debate  of  last 
night,  and  to  enter  upon  the  arguments 
used  on  that  occasion.  Not  only  this,  but 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  been 
led  into  a  misapprehension  of  that  which 
he  really  had  heard,  and  which  did  take 
place  in  his  presence.  He  did  state,  he 
certainly  had  conceded  the  point  as  to  the 
not  sending  out  troops  last  season :  he 
felt  that  to  be  the  roost  pressing  part  of 
the  argument,  the  most  difficult  part  of 
the  case  which  the  Government  had  to 
answer,  but  at  the  same  time  he  had 
stated,  that  he  considered  this  point  to  be 
perfectly  defensible,  and  that  there  were 
just  grounds  for  the  course  the  Govern* 
ment  had  pursued  in  that  respect.  His 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had  said,  that 
he  had  maintained  that  course  by  no  ar- 
gument of  any  force  or  validity:  of  that 
it  was  for  others  to  judge  between  his 
noble  Friend  and  himself.  He,  however, 
by  no  means  admitted,  that  there  was  not 
R  complete  defence  for  the  course  which 
the  Government  had  pursued. 
Petitions  laid  upon  the  table. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Monday y  January  22,  1838. 

Answer  to  the  Address.^  The 
Duke  ofArgyle:  My  Lords,  in  obedience 
to  your  Lordships*  commands,  I  have  had 
the  honour  of  waiting  on  her  Majesty  with 
your  Lordships'  Address,  and  1  have  been 
directed  to  lay  before  your  Lordships  her 
Majesty's  most  gracious  Answer. 

The  noble  Duke  read  the  answer,  as 
follows: — 

"  My  Lords, — I  thank  you  for  the  as- 
surance of  your  determination  to  support 
my  eSbrts  for  the  suppression  of  revolt 
and  the  restoration  of  tranquillity  in  Lower 
Canada. 

<*  I  deeply  regret  the  unhappy  events 
which  have  taken  place  in  that  part  of  my 


dominions,  and  it  shall  be  my  earnest 
endeavour,  witli  your  co-operation,  to  make 
effectual  provision  for  the  restoration  of 
order  in  that  province,  and  for  the  perma- 
nent welfare  and  prosperity  of  all  classes 
of  the  inhabitants. 

"  I  have  observed,  with  great  satisfac- 
tion, the  spirit  which  animates  the  loyal 
and  faithful  subjects  of  my  Northern 
American  provinces,  and  their  zealous 
exertions  in  support  of  my  authority, 
which  entitle  them  to  my  warmest  acknow- 
ledgments." 

HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 

Monday f  January  22,  1838. 

MiNirrEii.  Petitloiii  prewnted.  By  Mr.  Qamm,  flom 
Lynn,  in  favour  of  Uie  Ballot — By  Sir  S.  Whai.lit, 
from  Marylebone,  by  Mr.  HarybTj  from  Kettering^  by 
Mr.  Leader,  ftom  St.  James's  and  St.  Martini,  West- 
miuter,  from  Paddington,  aad  other  placet,  by  Star  W. 
MoLBSWOHTH,  from  Leeds,  and  two  places,  and  by  Mr. 
Hume,  from  Edinburgh,  deprecating  the  conduct  of  Go- 
▼emment  in  vdation  to  Canada. — By  Sir  S.  Wballw, 
from  St.  Pancras,  to  place  the  hon.  Msmtaerlbr  Soiitli* 
warlc  on  the  Pension  List  Committee.— By  Mr.  Oso, 
from  Newcastieon-Tyne,  to  repeal  the  duty  on  Marine 
Intuianoei.— By  Mr.  Wakx<st,  from  a  Working  Mmk*» 
Association  at  Bristol«  and  other  places,  for  an  inquiry 
into  the  Cotton^pinners  Association. — By  Mr.  DairaB- 
TODW  ;  from  Glasgow,  for  an  establishment  to  examine 
end  liosnse  Masters  and  BCatei  of  Merdiant  Ships  t  and 
from  the  same  place,  against  any  additional  gxaat  to  the 
Scotdi  Church. — ^By  Mr.  Yates,  from  Carlow,  for  the 
totel  abolitton  of  Tithes.— By  Mr.  Dabbt,  tiam  Hop 
Oxomtn  in  Sones,  «gainst  the  duty  oa  Uopii 


Canada  ^-M r.  Roebuck's  Petition.] 
Mr.  Grote  moved,  that  the  Petition  of 
Mr.  J.  A.  Roebuck,  presented  by  him  on 
Wednesday  night,  be  read. 

The  petition  was  read. 

Sir  R,  Inglis  begged  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  omission  of  one 
phrase  which  had  been  made  in  this  peti- 
tion —  viz.,  the  omission  of  the  word 
'*  humbly"  in  the  sentence  *'and  yonr 
petitioner  therefore  prays."  He  assumed 
that  it  was  entirely  accidental,  but  it  was 
a  phrase  which  it  had  been  the  invariable 
practice  of  the  House  to  require.  If  the 
petition  had  been  presented  from  any 
ordinary  person,  he  should  not  have 
thought  the  objection  necessary,  and  he 
would  have  been  the  last  person  to  have 
made  such  a  complaint* 

Mr.  Orote  was  sure  it  never  had  been 
the  intention  of  Mr.  Roebuck  in  preparing 
his  petition,  or  of  himself  (Mr.  Grote)  in 
presenting  it,  that  there  should  be  any 
omission,  or  that  it  should  be  couched  in 
a  manner  contrary  to  the  established  forms 
of  the  House.    He  was  not  aware  that 
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''  and  yoar  petitioner  humbly  prays  "  was 
required  by  those  forms  as  an  essential 
phrase  of  the  petition,  and  he  rather 
thought  (if  his  recollection  were  right  on 
this  point),  that  on  several  former  occa- 
sions he  bad  presented  petitions  without 
it,  and  had  nevertheless  considered  that 
he  had  done  his  duty,  and  that  the  peti- 
tions were  in  decorous  and  respectful  lan- 
guage. He  felt  satisfied,  that  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  Mr.  Roebuck  to  omit  any 
form  of  words  which  a  sense  of  respect 
and  courtesy  to  the  House  required. 

Sir  12.  Inglis  only  wished  to  observe,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  London  had  said  the 
omission  in  this  case  had  been  uninten- 
tional, though  he  thought  also  that  it  had 
been  made  in  former  petitions  when  no 
objection  had  been  raised^  that  the  only 
exceptions  made  to  this  rule  were  in  the 
cases  of  Peers  and  Quakers,  to  neither  of 
which  classes  did  the  present  petitioners 
belong.  As  the  hon.  Member  had  said 
the  omission  was  one  of  inadvertence, 
there  would  probably  be  no  difficulty  in 
confornring,  in  this  instance,  to  precedent. 
He  did  not  wish  to  raise  the  privileges  of 
the  House  too  high,  but  every  one  who 
had  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  the  House, 
as  was  the  case  with  the  petitioner,  roust 
see  the  necessity  of  its  forms  being  at- 
tended tOy  and  if  the  petition  had  been 
from  an  ordinary  person,  he  should  not 
have  noticed  it. 

Mr.  Grote  proposed  that  John  Arthur 
Roebuck,  esq.,  be  heard  at  the  bar  of  the 
House  as  the  agent  of  the  A^^sembly  of 
Lower  Canada,  against  the  Canada  Bill 
on  the  second  reading  thereof.  From  the 
few  words  which  were  spoken  in  the  House 
on  Wednesday  night  on  this  subject,  he 
hoped  there  would  be  no  difficulty,  in  his 
motion  being  allowed,  and  that  whatever 
might  be  the  opinions  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
as  to  the  policy  or  propriety  of  the  mea- 
sure, they  would  think  it  was  not  more 
than  justice  itself  required  that  an  oppor* 
tunity  should  be  given  to  the  agent  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada,  of 
stating  their  case  before  the  House  of 
Commons.  In  the  preamble  of  the  Bill  now 
pending  in  the  House,  the  House  would 
perceive,  that  in  point  of  fact,  the  sitting 
of  the  House  of  Assembly  would  be  essen- 
tially prohibited;  that  this  was  what  it 
was  intended  most  particularly  to  prevent, 
and  it  was  a  question  on  which  both  the 
House  of  Assembly,  and  the  whole  body 
of  people  of  Lower  Canada  were  most 


directly  interested.  The  suspension  of  ibe 
constitution  was,  in  fact,  a  suspeosioa  of 
the  House  of  Assembly,  which  was  Ik 
most  important  part  of  that  constitntion; 
and  it  was  impossible,  when  Gentlemeo 
saw  how  much  the  people  of  the  colony 
were  interested  in  the  decision  of  the 
question  now  before  the  House,  as  to  the 
right  of  the  Assembly  to  hold  their  sittings, 
and  recollected  the  imperfect  informalioD 
they  possessed,  and  how  completely  ail 
that  information  came  from  one  side  of 
the  question,  for  them  to  think  that  they 
could  come  to  an  impartial  opinion  upoD 
the  bills  without  giving  full  opportunity  to 
those  persons  who  represented  the  feeimgs 
of  the  House  of  Assembly,  and  were  well 
acquainted  with  the  affairs  of  Lower  Ca- 
nada,  from  setting  forth  their  case  fully 
and  fairly  before  the  House.  It  would  be 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House,  that  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Stroud,  in  his 
speech  on  Tuesday  night,  laid  as  his 
ground,  indeed  it  was  his  priacipal  ground, 
for  the  introduction  of  the  present  mea- 
sure, the  entire  want  of  confidence  which 
he  felt  in  the  House  of  Assembly;  BDd 
the  noble  Lord  went  through  the  acts  of 
that  House  for  a  series  of  years,  to  pro?e 
that  they  had  forfeited  all  claim  to  con- 
fidence, and  were  no  longer  worthy  to  be 
viewed  in  their  legislative  character. 
Whether  the  House  thought  that  m 
noble  Lord  had  adduced  suflBcient  evidence 
to  justify  that  assertion  he  would  not  now 
stop  to  inquire,  but  he  would  say,  that  i^ 
was  a  matter  of  justice  and  equity  to  p^ 
the  agent  of  that  body,  now  in  EngUnd, 
an  opportunity  of  defending  them  at  the 
bar  of  that  House  against  accusatioos 
which  it  was  most  painful  to  hear.  He 
did  not  anticipate  that  any  objection  could 
be  made  on  the  principle  of  the  motion* 
As  to  the  question  of  the  proper  stage  st 
which  Mr.  Roebuck  should  be  heard  (>^ 
suming  that  the  House  allowed  it  at  a^^h 
he  believed  that  invariable  precedent  bad 
decided  that  an  agent  could  only  be  heard 
after  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  to 
which  he  objected  should  have  been 
agreed  to.  He  did  not  wish  the  House  to 
depart  now  from  the  established  course^ 
and  therefore  hoped  Mr.  Roebuck  would 
be  heard  after  the  second  reading  had  been 
agreed  to.  Inasmuch,  howevery  as  be  in 
common  with  several  other  Gentlemen  in 
(he  House,  entertained  serious  objection^ 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  as  he 
should  be  sorry  that  by  proposing  th<^ 
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course,  he  shotild  be  thought  to  acquiesce 
in  it,  he  would  just  state,  that  he  had  done 
so,  as  bethought  it  was  a  more  convenient 
course  for  the  House  to  enter  into  a  full 
and  fair  discussion  after  they  had  been 
put  in  possession  of  the  facts  and  reasons 
which  would  be  stated  by  Mr.  Roebuck^ 
and  that  the  second  reading  being  now 
formally  agreed  to,  a  full  discussion  of 
the  Bill  both  in  principle  and  detail  might 
take  place  on  the  question  that  the  Bill 
be  committed.  He  was  quite  sure,  that  if 
the  House  decided  on  the  Bill  without 
hearing  Mr.  Roebuck,  they  would  be 
guilty  of  inadvertence  in  deciding  without 
that  evidence  which  was  roost  material  for 
Its  due  consideration.  He,  therefore, 
begged  to  move,  that  Mr.  Roebuck  be 
beard  at  the  bar  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  that  although  he 
concurred  in  the  general  considerations  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  London  as  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  hearing  some  individual  well 
acquainted  with  Canada  "haatters  on  the 
question  before  the  House,  and  therefore 
that  it  would  be  most  desirable  to  hear  the 
gentleman  before  named,  he  at  the  same 
time  felt  it  his  duty  to  protest  against  any 
recognition  by  the  House  of  Mr.  Roebuck 
as  the  agent  of  the  House  of  Assembly. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  previous  night 
had  cited  the  case  of  Mr.  Lymburner  in 
1791y  but  this  case  differed  from  the  pre- 
sent in  two  particulars — the  first  was,  that 
Mr.  Lymburner  represented  the  '  whole 
province,  or  interests  common  to  the  whole 
province,  and  there  was  no  difference  or 
dissension;  and  the  second  point  (which 
was  more  important)  was,  that  Mr.  Lym- 
burner had  been  especially  deputed  by  the 
community  or  a  large  portion  of  the  com- 
munity of  Canada,  and  that  he  was  de- 
puted pro  hac  vice;  but  Mr.  Roebuck  was 
not  80  deputed,  and  he  came  pleading 
the  general  title  of  agency,  out  of  which 
he  deduced  his  claim  to  act  on  behalf  of 
his  constituents,  and  appear  at  the  bar  of 
the  House.  He  was  not  aware  of  any 
constitutional  privilege  or  right  for  colonies 
to  appoint  agents  with  powers  of  this 
general  description,  and  if  allowed  in  prac- 
tice it  must  lead  to  interminable  confasion. 
If  it  were  allowed  to  the  lower  House  in 
any  colony  to  appoint  an  agent,  it  could 
not  be  refused  to  the  Legislative  Council, 
and  then  every  dispute  would  be  trans* 
ferred  from  the  colony  to  this  country,  and 
all  questions  would  be  settled  at  the 
Colonial-office  here,  after  the  Colonial 
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Secretary  of  State  had  heard  the  state- 
ments  of  the  respective  agents.     He  did 
not  say  whether  this  was  a  good  system  of 
government  or  a  bad  one,    but  it  was 
essentially  different  from  that  by  which 
our  colonies  were  regtilated  now.     As  re- 
garded the  inconvenience  which  could  not 
be  disputed,  the  question  was  how  to  avoid 
it,  and  to  him  it  was  a  most  serious  one. 
There   was  nothing  that  he  should  regret 
more  than  that  the  prayer  of  the  petition 
should  be  rejected.     It  was,  in  his  opinion, 
most  desirable  to  hear  Mr.  Roebuck.     The 
House  had  listened  to  him  on  former  occa- 
sions, and  profited  by  his  accurate  know- 
ledge of  the  matter  in  question.     He  had 
often  appeared  in  the  House  as  representa- 
tive of  the  House  of  Assembly,  and  as  he 
was  perfectly  qualified  as  a  member  of  the 
bar  to  act  as  their  agent,  he  thought  it  was 
a  case  of  equity  that  he  should  be  heard. 
He  would  not  deny  that  the   House  of 
Assembly  had  a  right  to  appoint  an  agent 
for  a  particular  purpose,  yet  when  he  re- 
collected the  course  recently  taken  by  that 
House,  he  objected  to  their  agent  being 
recognised  by  the  House  of  Commons. 
When  he  recollected  what  had  been  done 
on  former  occasions  upon  the   Municipal 
Corporations  Bill,  when  the  parties  had 
been  heard  by  their  agents  at  the  bar  of 
the  House,   and  that  there   were  many 
other  precedents  for  such   a  course,  he 
could  not  bring  himself  to  recommend  a 
rejection  of  the   prayer  of  the  petition. 
But  admitting  the  incapacity  of  the  House 
of  Assembly  to  depute  either  Mr.  Roe- 
buck or  any  other  person  to  be  their  agent, 
it  appeared   to   him  better  to  omit  the 
words  **  agent  for  the  House  of  Assembly" 
from  the  petition,   but  not  to  oppose  his 
being  heard.     He  did  not  say  this  course 
was  unobjectionable,  but   nothing  could 
induce  him  to  recognise  the  title  of  Mr. 
Roebuck,  satisfied  as  he  was,  that  it  would 
lead  to  every  sort  of  anomaly  in  practice, 
and  difficulty  in  conducting  the  business 
of  the  House. 

Lord  J.  Russell  was  glad  that  the 
question  had  been  reserved  for  discussion 
until  to-day,  in  order  that  the  House 
might  fully  consider  the  position  in  which 
they  were  placed.  He  was  glad  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  had  stated 
his  views  on  the  question  now  before  them, 
and  he  was  also  glad  to  find  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  of  the  same  opinion  which 
he  himself  entertained,  not  to  allow  objec- 
tions of  a  mere  formal  nature  to  prevent 
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their  hearing  Mr.  Roeback  on   Ais  im- 
portant qtiestion.     He  would  say,  perhapa, 
if  the   bill   only  partially   affect^  Lower 
Canada,  or  its  interests  only  incidentally, 
it  might  be  proper  for  the  House  to  take 
the  point  of  form  abd  consider  whether 
they  ought  to  hear  Mr.  Roebuck  in  his 
character  as  agent;    but  on  the  present 
occasion  be  was  rather  disposed  to  look  at 
the  position  in  which  Mr.  Roebuck  had 
for  some  time  stood.    Mr.  Roebuck  stated, 
that  haying  the  resolution  of  the  House 
of   Assembly,  authorizing  him  to  act  as 
agent,  he  sought  permission  to  address 
them  in  that  capacity.     He  did   not   be- 
lieve that  Mr.  Roebuck  had  been  ever  re- 
cognized as  agent  of  the  House  of  Assembly 
at  the  Colonial-office,  though  he  had  been 
sometimes  received  there  as  their  repre- 
sentative,  and     the    payment  of  a  cer- 
tain sum  in  the  item  of  contingencies  to 
Mr.    Roebuck,  for  his   services  and  the 
expenses  which  he  might  incur  by  acting 
in  this  character,  had  been  agreed  to  by 
the  governor.      Such  being  the  case,  he 
thought  it  was  better  on  an  occasion  of 
such    great   importance,  so    vital  to  the 
House  of  Assembly  of    Lower   Canada, 
that  the  House   should    hear  Mr.   Roe- 
buck in  the  character  which  he  assumed, 
not  as  agent    for    the   province,  not  as 
agent    appointed  by  a  bill  consented  to 
by  the  governor  of  that  province,  but  as 
the  agent  chosen  by    the    House  of  As- 
sembly to  represent  their  interests.     The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  Isst  spoken  bad 
proposed    that    Mr.   Roebuck  should  be 
beard  in  his  individual  capacity,  but  he 
thought  that  this  would   be  a  precedent 
leading  to  worse  consequences  than  the  one 
he  mentioned,    of  hearing  him  as  agent 
of  the  House  of  Assembly.     In  the  charac- 
ter thus  assumed  by  Mr.  Roebuck,  there 
could  be  no  objection  in    a    question  of 
such  great    importance  to  the  colony  to 
hear  an  agent  appointed  by  that  House, 
who  in  this  country    represented    them, 
and  who  received  a  salary  for  that  pur- 
pose ;  but  if  they  heard  him  merely  in  his 
individual  capacity,  he  thought  hereafter 
it  might  be  open  to  any   private  person 
to    say,    "  I  take   great    interest  in  the 
affiiirs  of  a  certain    colony   or  of  a  cer- 
tain   bill,  and   therefore  1  request  to  be 
heard  at  the  bar  of  the  House  in  opposi- 
tion   to    this    bill."     That   would  in  his 
opinion,  be  a  worse  precedetit   than  the 
one  he  was  prepared  to  recommend,  and 
he  should^  therefore,  agree  to  the  motion 


of  the  hon.  Member  for  London.  The 
proper  question  to  be  before  the  Hooae 
was,  that  the  order  of  the  day  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  bill  be  then  read, 
upon  which  it  would  be  open  for  the 
hon.  Member,  or  any  one  who  held  the 
same  opinion,  to  make  any  motion  they 
might  think  proper. 

Lord  Stanley  agreed  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  the  present  Government  coiikl 
not,  by  any  possibility,  have  any  reason  to 
oppose  the  hearing  of  Mr.  Roebuck  in  his 
character  as  agent  of  the  House  of  As- 
sembly. It  was  true  that  that  Gentleman 
had  been  received  at  the  Colonial -ofiice 
as  the  agent  of  the  House  of  Assembly, 
and  the  Government  had  given  their  sanc- 
tion to  this  assumption  by  recognisingr  the 
motion  of  the  House  of  Assembly  for  a 
certain  -sum  of  money  to  be  paid  to  him 
as  such  agent.  The  Government,  there- 
fore, could  not  refuse  to  hear  him;  but 
this  argument  had  been  rendered  more 
necessary  by  the  opportune  protest  of  the 
hon.  Meml>er  for  Newark.  He  beliered 
that,  except  the  present  Secretary,  there 
never  was  a  Colonial  Secretary  of  Stale 
who  had  ever  received  a  gentlenian  as  the 
agent  of  a  colony  permanently  residing  hi 
this  country.  He  could  speak  lor  himself 
and  for  the  noble  Lord  wbo  had  preceded 
him  in  the  direction  of  colonial  affairs 
(Lord  Ripon),  and  he  made  this  statement 
in  the  presence  of  a  noble  Lord  wbo,  at 
that  time  was  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  and  who  would  be  able 
ro  contradict  him  if  he  were  wrong.  M. 
Vigier  at  that  time  stood  in  precisely  the 
same  situation  as  Mr.  Roebuck,  and 
though  he  was  frequently  received  at  the 
Colonial -office  as  a  person  perfectly  com- 
petent to  speak  to  tiie  affairs  of  the  pro- 
vince— received  just  in  the  same  manner 
as  a  body  of  merchants  in  London  would 
have  been  if  they  wished  to  make  any 
representation  of  their  views  to  the  Colo- 
nial Department — yet  he  could  for  his  own 
part,  and  on  the  part  of  Lord  Ripon, 
declare  that  they  had  declined  to  receive 
that  gentleman  as  the  authorised  and  re- 
sident agent  in  this  country  of  the  Cana- 
dian House  of  Assembly.  The  whole 
colony  would  have  a  right  to  complain  if 
one  individual,  representing  only  one  por- 
tion of  the  Leo^islature,  should  be  received 
at  the  Colonial-ofTice  as  agent,  and  autho- 
rised to  spenk  in  behalf  of  the  colony 
with  respect  to  questions  on  which  a  great 
difterence  of  opinion  existed  among  the 
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difiereot  branches  of  the  Legislature.  In 
1828,  ooe  of  the  objects  sought  for  io  the 
petitioo  presented  from  the  colony  wasj 
that  it  might  be  allowed  to  appoint  an 
agent ;  and  the  recommendation  of  the 
Committee  which  sat  at  that  period  was, 
that  the  colony  should  be  allowed  to  ap- 
point  by  bill  an  agent;  but,  from  the 
peculiar  circumstances  in  which  that 
colony  had  since  been  placed,  it  so  hap- 
pened that  the  House  of  Assembly  and 
the  Legislative  Council  had  never  been 
able  to  agree  in  the  selection  of  any  one 
individual,  because  they  had  never  been 
able  to  agree  on  the  principle,  which 
should  be  represented.  He  had  thought 
it  necessary,  therefore,  to  rise  in  support 
of  the  protest  entered  by  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  and  to  declare  how  well 
judged  and  well  timed  he  considered  tiiat 
protest  to  be,  particularly  after  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord,  who  appeared  in 
all  respects  to  recognise  the  right  of  Mr. 
Roebuck  to  be  heard  as  the  agent  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada.  If 
he  were  to  follow  the  dictates  of  his  own 
judgment,  he  should  have  little  diflBculty, 
in  an  ordinary  case,  in  saying,  that  Mr. 
Roebuck  had  no  right  to  be  heard  ;  but, 
if  be  followed  the  dictates  of  his  own  feel- 
ings only,  he  would  say,  '*  By  all  means 
give  Mr.  Roebuck  every  possible  latitude 
io  explaining  his  views."  But  the  diffi- 
culty he  felt  arose  out  of  his  being  called 
on  to  hear  Mr.  Roebuck  as  agent  for  the 
House  of  Assembly.  He  repeated,  how- 
ever, that  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
were  of  a  peculiar  nature.  If  the  case 
were  an  ordinary  one,  and  if  it  were  pos- 
sible to  communicate  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  in  this  country  to  the  Legis- 
lature in  the  colony,  the  proper  and  re- 
gular course  would  be  for  the  House  of 
Assembly,  or  some  party  in  the  colony,  to 
appoint  an  agent  pro  hoc  vice  to  support  a 
petition  sent  from  the  colony,  and  praying 
to  be  heard  by  counsel.  The  difficulty  in 
the  present  case  was  this,  that  there  was 
no  time,  and  there  was  no  opportunity,  for 
consulting  the  House  of  Assembly  as  to 
the  course  that  body  might  wish  to  pursue. 
The  House  of  Assembly  would  have  no 
knowledge  of  the  existence,  perhaps,  of 
the  present  Bill,  before  it  became  law, 
and  certainly  not  before  the  second  read- 
ing was  passed,  and  the  principle  affirmed. 
He,  therefore,  bad  to  make  a  choice  be- 
tween two  conflicting  difficulties,  either  of 
bearing  Mr.  Roebuck  in  a  character  to 


which  he  (Lord  Stanley)  could  not  admit 
that  gentleman's  right  without  a  protest ; 
or,  on  the  other  hand,  of  debarring  a  party 
in  the  colony  from  being  heard  by  the 
mouth  of  the  learned  gentleman,  who,  he 
was  bound  to  say,  faithfully  represented 
the  views  of  that  party  composed  of  the 
majority  of  the  members  of  the  House  of 
Assembly.  He  believed,  that  if  circum- 
stances allowed  of  the  meeting  of  that 
Assembly,  Mr.  Roebuck  would  be  selected 
by  the  great  portion  of  them  to  support  a 
petition  from  them  to  that  House.  Such 
being  the  case,  he  confessed  that  he  was 
prepared,  against  his  judgment  ia  an  ordi- 
nary case,  and  solely  on  account  of  the 
extraordinary  and  embarrassing  nature  of 
the  existing  circumstances,  knowing,  as  he 
did,  that  the  House  of  Assembly  would 
have  no  opportunity  to  present  a  petition 
to  that  House  previous  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  acknowledging,  too,  the 
necessity  of  not  leaving  the  shadow  of  a 
pretext  for  saying,  that  even  the  means  of 
protesting  against  the  present  Bill  were 
denied  to  the  parties,  whom  that  House 
felt  and  believed  to  be  in  the  wrong,  be 
was  preparedi  he  repeated,  under  these 
circumstances,  to  give  his  consent  to  the 
hearing  of  Mr.  Roebuck.  He  would  even 
wave  the  technical  difficulty  of  hearing 
him  as  the  agent  of  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly of  Lower  Canada,  but  he  would  not 
hear  him  as  a  matter  of  course,  or  without 
protesting  against  his  right  to  be  heard 
excepting  as  a  matter  of  ^vour. 

Sir  G.  Grey  said,  that  concurring  in 
the  conclusion  at  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  arrived  in  the  latter  end  of  bis  speech, 
he  earnestly  trusted  that  no  more  time 
would  be  wasted  in  the  consideration  of  a 
question  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  admitted  to  be 
a  very  subordinate  one.  He  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  so  thinking,  for 
he  did  not  believe  that  any  Gentleman, 
considering  the  circumstances  of  Lower 
Canada,  and  the  provisions  of  the  bill 
which  had  been  brought  in  for  its  better 
regulation,  objected  to  Mr.  Roebuck 
being  heaid*  but  when  the  noble  Lord 
assumed  that  the  Government  had  recog- 
nised Mr.  Roebuck  in  a  different  capacity 
from  that  in  which  Mr.  Vigier  had  been 
recognised,  he  must  be  permitted  to  dis- 
pute the  accuracy  of  that  statement.  The 
noble  Lord  said,  that  the  (jrovernment  had 
recognised  the  salary  of  Mr.  Roebuck,  but 
the  fact  was,   that  the  Government  had 
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never  recognised  it  as  a  distinct  item,  for 
it  WHS  included  in  the  contingencies  which 
wore  voted    by  the  House  of  Assembly ; 
and  vihen  the  noble  Lord  held  the  seals  of 
the  Colonial-office,  being  then  one  of  the 
confidential   advisers  of  the  Crown,   the 
salary  of  Mr.  Vigier  was   voted  by  the 
House  of  Assembly  in  the  contingencies, 
was  paid   under  a  warrant  from  the  go- 
vernor, and  was  afterwards  affirmed  in  a 
bill   of  supply,     [Lord  Stanley:    There 
was   no   supply  bill.]      True,  the   noble 
Lord  was  correct.     There  had   been   no 
supply  bill  passed.     But  though  the  sup- 
ply   bill   was  rejected  in  1833,   yet  the 
report  of  the   Committee  of  1834   con- 
tained in  the  dispatch  of  the  noble  Lord, 
adverting   to   the  grounds  on  which   he 
thought  the  assent  to  the  bill  should  be 
withholden ;    and  he  had  a  right  to  as- 
sume, that  every  objection  entertained  by 
the  noble  Lord  to  that  bill  would  be  set 
forth  in  the  despatch.     Did  it,  then,  ap- 
pear by  that  despatch,  that  it  had  been 
made  an  objection  to  the  bill  of  1833,  that 
it  included  the  salary  of  Mr.  Vigier  ?   And 
if  it  did  not  so  appear,  was  he  not  bound 
to  assume,  that  if  the  bill  had  been  sub- 
mitted for  the  Royal  Assent,  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  have  advised  the  Crown 
to  withhold  its  assent  on  account  of  its 
including   Mr.  Vigier's  salary  ?     He  took 
blame  to  himself  for  not  having  lojoked  for 
the  answer  addressed  by  Lord  Glenelg  to 
Mr.  Roebuck,  but  it  was  his  firm  convic- 
tion that  at  no  time  had  Mr.  Roebuck 
been  recognised  in  a  different  manner  from 
Mr.  Vigier.     The  resolution  of  the  House 
of  Assembly  appointing  Mr.  Roebuck  its 
Bg^nt,  gave  that  gentleman  a  claim  to  the 
courtesy  of  a  reception  at  the  Colonial- 
office;  and  Mr.  Roebuck  had  never  been 
denied  an  audience  whenever  he  wished  to 
represent  the  feelings  of  the  House  of  As- 
sembly, or  to  state  anything  to  the  head 
of  the  department  which  he  might  have 
thought  conducive  to  the  interests  which 
had  been  intrusted  to  his  care.     Neither 
was  the  door  of  the  Colonial-office  shut 
aguinst  any  gentleman  representing  any 
interest  in  Lower  Canada,  and  the  agent 
of  any  commercial  interest  always  found 
ready  access   to  Lord  Glenelg,  who  lis- 
tened to  all  their  statements  with  that  at- 
tention he  was  bound  to  give  to  the  obser- 
vations of  individuals  who,  though  they 
might   have  no  legal  title,   were  yet,  in 
point  of  fact,  known  to  be  the  represen- 
tatives of  a  great  body  of  people^     But 


when  it  was  charged  against  the  ptesait 
Government  that  they  were  about  to 
establish  an  inconvenient  precedent,  he 
asked  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  why, 
when  the  former  Member  for  Shfewsbory 
brought  forward,  in  the  last  Parliament,  a 
motion  expressly  aimed  at  Mr.  Roebudr, 
having  for  its  object  to  exclude  from  Par- 
liament the  paid  agent  of  any  colony,  the 
hon.  Member  did  not  then  rise  in  his  j^ace 
and  deny  that  Mr.  Roebuck  was  the  agent 
of  the  House  of  Assembly.  At  that  ttme 
the  House  of  Commons  had,  by  admitting 
the  fact,  which  by  a  sort  of  special  plead- 
ing they  might  have  denied,  as  fully  re- 
cognised Mr.  Roebuck  in  the  character  of 
agent  as  the  Colonial-office  ever  had  done. 
As  the  general  feeling  of  the  House  was  in 
favour  of  hearing  Mr.  Roebuck,  it  would 
be  advisable  to  waste  no  more  time  in  dis- 
cussing what,  after  all,  was  but  a  question 
of  subordinate  importance. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  understood  the  hon. 
Baronet  to  say,  that  he  was  unable  to 
find  Lord  Glenelg's  letter  in  consequence 
of  the  great  confusion  that  prevailed  in  the 
ColoniaUoffice.  ["i\ro,iio/"]  Well,  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  forgotten  to  bring  the 
letter  with  him  to  the  House;  but  he 
asked  the  hon.  Baronet  whether  it  did  not 
run  somewhat  in  the  following  to'ins: — 
"  Sir, — Seeing  that  you  do  not  claim  to 
appear  here  as  agent  of  the  province,  but 
as  agent  of  the  House  of  Assembly,  I  shall 
be  happy  to  see  you  ?"  It  was  in  the  ca- 
pacity of  agent  for  the  House  of  Assembly 
that  Mr.  Roebuck  wished  to  be  heard,  and 
as  everybody  thought  that  he  ought  to  be 
heard  in  that  capacity,  there  was  no 
dispute  that  he  ought  to  be  beard,  and, 
consequently,  he  supposed  the  House  was 
prepared  to  adopt  the  advice  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newark,  who  thought  that 
the  ingenious  and  valuable  precedent  ought 
to  be  set  of  hearing  Mr.  Roebuck  in  bis 
individual  capacity.  It  appeared,  then, 
that  the  House  was  determined  to  hear 
Mr.  Roebuck,  and  consequently  resolved 
to  hear  him  in  no  capacity  whatever*  If, 
however,  Mr.  Roebuck  was  heard,  not  io 
his  character  of  agent  for  the  House  of 
Assembly,  but  in  his  individual  capacity, 
he  saw  no  reason  why  the  precedent  thus 
set  should  not  be  followed  on  other  occa« 
sions;  and,  for  his  part,  he  could  say  that 
he  would  rather  hear  Mr.  Roebuck  than 
most  of  the  Members  of  that  House.  In 
conclusion,  he  might  be  permitted  to  say, 
that  he  was  glad  to  hear  the  noble  Lord 
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declare,  that  he  would  not  follow  the  die- 
tatesof  his  own  jadgment  on  this  question. 

Sir  G.  Qrey  explained,  that  he  had  not 
made  any  search  for  Lord  Glenelg's  an- 
swer at  the  Colonial-ofiSce,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that;  had  he  searched  for  it,  he 
should  have  found  it.  That  answer  might 
be  in  the  terms  stated  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, but  circumstances  of  a  private 
nature,  over  which  he  had  no  control,  had 
unexpectedly  prevented  his  attendance  at 
the  Colonial-office  that  day. 

Mr.  Gladstone  had  not  recommended 
the  House  to  hear  Mr.  Roebuck  in  his  in- 
dividual capacity,  but  he  thought  that 
the  House  might  take  on  itself  to  do  what 
It  had  as  full  a  right  to  do  as  the  House 
of  Assembly,  and  make  Mr.  Roebuck  an 
agent  for  the  purpose  of  giving  him  a 
claim  to  be  heard. 

The  question  was  carried,  that  Mr.  Roe- 
buck should  be  heard  at  the  bar* 

Affaihs  of  Canada.]  On  the  motion 
of  Lord  J.  Russell,  the  Order  of  the  Day 
for  the  second  reading  of  the  Lower  Canada 
Grovernment  Bill  was  read. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  Roebuck  having  advanced  to  the 
bar,  proceeded  to  address  the  House.  He 
began  by  stating,  that  it  might,  perhaps, 
be  requisite  at  the  commencement  of  his 
address  that  he  should  establish  rather 
more  strongly  than  he  had  done  in  his 
petition  the  peculiar  position  in  which  he 
wished  to  stand  before  that  House.  He 
held  in  his  hand  an  attested  copy  of  the 
resolutions  passed  by  the  House  of  As* 
serobly  of  Lower  Canada,  appointing  him 
agent  in  this  country,  and  if  it  should 
please  the  House,  he  would  hand  in  that 
attested  copy  to  be  read  by  the  clerk  at 
the  table.  He  also  held  in  his  hand  a 
letter  from  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Assembly  of  Lower  Canada,  communi- 
cating those  resolutions  to  him,  which 
letter,  inasmuch  as  it  contained  terms 
flattering  to  himself,  he  should  also  prefer 
to  hand  to  the  clerk  to  be  read.  He  did 
not  know  whether  it  was  the  desire  of  the 
House  to  have  them  read,  but  there  they 
were.  [The  documents  were  handed  in.] 
Mr.  Roebuck  then  proceeded  to  say,  that 
be  appeared  before  the  House  as  agent 
for  the  House  of  Assembly  of  Lower 
Canada  under  peculiar  circumstances, 
which  he  hoped  would  win  for  him  the 
kind  consideration  of  that  House.     Old 
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forget,  under  the  excitement  of  the  things 
which  he  should  have  to  say,  the  very 
novel  situation  in  which  he  stood.  He 
might  in  the  course  of  his  address  to  the 
House  make  use  of  some  expressions,  and 
he  claimed  from  the  House  at  the  com* 
mencement  of  his  address  the  right  to 
make  use  of  them.  He  should  have  to 
attack  a  succession  of  bad  governments 
in  Canada ;  and  he  should  have  to  defend 
against  a  bill  of  pains  and  penalties  the 
House  of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada.  In 
defending  that  body  he  should  have  to 
attack  her  Majesty  s  Ministers,  and  in 
doing  so,  he  did  not  suppose  that  he  should 
be  guilty  of  any  oB'ence  towards  that 
House,  for  he  had  a  right  to  consider  that 
the  Ministers  made  no  portion  of  that 
House.  He  did  not  consequently  feel 
himself  bound  to  show  to  them  that  re- 
spectful deference  which  he  would  show 
to  the  House ;  for  it  was  always  his  wish 
to  address  the  House  with  due  deference 
and  respect.  But  the  House  had  now 
before  it  two  parties — the  House  of  As- 
sembly of  Lower  Canada  on  the  one  hand, 
and  her  Majesty's  Ministers  on  the  other. 
There  was  now  on  the  table  of  the  House  a 
bill  of  pains  and  penalties,  and  that  bill 
of  pains  and  penalties  was  directed  against 
a  whole  people  acting  through  their  as- 
sembled Representatives.  And  who,  he 
would  ask,  had  suggested  that  Bill  ?  He 
would  have  to  say,  that  it  was  suggested 
by  the  guilty  parties  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, and  who  ought  to  be  punished,  and 
not  the  House  of  Assembly.  It  would  be 
his  duty  to  prove  that  every  act  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  had  been  framed  in  a 
spirit  of  wisdom,  that  all  the  acts  of  that 
body  were  wise,  and  just,  and  politic,  and 
that  they  had  advanced  no  demands 
which  the  interests  of  their  constituents 
did  not  require  them  to  put  forward.  He 
would  have  to  show,  that  they  had  gra- 
dually obtained  their  demands,  and  that 
those  demands  had  been  acknowledged  to 
be  just,  although  the  House  of  Commons 
was  now,  at  last,  called  on  to  pass  a  bill 
of  pains  and  penalties  against  a  whole 
people  for  the  representations  they  had 
made.  That  was  a  state  of  things,  not 
brought  about  as  the  consequence  of  any 
misconduct  on  the  part  of  the  House  of 
Assembly,  but,  on  the  contrary,  he  would 
say,  that  it  was  brought  about  as  the  con- 
sequence of  the  weakness,  the  vacillation, 
and  the  strange  inconsistency  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  not  by  the  conduct  of 
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the  House  of  Aatembly  of  Lower  Ca- 
nada. Such  was  the  position  in  which  he 
was  placed.  He  would  have  to  throw 
himself  before  the  House  as  the  advocate 
of  the  absent— *as  the  advocate  of  those  to 
whom  every  bad  passion  and  motive  had 
been  ascribed— «as  the  advocate  of  those 
distant  parties  who  were  unfortunately 
subjected  to  vast  difficulties,  and  who  were 
now  struggling  for  the  liberties  of  their 
country.  Such  was  the  task  he  had  under- 
taken, and  he  hoped  he  should  not  appeal 
in  vain  to  the  sympathies  of  a  body  of  his 
countrymen.  He  would,  therefore,  con- 
fidently  ask  the  House  to  hear  him  pa- 
tiently in  support  of  those  who  had  no 
other  advocate  to  defend  them  but  the 
bumble  individual  who  then  addressed 
the  House ;  and  who  were  about  to  suffer 
from  a  bill  of  pains  and  penalties  which 
would  have  been  a  disgrace  if  directed 
against  the  servile  inhabitants  of  Hin* 
dostan,  but  which  was  more  calculated  for 
them  than  for  the  free  colonists  of  Great 
Britain.  What,  then,  was  the  defence  he 
had  to  offer  ?  That  every  act  of  the  House 
of  Assembly,  which  had  been  arraigned 
in  Parliament  or  out  of  it,  had  been  called 
for  by  the  interests  of  their  constituents. 
But  it  might  be  said,  that  while  he  ap- 
peared as  the  advocate  of  othersi  he  re- 
quired to  defend  himself,  and  that  he  was 
a  guilty  and  intexested  party.  He  was 
sure,  however,  that  there  was  no  one  in 
that  House  who  would  make  such  a  state- 
ment, however  much  he  might  be  called  a 
traitor  and  a  rebel  out  of  doors — he  was 
sure  that  in  that  House  he  would  not 
be  so  accused,  as  he  could  not  there 
defend  himself.  But  it  might  be  supposed 
that  he  was  interested  in  the  separation 
of  Canada  from  the  mother  country.  If, 
however,  the  House  would  listen  to  him 
on  a  matter  entirely  personal  to  himself, 
he  would  beg  to  ask  what  interest  he  could 
have  in  the  separation  of  the  countries  ? 
What  interest  could  he  have  in  anpporting 
a  rebellion  in  the  colony  ?  He  would  entreat 
the  Meaibert  of  that  honourable  House 
to  ask  themselves  whether  any  part  of  his 
conduct  would  justify  the  sHspicion  that 
he  was  in  favour  of  separation,  or  inter- 
ested in  promoting  rebellion  in  Canada. 
He  was  an  Englishman,  and  all  his  hopes 
were  connected  with  the  mother  counuy, 
and  all  his  interests  wefe  connected  with 
England.  In  England  he  had  many  who 
were  dear  to  him,  and  there  were  many 
also  who  were  dear  to  him  in  Canada,  and 


it  was  therefore  bis  wish  to  support  the 
connexion  as  it  was  his  interest  to  promote 
the  well-being  of  England.  While  it  was 
possible  with  honour  to  keep  up  the  con* 
nexion  existing  between  Great  Britain  and 
Canada,  no  man  would  do  more  to  maio- 
tain  that  connexion  than  he  would ;  but 
the  moment  it  became  dishonourable  be 
would  be  the  first  to  ask  for  a  separation. 
He  would  beg  the  House  to  recollect  that 
all  his  interests  of  every  description  tended 
to  make  him  wish  for  the  continuance  of 
the  connexion  with  Canada,  and  he  en* 
trested  the  House  not  to  think  that  he 
had  any  desire  to  promote  rebellion,  or 
that  it  was  his  interest  to  do  so.  He  begged 
distinctly  to  say  in  the  outset  of  his  ob- 
servations, that  he  was  there  as  the  advo- 
cate of  the  House  of  Assembly  of  Lower 
Canada.  He  had  nothing  to  do  with  any 
other  province,  and  he  had  nothing  to  do 
with  any  other  subject  but  the  grievaDoea 
of  which  that  body  complained.  He  waa 
not  there  to  justify  revolt— »re volt  must 
justify  itself;  but  he  was  not  there  to 
defend  it  under  any  circumstances.  He 
would  make  no  distinctions  between  re- 
volt in  Canada  and  revolt  in  any  other 
country.  He  made  no  distinctions.  He 
looked  to  Poland,  and  saw  Pohind  io 
rebellion,  but  he  did  not  defend  the  peo* 
pie  of  that  country.  He  was  not  then, 
and  never  was,  one  to  pass  acts  in  sap* 
port  of  rebellious  rights.  He  looked  to 
Spain,  and  he  did  not  support  rebellion 
there-^he  never  did,  and  he  hoped  be 
never  should.  He  might  look  all  round 
the  world.  He  looked  to  Belgium,  but  he 
did  not  support  rebellion  there,  and  though 
England  was  bound  by  the  most  solemn 
treaties  to  maintain  the  connexion  of  Uml 
country  with  H  olland,  yet  Belgium  was  see* 
cessful ,  s  nd  he  therefore  hoped  she  was  right. 
But,  for  his  own  part,  he  could  not  en- 
derstand  that  morality  which  sympathised 
with  revolt  in  one  country  and  condemned 
it  in  another — he  coukl  not  understand 
those  who  talked  with  great  feeling  of  the 
condition  of  the  Poles,  but  with  contempt 
of  the  poor  peasanu  of  8t.  Charles.  It 
might  suit  some  partiea  to  say  the  rebel- 
lion in  Bmssels  waa  an  heroic  act,  it  warn 
successful,  but  it  failed  in  unfortunate 
Canada.  It  might  suit  some  partiea  to 
say  they  had  called  into  existence  a  new 
workl —namely,  the  revolted  celoniea  ef 
Spain  in  America;  it  might  suit  seme 
parties  to  speak  with  appfobatH>n  of  George 
Washington,  an4  the  wee  partm  inigwl 
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say  that  they  had  an  abhorrence  of  rebel- 
lious Canada  ;  but  that  was  a  sort  of  va- 
cillating morality  which  he  could  not  un- 
derstand.    But  he  had  nothing  to  d9  with 
revolt ;  and  it  would  be  his  duty  to  show 
that  the  House  of  Assembly  had  nothing 
to  do  with  what  had  taken  place  in  Lower 
Canada.  It  was  surely  impossible  to  make 
people  believe  that  a  body  of  men  amount- 
ing  to  eighty-six   or    eighty-seven    and 
scattered  over   a  country  of  from   700  to 
800  miles  in  extent,  could  possibly  be  the 
authors  of  the  rebellon  which  had  taken 
place.     For  his  own  part  he  would  say, 
that  it  was  those  who    sought  to  make 
that  assembly  responsible  for  the  rebellion 
in  Canada  who  were  themselves  by  their 
shuffling  policy  the  guilty  parties.  Having 
thus  placed    before  the   House   the   two 
parties  who  were  to  be  tried — namely,  the 
House  of  Assembly  on  the  one  hand,  and 
her  Majesty's  Government  on  the  other — 
he  was  about  to  prove  that  the  House  of 
Assembly  was  not  only  not   guilty,  but, 
on   the  contrary,  that  that  body  had  de- 
served, and  had  obtained  the  approbation 
of  their  conslituents,  and  the  admiration 
of  this  country  and  of  the  world  for  the 
stand  they  had  made  against  the  despotic 
measures  of  Great  Britain.     They    (the 
House  of  Commons)  were,  in  fact,  on  the 
present  occasion  a  jury,  and  he  had  to  lay 
before  them  a  number  of  facts  connected 
with  the  history  of  Canada  ;  and  as  they 
had  to  judge  and  decide  betwixt  Canada 
and  the  Government  upon  those  facts,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  patiently  listen  to 
the   statements  he  had  to  adduce.     He 
should  go  through  those   statements  for 
the  purpose  of  showing  that  the  Bill  upon 
the  table  of  the  House  was  an  unjust  Bill 
— that  the  House  of  Assembly  was  guilt- 
less, and  that  the  Bill  was  impolitic.     He 
should  then  endeavour  to  demonstrate  that 
tbere  was  another  method  for  dealing  with 
the  affairs  of  Canada,  which,  if  adopted, 
would  put  an  end  to  all  the  disputes  and 
disagreements  which  existed ;  and  that  if 
the  resolution  on  the  table  was  carried — 
war,  misery,  and  calamity  would  be  the 
consequence — war  in   Canada,  and   per- 
haps over  the  world,  and  calamity  of  the 
worst  description  to  the  unfortunate  Cana- 
dians.    First,  then,  as  to  the  injustice  of 
the  Bill.  But  before  proceeding,  he  would 
ask  the  House,  for  the  sake  of  convenience, 
to  separate  the  history  of  Canada  into  four 
periods,  the  first  extending  from  1763  to 
1810;  the  second  from  1810  to  1828 ;  the 


third  from  1828  to  1834  ;  the  fourth  from 
1834   to  the    present    time.       In    1763 
Canada  was  ceded  to  Great  Britain,  and 
up  to    1774  was  governed   by  the  laws 
which  previously  prevailed  in  the  colony. 
In  1774,  the  Government  brought  in  a 
Bill,    which,    with    certain   reservations, 
established  the  French  civil  law  in  Lower 
Canada.     That     Bill     also     established 
the  criminal  law  of  England  in  the  colony, 
and  it  further  established  the  jury  system, 
and  to  a  certain  extent,  the   English  law 
regarding  evidence.     Now,    any  lawyer, 
and  he  saw  many  around  him,  would  at 
once  perceive  the  strange  anomalies  which 
such  a  hotchpotch  must  produce.     In  the 
first   place,    they  had  the  civil   code  of 
France,    and    in    the  second,  a  criminal 
code  founded  on  the  English  law ;  and  it 
was  clear  rhat  such  a  system  could  not 
work  well.     But  why  were  those  changes 
introduced   into   Canada?      In  the  year 
1774,  it  so  happened,  that  the  English 
colonists   on    the   Continent  of  America, 
were  in  a  state  of  open  rebellion.     There 
had  been   a  spirit  raised   amongst  them, 
which  rebelled   against  the  domination  of 
the  mother  country.      They   said,  "  We 
cannot  bear  it  any  longer;  you  seek  to  im- 
pose laws  upon  us  which  are  oppressive  and 
tyrannical   in  their  nature,  and  we  can  no 
longer  submit  to  them."  But,  while  we  had 
those  colonists  in  revolt,  we  had  a  French 
colony  which  had  been  conquered  in  1762, 
and  ceded  to  us  in  1763.     What  then  did 
we  do  ?     We  created  a  French  party  in 
Canada  in  order  to  oppose   them  to  the 
puritanical    fanaticism    of    the    English 
colonists  who  were  in  a  state  of  revolt.   In 
confirmation  of  that  statement,  he  would 
refer  to  a  speech  made  by  Lord  Lyttelton 
on  the  subject,  to  show  that  there  was  an 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  Governnoent 
of  that  day,  to  create  a  French  feeling  in 
Canada — a  feeling,  which  had  since  been 
called  mischievous  and   abominable,   but 
which  was  cherished  by  the  Government 
as  long  as  it  suited  their  purposes.     In 
alluding  to  the  apprehensions  which  were 
expressed  of  the  increased   power  which 
this  would  throw   into  the  hands  of  the 
French  colonists.  Lord  Lyttelton  observed, 
"  that  he  was  not  apprehensive  of  these 
consequences  ;  but  that  if  British  America 
was  determined  to  resist  the  lawful  power 
and  pre-eminence  of  Great  Britain,  he  saw 
no  reason   why  the   loyal  inhabitants  of 
Canada  should  not  co-operate  with   the 
rest  of  the  empire  in  subduing  them,  and 
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bringing  them  to  a  right  sense  of  their 
duty ;  and  he  thought  it  happy,  that  from 
their  local  situation,  they  might  be  some 
check  to  those  fierce  fanatic  spirits  that, 
inflamed  with  the  same  zeal  which  ani- 
mated the  roundheads  in  England,  directed 
that  zeal  to  the  same  purposes,  to  the  de- 
molition of  regal  authority,  and  to  the 
subversion  of  all  power  which  they  did  not 
themselves  possess  ;  that  they  were  com- 
posed of  the  same  leaven,  and  whilst  they 
pretended  to  be  contending  for  liberty, 
they  were  setting  up  an  absolute  indepen- 
dent republic,  and  that  the  struggle  was 
not  for  freedom,  but  power,  which  was 
proved  from  the  whole  tenor  of  their  con- 
duct." And  to  put  down  that  revolt, 
(continued  the  learned  Gentleman)  what 
did  we  do  ?  We  established  the  French 
law  in  Canada,  against  which  he  had 
heard  persons  discoursing  who  had  no 
knowledge  of  it  —  we  cherished  French 
feelings  which  certain  persons  represented 
as  mischievous,  for  the  purpose  of  creating 
prejudices  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
England.  We  did  all  that  we  could  to 
make  the  Canadians  French  at  that  dis- 
astrous period  of  English  history.  That 
was  the  first  instance  of  the  conduct  of 
England  towards  Canada,  to  which  he 
wished  to  call  attention.  What  was  the 
nextf.  In  the  eighteenth  year  of  George 
3rd,  we  had  received  a  bitter  lesson  at  the 
hands  of  rebellious  colonists,  by  the  re- 
fusal of  a  demand  which,  had  it  been 
conceded  at  the  beginning  of  the  disputes, 
would  have  secured  for  England  the  fairest 
of  her  North  American  colonies ;  but 
which,  refused  till  it  was  wrested  from  her 
by  force  of  arms,  stood,  as  a  record,  to 
her  shame,  and,  he  feared,  did  not  redound 
much  to  her  sense  of  justice.  In  that  year 
a  declaratory  act  was  passed,  by  which  it 
.  was  provided,  that  no  rates  or  taxes  should 
he  levied  on  the  colonists  of  Canada  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  local  legislature  ; 
and  in  1791  a  solemn  pledge  was  given 
by  the  Imperial  Parliament  that  there 
should  be  no  raising  of  taxes  or  appropri- 
ation of  revenue  in  the  colony  without  the 
sanction  of  the  representatives  of  the 
people.  In  1794,  a  communication  took 
place  between  the  Governor  of  the  province 
and  the  House  of  Assembly  respecting  the 
revenue.  That  was  a  part  of  the  subject 
which  it  might  be  somewhat  diflicult  to 
make  the  House  understand.  The  revenues 
of  the  colony  might  be  divided  into  three 
parts,    In  the  first  place,  there  were  the 


revenues  raised  by  acts  of  the  provincial 
Parliament ;  secondly,  those  raised  by  acts 
of  the  British  Parliament ;  and  thirdly,  the 
casual  and  territorial  revenues.  In  regard 
to  the  revenues  arising  from  their  own  acts 
of  Parliament  there  could  be  no  question  ; 
but  he  was  about  to  lay  claim  to  the  con- 
trol over  those  revenues  raised  by  acts  of 
the  British  Parliament,  and  also  to  the 
control  over  the  casual  and  territorial 
revenue.  To  these  the  House  of  Assembly 
was  entitled  from  the  arrangement  entered 
into  by  the  Governor,  Lord  Dorchester, 
who  told  the  House  of  Assembly  that  if 
they  would  transmute  the  revenues  raised 
under  acts  of  the  British  Parliament  into 
a  civil  list,  to  be  raised  by  the  act  of  the 
Canadian  Legislature,  they  should  obtain 
the  control  of  the  whole.  That  wa8inl794; 
but  the  royal  assent  was  not  given  to  the 
Canadian  Bill  at  that  time.  In  1796, 
however,  the  pledge  was  given  that  the 
Canadians  should  have  the  control  of 
their  revenues,  but  that  pledge  was  not 
redeemed  till  the  1st  and  2nd  of  William 
4th.  The  Canadians  performed  their  part 
of  the  agreement  with  Lord  Dorchester, 
but  it  was  only  after  long  delay  that  the 
Government  of  England  had  redeemed  the 
pledge  which  they  had  given.  And  then  they 
were  to  be  told  that  it  was  a  boon  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  fulfil  the  pro- 
mise they  had  given — that  the  Govern- 
ment had  acted  with  great  liberality,  and 
done  a  great  deal  for  Canada,  and  that  the 
acts  of  the  House  of  Assembly  since  that 
time  were  acts  of  the  deepest  ingratitude* 
He,  on  the  contrary,  would  say,  that  it  was 
the  Government  who  had  broken  faith  with 
the  House  of  Assembly  —  that  up  to  the 
passing  of  the  actofthe  1st  and  2nd  of  Wil* 
liam  4th,  the  Assembly  was  in  the  right, 
and  the  Governments  of  this  country  in  the 
wrong,  and  that  Ministers  were  now  en- 
deavouring to  take  advantage  of  the  injury 
which  had  been  inflicted  by  England  upon 
Canada.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
excuse  him  for  reading  the  correspondence 
to  which  he  had  alluded.  It  was  painful 
to  himself  to  be  compelled  to  do  so,  and 
he  feared  it  would  be  tedious  to  the 
House.  The  learned  Gentleman  then 
read  a  portion  of  Lord  Dorchester's  mes- 
sage to  the  House  of  Assembly,  which  was 
as  follows : — "  The  Governor  has  given 
directions  for  laying  before  the  House  of 
Assembly  an  account  of  the  provincial 
revenue  of  the  Crown  from  the  commence* 
ment  of  the  new  constitution  to  the  lOlb 
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of  January,  1794.  Firsts  the  casual  and 
territorial  revenue,  established  prior  to  the 
conquest,  which  his  Majesty  has  been 
most  graciously  pleased  to  order  to  be  ap- 
plied towards  defraying  the  civil  expenses 
of  the  province/'  He  hoped  there  would 
be  some  attempt  to  show  the  injustice  of 
the  demand  of  the  House  of  Assembly,  to 
those  revenues  thus  solemnly  given  up  by 
the  Governor,  Lord  Dorchester.  He 
wanted  to  know  wherein  the  injustice  con- 
sisted, and  why  the  House  of  Assembly 
was  to  be  assailed  for  demanding  control 
over  the  casual  and  territorial  revenues. 
But,  in  the  second  place,  Lord  Dorchester 
further  stated,-  that  the  duties  levied  on 
articles  imported  into  Canada,  and  the 
revenue  arising  from  the  licences  granted 
for  the  sale  of  spirits,  would  be  given 
up  as  soon  as  the  Assembly  had  passed 
laws  providing  for  the  support  of  the 
civil  government.  There  were  various 
duties  imposed  by  provincial  acts  for 
the  pay  of  officers  of  the  provinces,  and 
for  other  purposes.  The  message  then 
went  on  to  state  that  an  account  of  all  the 
monies  taken  out  of  the  pockets  of  the 
Canadian  people  should  be  laid  before  the 
Assembly,  with  an  account  of  the  dis- 
bursements, together  with  the  amount  of 
the  diminution  of  the  Colonial  revenues  by 
the  expenses  of  collection,  and  the  House 
of  Assembly  was  of  opinion  that  every 
circumstance  of  this  very  important  part 
of  their  business  and  duties  ought  to  be 
constantly  before  their  eyes,  so  that  at  the 
very  outset  of  their  constitution,  they  might 
guard  those  important  branches  of  it  from 
I  bat  corruption  and  abuse  which  had  brought 
misery  upon  almost  every  nation.  Now, 
was  not  this  information,  on  the  part  of 
the  then  governor,  who,  being  himself  an 
Englishman,  was  accustomed  to  a  repre- 
sentative Government,  to  persons  who  were 
not  so  accustomed — was  not  this  infor- 
mation, he  repeated,  sufficient  to  induce 
the  House  of  Assembly  to  direct  their 
attention  and  to  keep  it  fixed  upon  the 
appropriation  of  the  immense  collection  of 
the  revenues  of  the  province  ;  and  did  it 
not  contain  solemn  pledges  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  give  up  the  whole  of 
the  revenues  of  that  province  to  the  control 
of  he  House  of  Assembly  ?  This  house 
would  see  why  he  urged  this  topic  so 
strongly  :  it  was  one  of  vital  importance 
to  his  case  ;  it  was  that  which  the  House 
of  Assembly  had  claimed  up  to  the  present 
bouri  and  for  the  making  of  which  they 


were  now  about  to  be  punished  by  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  Now,  he  had  heard 
very  often  quoted  —  he  would  not  say 
where  —  the  evidence  given  before  the 
select  Committee  which  sat  upon  Canadian 
affairs  in  the  year  1828.  He  would  refer 
to  the  evidence  given  before  the  committee 
by  Mr.  John  Neilson,  who  had  taken  a 
very  important  part  in  these  transactions. 
In  his  evidence,  Mr.  Neilson  laid  it  down 
distinctly  that  it  was  considered  by  the 
House  of  Assembly  that  this  claim  was 
their  creed — one  of  the  thirty-nine  articles 
of  their  political  religion.  They  had  since 
learned  the  importance  of  a  control  over 
their  own  revenues,  and  they  had  never 
given  up  one  iota  of  the  demand  ;  their 
governor  had  told  them  to  demand  all 
those  revenues ;  he  had  told  them  to  keep 
vigilant  in  their  own  concerns  ;  they  had 
ever  acted  up  to  his  instructions,  and  had 
never  lost  sight  of  that  demand.  Mr. 
Neilson  was  asked,  *'  Are  you  aware  that 
there  is  no  instance  of  a  colonial  act 
repealing  a  British  act?** — Answer,  "  We 
do  not  pretend  any  such  thing."  ''  Do 
you  not  admit  that  in  the  Quebec  Act  of 
31  George  3rd,  part  of  the  act  of  the  14th 
George  3rd  was  distinctly  repealed,  and 
the  remainder  of  it  distinctly  confirmed  ?" 
Mr.  Neilson  replied,  *'  That  is  not  the 
act  referred  to ;  chapter  88  is  the  Revenue 
Act,  but  the  Revenue  Act  was  not 
mentioned  in  the  act  of  1791.  There  was 
a  new  constitution  given  to  the  country, 
and  not  a  word  said  about  the  act  of  1774, 
and  it  raised  a  dispute  so  early  as  1794, 
and  upon  that  dispute  the  Government  at 
home,  by  means  of  their  governor,  told  the 
Legislature  that  they  would  repeal  the  act 
if  they  would  grant  similar  duties  to  the 
same  amount ;  they  did  so,  but  the  Go-* 
vernment  never  recommended  to  Parliament 
to  repeal  the  act ;  in  fact  somebody  or 
other  in  the  colony  advised  against  it  at 
that  time.  Now,  such  being  the  state  of 
affairs,  they  thus  continued,  until  the  year 
1810;  the  Government  had  a  certain 
quantity  of  money  appropriated,  and  they 
did  not  go  beyond  that  appropriation,  and 
therefore  they  never  called  upon  the 
House  of  Assembly  for  any  more  money. 
The  act  gave  them  a  certain  revenue,  and 
that  revenue  they  were  to  take.  But 
whenever  the  House  of  Assembly  inquired 
in  what  manner  the  money  was  disbursed 
and  expended,  they  were  told  that  with 
that  they  had  nothing  to  do^  as  they  did 
not  pay  the  expenses  of  their  Qwn  ciyil  list 
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To  this  the  House  of  Assembly  replied — 
"  Then  we  will  do  so."  And  it  so 
happened  that  on  the  making  that  demand 
by  the  Assembly  certain  members  for  | 
making  that  proposal  were  sent  to  prison  > 
out  of  the  Assembly.  Such  was  the  way 
in  which  the  colonies  were  governed— 
such  was  the  manner  in  which  irresponsible 
power  was  used  in  the  colonies,  that 
for  the  making  the  demand  to  provide 
their  own  civil  list,  three  men  were 
taken  out  of  the  House  of  Assembly 
and  thrown  into  prison.  And  why  was 
this?  The  explanation  was  clear  and 
simple.  The  officials  of  that  country  he 
was  about  to  speak  of — the  official 
party»  backed  by  the  powers  of  the 
Colonial  office,  were  the  cause  of  all  this. 
That  party  at  once  said-<^"  We  do  not 
like  to  be  paid  by  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly ;"  and  why?  America  is  a  very 
economical  nation  ;  England  is  far  from 
being  so  ;  the  English  scale  of  expendi- 
ture is  very  unlike  that  of  the  Americans. 
The  Governor  of  Lower  Canada  receives 
as  much  as  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  who  was  at  the  head  of  a  nation 
second  to  none  on  the  earth.  What  the 
people  of  America  thought  sufficient  for 
the  pay  of  their  President  was  thought 
hardly  adequate  to  maintain  the  expenses 
of  a  delegated  governor  from  England. 
This  feeling  ran  through  all  the  official 
ranks  in  Canada ;  they  compared  them- 
selves with  the  English,  while  the 
Canadian  people  compared  themselves 
with  the  Americans.  They  see  that  in 
America  things  were  carried  on  well  and 
cheaply,  and  the  Canadians  were  desirous 
to  cut  down  the  scale  of  their  expenditure 
to  that  of  their  neighbours  the  Americans, 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  the  English 
Government,  with  reference  to  the 
colonists,  thought  with  the  expenditure  of 
millions  to  keep  up  the  establishments 
according  to  the  extravagant  rate  of  their 
own  country.  The  official  party  in  Canada 
were,  of  course,  desirous  to  continue  to  be 
paid  by  this  country  instead  of  by  the 
vigilant  body  of  the  House  of  Assembly, 
who  were  now  filled  with  notions  of 
American  economy,  and  they  consequently 
strove  to  fight  off  the  control  upon  the 
part  of  the  House  of  Assembly,  and  from 
this,  he  would  tell  the  British  Parliament, 
had  arisen  all  the  fever,  all  the  disputes, 
all  the  ill  blood,  and  all  the  passion  which 
now  existed  in  that  colony  :  to  the  resist- 
ance by  the  official  party  to  the  investiga- 


tion of  their  accounts  and  of  their  re- 
sponsibility to  the  assembly,  he  could  trace 
all  these  events — to  that  resistance  he 
could  trace  the  desire  fbr  an  elective  legis- 
lative council — to  it  he  could  trace  the 
desire  to  have  a  control  over  the  judicature 
of  the  country — indeed,  there  was  not  a 
single  thing  of  mischief  or  dispute  which 
he  could  not  trace  to  the  resistance  on 
behalf  of  the  official  party.  He  should 
now  be  again  obliged  to  quote  theevidence 
of  Mr.  Neilson  with  regard  to  the 
financial  disputes  in  Canada.  He  quoted 
from  page  74  of  the  *'  Minutes  of  Evi- 
dence taken  by  the  Select  Committee  oo 
the  Civil  Government  of  Canada."  Mr. 
Neilson  was  asked — "  Does  the  Hoowof 
Assembly  also  lay  claim  to  the  amoant 
of  5,000/.  per  annum  in  lieu  of  the  terri- 
torial revenue  of  the  Crown  ?"  Answer.— 
"  The  House  of  Assembly  has  laid  claim 
to  the  territorial  revenue  of  the  Crown, 
because  it  gave  5,000/,  a- year  in  the  year 
1794  or  1795,  after  the  governor  had  told 
the  Legislature  that  the  Crown  gave  up  its 
territorial  revenue  to  the  province."  "  Dw' 
the  House  of  A88emblyconteiid,that5,000^. 

a-year  is  to  be  appropriated  by  the  House 
of  Assembly?"  Answer. — «*They  woold 
say,  that  if  the  Crown  were  not  to  come 
forward  and  ask  for  more  money,  it  w 
gone;  but  if  the  Government  comes  for- 
ward and  asks  for  more,  they  may  say  that 
money  is  misapplied,  and  that  it  ought  to 
be  applied  in  such  a  way.''  Now  this  at 
the  time  was  thought  a  very  hcfnojn 
offence,  but  Sir  George  Murray  in  a  dis- 
patch, which  was  not  given  in  the  present 
collection  before  the  House — he  knew  not 
why  it  was  omitted,  perhaps  it  was  omitted 
for  particular  reasons — but  Sir  George 
Murray,  in  one  of  his  dispatches  laid  be. 
fore  the  Select  Committee,  acknowledg'ed 
that  such  must  have  been  the  case ;  that 
so  long  as  the  Government  of  Lower 
Canada  did  not  ask  for  more  money,  they 
would  have  no  right  to  inquire  into  the 
appropriation ;  but  when  it  stepped  ov^^ 
the  bounds  and  sought  more,  of  necessity 
an  inquiry  as  to  what  became  of  the  money 
would  be  called  for,  and,  in  short,  Sir 
George  Murray  gave  up  any  possibility  ot 
resistance  in  such  a  case  to  that  veryj"'' 
demand  of  the  year  1816.  Then  csme 
this  question  put  by  the  Committee  to 
Mr.  Neilson—"  Will  you  state  the  pro- 
gress of  the  disputes  when  those  prit»* 
ciples  came  practically  into  effect  upon 
Sir  John  Sherforook  in  1818  calling  upon 
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tbe  Legislature  to  provide  for  the  civil  ea- 
tablishment  ?*'  Mr.  Neilson  thus  replied : 
— •*'  I  have  got  already  to  the  year  1799, 
when  tbe  Bill  was  passed  giving  a  sum  in 
lieu  of  the  Act  of  1774.  Things  went  on 
tolerably  well  till  the  year  1809:  the 
expenses  were  increasing  very  muchy  and 
the  Assembly  got  alarmed,  and  they  had 
a  quarrel  with  the  Governor.  It  was  then 
said,  that  Great  Britain  had  been  paying 
a  great  part  of  the  money  during  all  this 
time  ;  whenever  they  applied  to  control 
the  expenditure,  they  were  told  '  Great 
Britain  pays  this ;  what  business  have  you 
to  interfere?'  They  said,  'Well,  then 
we  would  rather  take  the  whole  of  the  ex- 
penses upon  ourselves,  so  as  to  control  the 
whole,  for  by  and  by,  it  will  be  saddled 
upon  us.'  Then  they  made  the  famous 
offer  to  pay  the  Civil  List,  and  they  heard 
no  more  about  it.  The  war  then  began 
in  1812,  and  they  gave  all  that  they  had, 
and  more  than  they  had,  for  the  war; 
they  authorized  the  issuing  of  paper  money 
in  the  country,  and  there  was  no  quarrel 
about  the  civil  list  or  anything  else  ;  but 
after  the  war  Sir  John  Sherbrook  came 
out ;  he  found  everything  in  such  a  state 
of  disorder  that  he  represented  it  at  home, 
and  tbe  Government  here  told  him  to  get 
the  accounts  settled  every  year  in  the 
House  of  Assembly.  Then  came  the  ac- 
ceptance of  the  offer  of  1810  to  pay  all 
the  expenses  of  the  Government ;  they 
said,  *  We  will  take  all  the  expenses  from 
you ;'  the  expenses  in  the  mean  time  had 
augmented  from  about  40,000/.  to  about 
60,000/. ;  the  Assembly  then  said,  we  will 
pay  the  whole  of  tbe  expenses ;'  they  then 
agreed  to  give  the  sum  the  Governor  asked, 
which  was  in  addition  to  the  revenue  that 
he  assumed  to  be  appropriated,  and  they 
reserved  to  themselves  the  right  of  ex- 
amining into  all  the  expenditure  the  next 
year."  The  next  question  was  this — **  Was 
any  Bill  passed  that  year, or  was  a  resolution 
passed  by  the  House  of  Assembly  pro- 
mising to  indemnify  tbe  Governor?"  Answer, 
**  Precisely  so.  An  address  for  the  money. 
The  next  year  the  Duke  of  Richmond 
asked  for  an  addition  of  16,000/.  the  As- 
sembly beg^n  to  get  alarmed;  they  ap- 
pointed Committees  to  examine  into  the 
expenditure,  and  to  check  every  item  of  it, 
and  tkey  began  to  vote  it  by  items,  and 
they  left  out  all  the  increased  expenses, 
but  offered  to  pay  the  expenses  as  they 
stood  in  1917,  and  they  passed  a  Bill  and 
ssnl  it  up  to  the  Legislative  Council,  aU 
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lowing  all  those  expenses*"  Now  the 
House  would  remember  that  this  was  a 
supply  bill,  and  attend  to  the  remainder 
of  Mr.  Neilson's  answer.  ''  The  Legisla- 
tive Council  threw  out  that  Bill  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  not  safe  to  take  an 
annual  bill."  The  Executive  and  Legis- 
lative Councils,  though  two  bodies,  were 
in  fact  one  body,  which  controlled  the  ez«- 
penditure  and  held  all  the  patronage  of 
the  colony,  and  thus  determining  not  to 
take  an  annual  but  insist  upon  a  perma- 
nent civil  list  in  one  whole  sum,  and  to 
escape  from  responsibility,  they  took  upon 
themselves  to  throw  out  that  Supply  Bill. 
Perhaps  it  would  surprise  the  House  to  be 
told  that  where  the  House  of  Assembly 
had  once  thrown  out  a  Supply  Bill  the 
Legislative  Council  had  done  it  three  times 
over ;  the  House  of  Assembly  had  for 
two  years,  and  as  he  thought  for  good 
reasons,  refused  tbe  supplies.  He  chal- 
lenged contradiction,  and  for  this  it  was 
now  sought  to  take  from  the  Canadians 
the  power  of  legislating  for  themselves. 
Mr.  Neilson  was  then  asked  the  question, 
'*  Did  not  the  Legislative  Council  also  ob- 
ject on  the  ground  of  the  vote  being  made 
by  items  ?"  Answer,  "  No,  because  it 
was  an  annual  Bill.  At  the  same  time 
the  Assembly  made  good  its  vote  of 
the  preceding  year,  because  they  con* 
ceived  themselves  bound  in  honour  not  to 
have  any  quarrel  about  what  had  been  ad<^ 
vanced  upon  their  address,  although  there 
were  some  items  of  expenditure  that  they 
objected  to,  and  the  Bill  passed."  The 
Bill  was  passed  in  spite  of  the  example  set 
by  the  legislative  Council.  ''Then  the 
Duke  of  Richmond  unfortunately  died, 
and  in  1820  there  was  an  irregularity  in 
calling  the  Assembly,  and  there  was  no 
vote  and  no  estimate  laid  before  the  As- 
sembly. Sir  Peregrine  Maitland  convened 
the  Assembly  before  tbe  returns  were  all 
made,  and  the  Assembly  objected  that  the 
Governor  ought  not  to  convene  tbe  As- 
sembly till  the  House  was  complete,  because 
they  said,  that  he  might  convene  it  before 
the  time  fixed  for  the  returns ;  he  mightcoo- 
vene  it  before  half  of  them  were  returned. 
Things  remained  in  that  state  till  the  news 
came  of  the  death  of  the  King,  and  then 
there wasa  dissolution.  At  thecloseof  18^0 
Lord  Dalhousie  came,  and  he  asked  that 
whatever  they  had  to  give  should  be  g^n- 
permanently.  They  toM  him  at  onee'that 
they  would  not  gire  anything  in  addftion 
to  what  they  hwl  aheady  given  perfMH^ 
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oently*  Of  course  nothing  was  done; 
they  passed,  however,  a  Bill  in  some  shape 
or  other,  which  it  was  said  would  be  less 
objectionable ;  it  went  up  to  the  Legisla- 
tive Council,  and  it  was  refused ;  it  was 
refused  by  the  Legislative  Councif  upon 
the  ground  of  its  being  detailed,  and  not 
being  for  the  life  of  the  King.  The  next 
year  Lord  Dalhousie  asked  for  a  Bill  for 
the  life  of  the  King ;  the  Assembly  sent 
home  a  very  long  address  to  this  country 
as  reasons  for  not  complying,  and  the  Le* 
gislature  finally  broke  up  without  any  Bill 
being  passed.  Lord  Dalhousie  then  asked 
for  a  sum  of  money,  which  they  said  they 
could  not  grant  till  they  had  an  answer  from 
this  country  to  their  representations.  The 
session  finished  without  any  Bill  being 
passed,  and  then  came  the  famous  union  pro- 
ject.'' Here  again  the  ofHcial  party  played 
the  puppets  of  the  machinery  and  the  con- 
trolling power  which  was  to  deprive  Ca- 
nada of  her  constitution.  They  were 
known  in  that  country — the  world  knew 
perfectly  well  who  they  were.  Mr.  Neil- 
son  then  went  on  to  state — **  In  1824  the 
receiver-general  failed,  and  the  appropri- 
tions  already  made  by  the  Legislature, 
were  not  paid ;  the  Members  got  alarmed 
and  some  of  them,  against  which  I  pro- 
tested, voted  a  reduction  of  one-fourth  of 
the  expenditure  to  meet  the  empty  state  of 
the  chest.  That,  of  course,  was  not  ac- 
cepted— it  was  rejected  in  the  Legislative 
Council.  In  1824  Lord  Dalhousie  came 
home,  and  Sir  Francis  Burton  took  the 
government."  Now,  there  was  one  very 
remarkable  circumstance  relative  to  the 
failure  of  the  receiver-general,  which  was 
illustrative  of  the  way  in  which  the  co- 
lonies were  governed,  and  of  the  necessity 
for  very  great  supervision  on  the  part  of  the 
Legislative  Assembly.  The  fight  then 
going  on  in  this  case  was  a  fight  against 
responsibility  on  the  part  of  the  officials, 
and  on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Assembly 
enforcing  that  responsibility.  The  House 
of  Assembly  said  that  this  roan  owed  mo- 
ney, and  they  demanded  the  account  — 
the  accounts  were  refused.  The  receiver- 
general  failed  for  100,000/.,  and  yet  he 
was  told  that  this  was  an  old  story.  Let 
the  House  remember  that  the  receiver- 
general  at  the  present  moment  owed 
160,000/.  for  principal  and  interest.  True, 
it  was  said  that  the  Canadians  had  got  his 
estates,  but  they,  if  sold,  would  not  cover 
one-tenth  of  the  whole  sum  of  1 50^000/. 

|irincip«^  and  interesti  which  bad  been 


robbed  from  the  Canadian  ezcheqaer,^ 
and  by  whom  ?   Why  by  one  of  the  party 
who  talked  about  the  honour  and  the  pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown,  and   who  would 
not  give  way  in  the  least  degree  to  the  de- 
mands of  the  House  of  AssembW.     The 
House  of  Assembly  had  tried   htm   and 
found   him  a  bankrupt,  and   then   when 
they  applied  to  this  country,  whose  officer 
the  defaulter  was,  to  make  good  the  loss, 
this  country  refused  to  do  so.     Now  that 
was  the  history  of  the  year  1824,  when 
Lord  Dalhousie,  without  the  orders  or  the 
sanction  of  the  Assembly,  took  the  money, 
and   the   Legislative  Council   threw  out 
every  Bill  of  possible  utility  to  the  colony, 
and  in  1827  and  1828  agents  were   sent 
over  to  this  country   to  complain  of  the 
manifold  grievances  under  which  Canada 
laboured.     Now  what  were  those  griev- 
ances ?     He  begged  the  House   to  bear 
them  in  mind.     They  complained  of  the 
conduct  of   the  Legislative    Council   in 
throwing  out  the  fresh  Bill,  granting  the 
necessary  sums,   and  regulating  the  limits 
of  expenditure  they  complained  of  the  re* 
jection  of  the  Bill  giving  the  inhahitaats 
of  towns  a  voice  in  the  management  of 
their  local  concerns  ;  and  of  the  Bill  for 
facilitating  the  administration  of  justice; 
they  claimed  an  amendment   in  the  jury 
laws,  introducing  jury  trials  in  the  country 
districts;  thereby  diminishing  the  expenses, 
and  they  sought  a   Bill  improving  and 
rendering  more  commodious  the  gaol  for 
the  district  of  Montreal,  for  regulating  the 
office  of  justice  of  the  peace,  for  regula- 
ting the  militia  service,  for  increasing  the 
security  of  public  monies,  and  for  a  pro* 
vision  for  an  authorized  agent  to  reside  in 
this  country.    These  were  the  complaints 
brought  against  the  Legislative  Council  in 
1828,  and  a  Committee  was  appointed  by 
this  House  to  inquire  into  the  complaints 
of  the  people  of  Canada.  That  Committee 
acknowledged  the  justice  of  these  com- 
plaints, and  solemnly  asserted  that  the 
Legislative  Council  did  not  harmonise  with 
the  opinions  of  the  Canadian  people,  Uiat 
there  should  be  some  alteration   in  the 
constitution  of  the  Council  which  should 
make  it  harmonise*    The  Committee  did 
not  point  out  the  means,  but  declared 
that  as  then  existing,  the  Council  did  not 
contribute  to  the  good  government  of  t  e 
province.     He  had  now  got  to  the  year 
1828,  at   which   point  every  one  of  the 
demands  of  the  House  of  Assembly  re* 
tpectiog  the  control  of  their  own  rev^noei 
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was  declared  to  be  just,  to  be  wise,  and 
to  be  provident.  In  that  year  the  Legis- 
lative Council  was  condemned— that  year 
it  was  when  the  administration  of  justice 
in  that  colony  was  declared  not  to  be  such, 
owing  to  the  peculiar  political  opinions  of 
the  judges,  as  it  ought  to  be  ;  and  now  he 
came  to  the  fact  on  which  the  House  of 
Assembly  had  been  arraigned — viz.,  for 
having,  after  all  their  claims  of  1828  had 
been  granted,  and  their  grievances  re- 
dressed, that  still  out  of  mere  mischief, 
and  with  a  factious  spirit,  they  had  been 
led  on  by  a  set  of  demagogues  to  bring 
forward  new  demands — new  claims  upon 
this  country,  and  to  fabricate  new  griev- 
ances. Now  his  assertion  was,  that  the 
old  grievances  remained — that  they  had 
not  been  redressed  in  point  of  fact,  and 
that  if  they  had  made  any  new  demands, 
it  was  because  they  had  discovered  that 
the  mode  formerly  suggested  for  remedy- 
ing the  evils  had  proved  insufficient  in  the 
hands  of  her  Majesty's  Government.  In 
the  year  1 830  it  so  happened  that  a  Liberal 
Government  as  it  was  called,  came  into 
office  ;  that  Government  was  composed  of 
persona  who  had  been  accustomed  to  ful- 
minate against  the  oppressors  of  Lower 
Canada— that  Government  was  composed 
of  burning  patriots,  whose  passion  for 
liberty  knew  no  bounds — in  fact>  of  in- 
dividuals who  were  supposed  to  be  the 
friends  of  Canada.  There  were  then  sup- 
posed to  be  in  power  men  who  had  laid 
down  broad  principles  of  liberty,  who  bad 
passed  their  lives  in  uttering  pretended 
declarations  of  liberal  opinions;  and  in 
consequence  of  the  advent  of  these  strong 
and  sworn  supporters  of  the  liberal  cause, 
the  feelings  of  the  Canadian  people  were 
naturally  excited,  their  expectations  raised, 
and  they  said, "  Now  that  we  have  got  our 
Liberal  friends  in  office,  the  men  who  had 
fulminated  against  the  Legislative  Council, 
the  mischiefs  would  be  cured  and  the  plague 
stayed."  They  expected  such  things,  but 
like  many  others  they  had  been  disap- 
pointed in  their  expectations.  When  they 
came  into  office  this  Government  had  to 
consider  the  alteration  propounded  by  the 
Committee  of  1 828 ;  and  what  were  the 
chief  of  those  alterations  ?  He  would 
quote  a  very  short  passage  from  the  re- 
port :— 

<'  One  of  the  most  important  subjects  to 
which  their  inquiries  have  been  directed  has 
been  the  state  of  the  Legislative  Councils  in 
both  the  Canadas,  and  the  manner  in  which 


these  assemblies  have  answered  the  purposes 
for  which  they  were  instituted.  Your  Com- 
mittee strongly  recommend  that  a  more  inde- 
pendent character  should  be  given  to  these 
bodies  ;  that  the  majority  of  their  members 
should  not  consist  of  persons  holding  offices  at 
the  pleasure  of  the  Crown ;  and  that  any  other 
measures  that  may  tend  to  connect  more  inti- 
mately this  branch  of  the  constitution  with  the 
interest  of  the  colonies  would  he  attended  with 
the  greatest  advantage.  With  respect  to  the 
judges,  with  the  exception  only  of  the  chief 
justice,  whose  presence  on  particular  occasions 
might  be  necessary,  your  Committee  entertain 
no  doubt  that  they  had  better  not  be  involved 
in  the  political  business  of  the  House.  Upon 
similar  grounds  it  appears  to  your  Committee 
that  it  is  not  desirable  that  judges  should  hold 
seats  in  the  Executive  Council." 

Then  the  Committee  went  on  to  say,  that 
they  lamented  the  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion had  prevented  a  full  investigation 
into  all  the  parts  of  the  subject ;  but  that 
if  the  Legislative  Assembly  and  the  Ex- 
ecutive Government  were  both  put  on  a 
right  footing,  means  could  be  found  to 
remedy  all  minor  grievances.  What  was 
the  consequence  of  the  alteration  made  in 
the  numbers  of  the  Legislative  Council  ? 
Why,  the  feeling  of  the  majority  of  the 
Council  remained  the  same  as  before.  The 
people  said,  '*  It  is  true  that  you  have 
put  into  that  body  a  larger  number  of 
individuals,  but  it  does  not  therefore  fol- 
low that  you  have  altered  the  character  of 
the  Assembly,  or  made  it  more  in  accord- 
ance with  our  interests.  The  majority 
against  the  people  is  the  same.  You  may 
have  chosen  some  two  or  three  individuals 
who  are  justified  in  assuming  the  character 
of  independent  Members ;  but  it  is  also 
true,  that  the  bulk  of  those  whom  you 
have  selected  is  composed  of  persons  who 
ought  not  to  be  in  the  Council  at  all.  We 
know  them  to  be  our  enemies.  They  have 
declared  against  us.  We  know  that  the 
determination  of  the  Assembly  with  regard 
to  our  interests  is  the  same  that  it  has 
been  heretofore.  And  this  we  call  keeping 
the  word  of  promise  to  the  ear  only.  It  is 
the  word,  but  not  the  spirit — the  letter, 
but  by  no  means  the  substantial  reality. 
For  it  is  illusive  to  suppose,  that  the  mode 
in  which  the  instruction  has  been  carried 
into  effect  has  altered  the  essential  charac- 
ter of  the  Assembly."  Was  he  justified  in 
thus  describing  the  alteration  ?  He  could 
hardly  suppose,  that  her  Majesty's  Mints- 
ters  would  oppose  the  authority  of  the 
Commissioners  whom  they  had  sent  out 
— -  of   Commissioners    sent   out   undec 
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the  auspices  of  Goveroment  to  inquire 
into  the  reality  of  the  grievances  of  which 
the  Canadians  complained.  What  did 
these  Commissioners  say  of  the  Legislative 
Council  ?  He  would  read  a  passage  of 
their  Report  to  the  House.  It  was  as 
follows: — 

"On  the  28lh  of  January,  1831,  an  Address 
from  ibe  Assembly  to  the  Governor,  signed  by 
Mr.  Papineaa  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  con- 
tained an  assurance  to  the  following  purport ; 
— ^*It  will  be  our  earnest  desire,  that  harmony 
may  prevail  between  the  several  branches  of 
the  Legislature,  that  full  effect  may  be  given 
to  the  constitution  as  established  by  lavr,  and 
that  it  may  be  transmitted  unimpaired  to  our 
posterity.'  And  towards  the  close  of  the  same 
year  a  Bill  passed  the  House  of  Assembly  con- 
sUfntinf;  the  Legislative  Council  a  court  for 
the  trial  of  impeachments,  without  any  demand 
being  put  forward  that  it  should  be  made 
elective.  The  conciliatory  dispatch  of  Lord 
Ripon,  dated  7th  July,  I83I9  was,  moreover, 
received  in  the  province  in  a  manner  that 
might  have  seemed  to  encourage  the  hope  that 
a  more  harmonious  state  of  public  feeling  was 
on  the  point  of  being  restored.  But  notwith- 
standing these  appearances  the  hostility  which 
had  long  eusted  between  the  two  legislative 
bodies  was  not  really  abated,  for  on  the  8th  of 
March,  in  that  very  year,  1831,  two  resolutions 
were  carried  in  the  Assembly,  (though  they 
were  afterwards  struck  out  of  a  petition  to  the 
King,  into  which  they  had  been  designed  to 
be  inserted,  declaring,  that  *  the  appointment 
by  the  Executive  of  Legislators  for  life  was 
fatal  to  the  tranquillity  and  prosperity  of  the 
province,  and  incompatible  with  good  govern- 
ment.' On  the  29th  of  March  also,  the  Council, 
on  their  part,  placed  on  their  journals  a  series 
of  resolutions  aimed  at  the  most  important 
privileges  of  the  Assembly,  and  particularly 
at  the  one  that,  after  a  contest  of  many  years' 
duration,  they  had  just  succeeded  in  estab- 
lishing—we  mean  the  exclusive  right  to  con- 
trol the  financial  concerns  of  the  province. 
And  it  is  not  unworthy  of  remark,  that  in  the 
very  first  of  these  resohitioos  they  lay  down  as 
a  positive  law  a  practice  which  (however  salu- 
tary) rests,  we  believe,  in  England  only  on  a 
resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons,  adopted, 
like  any  other  of  their  standing  orders,  at  their 
own  discretion,  and  revocable  at  their  own 
pleasure.  By  a  subsequent  resolution,  the 
Council  likewise  assumed  to  itself  the  dan- 
gerous right  of  judging  what  the  contingent 
expenses  of  the  representatives  of  the  people 
ought  to  amount  to.  With  these  signs,  there- 
fore, of  a  continued  hostility  before  us,  we  are 
disposed  to  ascribe  the  fact  of  no  formal 
demand  for  an  Elective  Council  having  been 
made  before  1833  simply  to  the  expectation 
entertained  by  the  popular  party,  that  in  con- 
sequence of  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  1828,  very  essential  alterations  in  the 
composition  of  the  Council  were  on  the  point 


of  being  effected.  An  alteration  was, 
produced  in  1832.  Thejodges  ceased  to  take 
any  part  in  its  proceedings,  and  thirteen  new 
Members,  unconnected  with  the  Gov^rameoi, 
were  added  in  the  course  of  the  year  ;  but  that 
these  nominations  were  unsatisfactory  to  the 
Assembly,  and  that  the  disappointment  they 
felt  in  the  alterations  of  the  Conndl  was  the 
cause  of  their  fresh  proceedings  against  it^  may 
be  inferred  from  the  fact,  that  in  the  next  Ses- 
sion of  the  Legislature  was  voted  the  first 
Address  in  which  a  demand  for  an  Elective 
Council  was  put  forth.  The  nature  of  the 
expectations  that  had  been  raised  in  the 
minds  of  the  prevailing  party  in  the  Assembly, 
respecting  the  nomination  of  these  Members, 
may  probably  be  correctly  gathered  from  the 
ninety-two  resolutions  of  1834,  and  particu- 
larly from  the  24th  of  them,  in  which  it  is  as- 
serted, that  *such  of  the  recently  appointed 
Councillors  as  were  taken  from  the  majority  of 
the  Assembly,  and  had  entertained  the  hope, 
that  a  sufficient  number  of  independent  men, 
holding  opinions  in  unison  with  those  of  the 
majority  of  the  people  and  of  their  representa- 
tives, would  be  associated  with  them,  must 
now  feel  that  they  are  overwhelmed  by  a  ma- 
jority hostile  to  the  country.*  We  certainly  do 
not  think,  that  either  the  recommendation  of 
the  Committee  of  1828,  or  anything  diat  sub- 
sequently issned  from  a  competent  source, 
warranted  an  expectation  that  the  Legiriative 
Council  was  to  be  made  entirely  to  hainnonise 
with  the  feelings  of  the  Assembly ;  nereithe- 
less,  that  something  of  the  kind  was  ex- 
pected by  the  popular  party  does  seem  beyond 
dispute.  We  do  not  feel  called  on  to  pro- 
nounce an  opinion  on  the  propriety  of  the 
appointments  in  question  ^  and  the  more  so  as 
they  were  narrowly  scanned  in  the  cross  ex- 
amination of  Mr.  Morin  before  the  Committee 
of  1834;  but  we  may,  we  think,  ventare  to 
say,  that  whilst  they  satisfied  the  terms  of  the 
recommendation  made  by  the  Committee  of 
1828,  as  far  as  the  matter  of  the  pecuniary  in- 
dependence of  the  Crown  was  concerned,  they 
scarcely  produced  an  alteration  in  the  political 
character  of  the  body,  to  which  the  new  Men^ 
bers  were  aggregated.'* 

He  inferred  from  this  language  held  by 
the  Government  Commissioners  that  the 
House  of  Assembly  was  perfectly  justilied 
in  asserting  that  the  political  character  of 
the  Legislative  Council  was  the  same  in 
1833  that  it  had  been  in  1828,  and  that 
iheir  demand  for  an  Elective  Council  was 
just  what  they  had  a  right  to  expect.  So 
long  as  they  entertained  hopes,  they 
said — 

'<We  won't  propose  the  introduction  of 
anything  new  into  our  constitution.  We  won't 
propose  any  unnecessary  change  in  the  existing 
state  of  things.  We  are  not  the  advocates  of 
any  wild  theoretical  forms  of  Government  ; 
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nor  are  we  at  all  desirous  to  strike  at  the  root 
of  our  institutions.  No;  we  will  apply  to  the 
Home  Government,  We  will  show  them  that 
we  are  moderate  in  our  demands.  We  will 
ask  them  whether  they  think,  that  this  As- 
sembly, (the  Legislative  Council)  ought  to  be 
coropo^  of  individoals  entertaining  feelings 
of  well-ascertained  hostility  to  die  great  body 
of  the  people,  and  with  a  corresponding  array 
of  the  feelings  of  the  people  against  them  ? " 

The  application  was  accordingly  made, 
but  it  was  not  acceded  to.  '*  And 
now/*  »aid  the  Canadians, ''  we  are  placed 
in  a  Dew  position  ;  we  pressed  upon  the 
notice  of  the  British  Government  those 
alterations  which  we  thought  were  best 
suited  to  their  viewS)  but  they  have  re- 
jected our  demands.  Since,  therefore, 
the  Government  will  not  consent  to  the 
introduction  of  these  changes,  let  the 
people  themselves  say  whether  they  cannot 
do  it."  A  convention  of  the  people  was 
then  proposed,  and  an  elective  Legislative 
Council  demanded.  What  was  the  con- 
seqaence  ?  It  might  possibly  be  imagined, 
that  men  on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic 
were  without  feeling — that  they  might  be 
insulted  with  impunity,  and  called  all 
manner  of  injurious  names  with  perfect 
safety.  And  the  then  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonial  Department  (Mr.  Stanley), 
in  writing  to  the  Colonial  Government, 
termed  this  a  *'  national  convention," 
thereby  pretty  broadly  intimating  that  it 
was  copied  after  the  National  Convention 
of  France.  It  was  easy  to  conceive  what 
conclusion  was  suggested  by  that  state- 
ment of  the  then  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Let  hon.  Members  mark  the  extraordinary 
want  of  acquaintance  with  the  actual  state 
of  one  of  our  most  important  colonial 
possessions  which  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man thus  displayed  when  he  thought  of 
comparing  this  convention  or  assemblage 
of  the  people  of  Lower  Canada  with  the 
National  Convention  of  France.  Why, 
conventions  of  this  description* were  mat- 
ters of  every  day  occurrence  in  America. 
It  was  a  matter  of  course  that,  when  it 
was  proposed  to  introduce,  or  to  discuss 
the  introduction  of,  any  change  into  the 
constitution  of  a  state,  such  a  convention 
should  be  held.  And,  at  the  very  moment 
that  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  was  addressing  the 
House,  a  convention  was  being  held  in 
Philadelphia,  with  a  view  to  remodel  the 
constitution  of  that  important  independent 
state.  But  at  that  convention  the  people 
were  all  quiet,  peaceful,  and  deliberative, 
and  never  once  thought  of  making  the 


National  Assembly  of  France  their  model. 
Instead  of  Robespierre,  Danton,  or  Marat 
entering  into  their  minds,  as  individuals  to 
whose  sentiments  they  should  in  any  way 
conform,  the  spirits  under  whose  auspices 
the  proceedings  of  the  Philadelphia  con* 
vention  were  guided  were  those  of  Frank- 
lin, and  Jefferson,  and  Washington.  But 
it  happened,  in  some  way  or  other,  that 
people  were  so  occupied  here  with  matters 
occurring  in  their  own  immediate  neigh* 
bourhood,  that  they  could  not  enter  into 
the  feelings,  nor  conceive  what  was  the 
state  of  mind  of  other  nations,  but  ex- 
claimed, **  Good  God  !  would  you  have  a 
renewal  of  all  the  horrors  of  the  Revolution 
of  1793  ?  Why,  this  Monsieur  Papineau 
is  nothing  more  nor  less  than  the  successor 
of  Robespierre!"  He  (Mr.  Roebuck)  had 
heard  this  gravely  stated  in  this  country* 
He  had  heard  Papineau  likened  to  Robes- 
pierre, and  he  had  heard  the  French 
Canadians  called  the  French  republicans* 
He  had  known  that  demand  for  a  national 
convention  to  be  asserted  on  the  highest 
authority  to  be  nothing  more  nor  less  than 
an  attempt  to  set  up  a  French  republic  in 
Lower  Canada — an  attempt,  in  short,  to 
set  up  an  absolute  democracy.  When  the 
inhabitants  of  Lower  Canada  were  in- 
formed that  this  statement  had  been  made 
with  reference  to  the  proposed  convention, 
they  were  naturally  indignant,  and  several 
Members  of  the  Assembly  expressed  their 
surprise  that  a  Minister  acquainted  with 
the  state  of  that  country  should  use  such 
language.  He  thought  they  were  wrong. 
Nay,  he  was  sure,  quite  sure,  that  the 
House  of  Assembly  was,  for  once,  very 
greatly  in  error.  But  it  was  a  pardonable 
mistake  to  imagine,  that  a  Colonial  Se- 
cretary might  possibly  know  something  of 
the  feelings  of  a  country  for  which  he  was 
Minister,  and  concerning  which  he  was 
about  to  introduce  legislation.  He  must 
acknowledge,  however^  that  the  Canadians 
were  positively  wrong.  It  was  quite  clear 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew 
nothing  of  the  matter  in  hand.  Never- 
theless, the  remonstrances  of  the  Cana- 
dians did  not  receive  the  slightest  atten- 
tion. Perceiving,  at  length,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  total  ignorance  of  the 
subject,  they  said,  '^  This  announcement 
of  vours  is  an  insult  to  us ;"  and  at  the 
moment  there  was  another  circumstance 
which  kindled  and  increased  their  indig- 
nation. They  said,  ''  Having  added  to 
our  Legislative  Council|  which  you  in  your 
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wisdom  deem  all  that  can  be  necessary  to 
remove  our  grievances,  you  taunt  us,  when 
we  ask  you  for  a  national  convention,  with 
this  statement  from  your  Colonial  Secre- 
tary, and,  at  the  same  time,  in  order  to 
enforce  your  authority,  you  deliberately 
batcher  our  people."    And  they  were  jus- 
tified in  the  employment  of  such  language, 
for  at  that  moment  a  circumstance  took 
place  at  Montreal  which  would  never  be 
obliterated  from  the  memory  of  the  Ca- 
nadians*     For  some   trifling   cause,    the 
military  in  that  district  were  called  out, 
and  a  number  of  the  poor  peasantry  of 
the  country  were  shot.     This  sunk  deeply 
into  the  minds  of  the  Canadians.     They 
said,  and  said  naturally,  "  The  Govern- 
ment can  hardly  be  considered  as  parental 
which  sanctions  such  doings  in  a  country 
so  peaceable  as  ours  is,  where  there  has 
been  no  disturbance,  no  riot,  that  would 
not  at  once  yield  to  the  authority  of  the 
constable's  staff;  yet  we  find  a  Govern- 
ment calling  itself  parental  murdering  our 
people,  and  thrusting  their  dominion  down 
our  throats."    The  people  of  Canada  had 
never  forgotten  thai  cold-blooded  cruelty, 
nor  would  they  ever  forget  it,  and  recent 
events  had  served  only  to  render  deeper 
that  already  indelible  impression.  *'  And," 
exclaimed  ihe  learned  Gentleman,  "  if  you 
care  not  what  you  are  about,  there  will 
something  come  that  will  read  you    a 
lesson  which  you  in  your  turn  will  never 
forget,   and   which   will   again  humiliate 
England  after  the  fashion   in  which  your 
forefathers  were  humiliated."     It  was  in 
the  year  1834,  that  the  House  of  Assem- 
blv  first  evinced  a  real  and  serious  deter- 
mmation   to  stop  the  supplies.      There 
were  no  supplies  voted  in  that  year ;  but 
the  House  of  Assembly  passed  resolutions, 
as  they  had  done  before,  slating  their 
grievances  and  demanding  their  removal. 
The  Committee  came  to  an  untimely  end 
— and  why?     Changes  took  place  very 
often  in  the  Cabinet  of  England,   and 
every  change,  it  seemed,  must  make  a 
change  in  the  Colonial  Department.     Mr. 
Stanley  went  out  of  the  Colonial-office,  and 
Mr.  Spring  Rice  came  in.     Soon  after 
Mr.  Spring  Ripe  became  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  an  interview  took  place  be- 
tween that  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
person  who  was  then  acting  as  the  agent 
for  Lower  Canada,  at  which  he  was  pre- 
sent.    Mr.  Spring  Rice  stated,  that  he 
was  yoang  in  office ;  that  he  was  a  new 
and  untried  man ;  that  be  wished  to  place 


the  commencement  of  his  official  career 
in  a  favourable  light  before  the  world ;  that 
he  wished  to  do  justice  to  the  Canadians; 
and  that  all  that  he  desired  was,  that  ha 
bands  mightbe  left  unshackled,  and  his  own 
good  intentions  be  allowed  to  have  the  full- 
est scope.   Upon  thisstatement  the  agent  for 
the  House  of  Assembly — he  mast  say  at 
his  persuasion,  and  he  now  begged  par- 
don of  the  colony  for  having  given  such 
advice — but  at  his  persuasion,  the  agent 
lent  a  favourable   ear   to  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman's  statement,  and  left  bim  with 
the  conviction  that  what  he  had  promised 
would  be  carried  into  effect.     In  that  in- 
terview   Mr.  Spring  Rice  solemnly  pro- 
mised,   in  his  (Mr.  Roebuck's)  presence, 
and  in  the  presence  also  of  the  agent  of 
the  House  of  Assembly,  that  he  would  not 
interfere  with  the  prerogative  of  the  House 
of  Assembly,  and  at  the  same  tioae  ad- 
mited  that  that  body  had  been  mos*  no. 
constitutionally  dealt  with  by  Lord    Dal- 
housie,  and  also  in  another  instance  when 
money    was    taken    out    of  their   chest. 
*^  Never,"  said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
'*  will  I  bring  an  act  into  the  British  Par- 
liamenf  which  shall  justify  me  io  taking 
the  money  out  of  the  colonial  chest ;   the 
prerogatives  of  the    House  of  Assembly 
shall  be  left  untouched,  and  I  will  trust 
entirely  to  the  good  feeling  of  that  body 
to  extricate  me  from  any  temporary  difiSf- 
culty  in  which  I  may  find  myself  involved 
in  consequence  of   the    liberality  of  mv 
conduct."    Such  was  the  language  held 
by  Mr.  Spring  Rice  whilst  he    was    ''a 
young  and   untried   man ;"  yet    he    had 
hardly  got    hold  of  his    office    before  a 
dispatch  was  sent  out  ordering   the   go- 
vernor of  the  colony   to  pay   the    very 
official  servants  whom  the  House  of  As- 
sembly had  determined  not  to  pay ;  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  supposed   that 
he  got    himself  out  of  the  difficalty  bv 
this  sort  of  special  pleading :     "  I  have  not 
done,"  said   he  <*  what   Lord   Dalhousie 
did — I  have  not  taken  the  money  out  of 
their  chest.     I  did  not  go  the  unconstitu- 
tional length  of  asking  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  take  the  money  out  of  their  chest ; 
but  I  ordered  the  governor  to  pay  the 
money,  and  to  draw   upon   the  Treasury 
for  the  amount."     If  he  recollected  right, 
it  was  thought  necessary,  during  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament,  to  pass  a  resolu- 
tion in  the  House  of  Commons  to  enable 
the    Colonial    Minister  to  do  the  same 
thing.     But  Mr.  Spring  Rice  was  alive  to 
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no  such  necessity:  he  took  the  whole 
order  of  the  matter  upon  his  own  respon- 
sibility. And  this  certainly  was  a  case  in 
which  the  people  of  Canada  did  not  ex- 
pect that  a  Colonial  Secretary  who  had 
so  gravely  and  so  solemnly  pledged  him- 
self not  to  infringe  the  prerogatives  of  the 
provincial  legislature  would  take  upon 
himself  to  issue  such  an  order  as  that 
which  proceeded  from  Mr.  Spring  Rice, 
upon  no  other  than  his  own  responsibility. 
Succeeding  events  had  justified  the  opinion 
of  the  Canadians  that  such  a  course  was 
not  consistent  with  the  principles  of  the 
constitution,  because  last  year,  when  a 
similar  step  was  about  to  be  taken,  it  was 
deemed  necessary  that  a  resolution  of  the 
House  of  Commons  should  be  first  ob- 
tained. No  wonder  then  that  the  House 
of  Assembly  was  incensed.  It  was  made 
a  matter  of  complaint  against  that  body 
that  it  refused  to  vote  the  supplies  in  1835 
as  well  as  in  1834.  In  1834  they  re- 
fused to  vote  supplies  in  consequence  of 
their  determination  to  demand  a  remedy 
for  their  grievances.  In  1835  they  re- 
solved not  to  vote  an  amount  of  money 
because  the  head  of  the  colonial  depart- 
ment in  England  had  so  unwarrantably 
strained  his  power  as  to  direct  the  pay- 
ment of  those  servants  of  the  colony  whom 
they  had  determined  should  not  be  paid. 
Thatdetermination  on  the  part  of  the  House 
of  Assembly  was  well  known  to  the  colonial 
authorities  in  England,  was  well  known  to 
Mr.  Spring  Rice,  at  the  time  the  head  and 
chief  of  those  authorities  ;  but  in  spite  of 
that  knowledge  Mr.  Spring  Rice  directed 
the  money  to  be  paid.  Then,  said  the 
House  of  Assembly,  ''we  will  not  pay 
this  money  back ;  you  knew  our  feeling 
and  our  determination  upon  the  matter ; 
you  have  ordered  the  money  to  be  paid 
in  spite  of  us ;  we  will  not  reimburse  you.'' 
Accordingly  in  the  year  1835  the  House 
of  Assembly  again  refused  the  supplies. 
Be  it  marked  and  remembered,  however, 
that  these  two  years,  1834  and  1835, 
were  the  only  two  years  in  which  the  sup- 
plies were  really  refused  by  the  House  of 
Assembly.  Unfortunately  for  the  good 
intentions  of  Mr.  Spring  Rice,  just  upon 
the  very  instant  that  all  his  schemes  were 
rife — just  as  the  extended  plan,  the  great 
and  statesmanlike  affair  which  was  to 
startle  all  beholders  was  about  to  be  trans- 
mitted from  the  Colonial-office,  it  so 
happened,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  passing  down  Pall-mall,  somebody 
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met  him  and  told  him  that  he  was  out  of 
office.  This  was  unfortunate;  but  it 
proved  to  be  the  fact,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  since  ceased  to  be  the 
Colonial  Secretary.  But  there  was  one 
remarkable  circumstance  which  took  place 
before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  out 
of  office,  to  which  he  wished  to  direct 
the  attention  of  the  House.  It  had  been 
brought  as  a  charge  against  the  House 
of  Assembly  that  they  were  so  little  care- 
ful of  the  independence  of  the  judicature, 
that  because  acertain  judge  held  opinions 
conjlirary  to  their  own,  they  withheld  his 
salairy,  and  would  not  place  it  upon  the 
civil  list.  Hence  it  was  concluded  that 
the  House  of  Assembly  desired  to  exercise 
an  undue  and  improper  control  over  the 
judicature  of  the  country.  Now  it  so 
happened  that  just  before  Mr.  Spring 
Rice  went  out  of  office  information  was 
received  at  the  Colonial  office  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  Mr.  Justice  Gale ;  and  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  called  upon 
to  confirm  that  appointment  he  wrote  to 
the  governor  of  the  colony  in  these  terms : 
*-The  learned  Gentleman  read  the  letter 
to  this  effect:  ^'That  it  was  at  all  times 
of  the  highest  importance,  and  more 
especially  at  a  moment  like  that  which 
then  existed,  that  no  person  partaking 
of  the  character  of  a  political  partisan 
should  be  placed  upon  the  bench  in  Lower 
Canada."  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
Canadian  bar  would  be  found  capable  of 
furnishing  some  gentleman  of  more  calm 
and  temperate  views  than  the  individual 
recommended.  When  he  adverted  to 
the  line  of  conduct  taken  by  Mr.  Gale  in 
1828,  and  to  his  connection  with  certain 
measures  of  that  time,  he  (Mr.  S.  Rice) 
very  much  fedred  that  he  would  be  looked 
upon  with  distrust  by  a  very  considerable 
portion  of  the  community  in  Canada. 
Under  these  circumstances  (he  added)  he 
was  not  disposed  to  recommend  the  con- 
firmation of  Mr.  Gale's  appointment. 
Now,  government  news  did  not  travel 
very  fast,  as  he  had  had  reason  to  know ; 
and  it  so  happened  that  the  news  which 
carried  out  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
dismissal  from  office  travelled  more 
rapidly  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
refusal  to  confirm  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Justice  Gale.  Lord  Aylmer,  there- 
fore, finding  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  dismissed,  and  having  received 
no  communication  from  him  relative  to 
Mr.  Justice  Gale,  took  it  upon  himself  to 
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confirm  that  Gentleman  in  his  seat  upon 
the  bench,  at  the  same  time  writing  to 
Lord  Aberdeen  y  the  new  secretary  for  the 
colonies,  stating  the  reasons  why  he  did 
so.  Lord  Aberdeen  thought  the  explana- 
tion sufficient,  and  allowed  Mr.  Justice 
Gale  to  remain  upon  the  bench.  But  the 
House  of  Assembly  was  of  opinion  that  a 
man  whose  conduct  had  been  such  as  to 
give  rise  to  such  grave  and  serious  objec- 
tions on  the  part  of  the  previous  secretary 
for  the  colonies  could  never  be  expected  to 
gain  the  confidence  of  a  great  portion  of 
the  community  over  which  he  was  to  act 
as  judge.  '*  Therefore,"  said  the  House 
of  Assembly,  **  we,  being  the  represents, 
tives  of  the  community,  and  knowing  that 
justice  depends  for  half  or  more  than  half 
its  influence  upon  the  opinion  of  the  peo- 
ple for  whom  it  is  administered — knowing, 
too,  what  the  opinions  of  the  people  are 
with  respect  to  Mr.  Justice  Gale,  and 
seeing  that  his  conduct  has  been  so 
solemnly  impugned  by  the  head  of  the 
colonial  department  in  England,  we,  in 
our  representative  caj^acity,  and  acting  in 
accordance  with  the  views  of  Mr.  Spring 
Rice,  will  not  allow  his  salary."  This  was 
the  true  history  of  the  matter  with  respect 
to  Mr.  Justice  Gale;  and  when  charges 
were  brought  against  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly he  wished  to  know  why  the  whole 
truth  was  not  told.  He  remembered  a 
great  impresiiion  being  once  made  upon 
the  House  of  Commons  by  the  statement 
of  a  colonial  secretary  that  the  House  of 
Assembly  (against  which  the  secretary 
wanted  at  that  time  to  make  out  a  case) 
had  refused  to  reimburse  Lord  Aylmer  for 
the  expense  he  had  been  put  to  in  his 
efforts  to  protect  the  colony  from  the  visit- 
ation of  the  cholera.  It  was  said  that 
Lord  Aylmer  had  expended  7,000/.  for 
that  purpose,  and  that  the  House  of 
Assembly  had  refused  to  repay  him,  upon 
the  ground  that  he  had  exceeded  his 
authority  in  making  the  disbursement. 
A  statement  of  that  kind  was  made  by  a 
gentleman  filling  the  situation  of  colonial 
secretary ;  but  it  was  afterwards  proved 
that  that  gentleman  must  have  been  guilty 
of  some  culpable  negligence  in  reading  or 
arranging  his  information,  as  every  one  of 
his  assertions  turned  out  to  be  untrue.  In 
the  first  place,  the  sum  expended  was 
700/.,  not  7.000/.;  and  in  the  second 
pim  e.  Lord  Aylmer,  when  he  applied  to 
the  House  of  Assembly,  was  repaid  at 
onc'o.     Yet    months    went  \^over|  during 


which  the  impression  obtained  agaiost  the 
House  of  Assembly  that  they  were  so 
base,  so  bad,  so  dishonest,  so  utterly  heart- 
less, as  to  refuse  the  repayment  of  a  sam 
which  had  been  expended  for  a  purpose  »o 
humane  and  necessary  as  that  of  endea- 
vouring t9  prevent  the  access  of  a  terrible 
pestilence.  The  person  who  made  that 
statement  was  Mr.  Stanley.  This  was  the 
way,  indeed,  in  which  successive  Govern- 
ments talked  of  the  House  of  Assembly, 
and  it  unfortunately  happened  that  the 
House  of  Assembly  was  not  here  to 
answer  for  itself,  nor  could  its  defence  be 
attempted,  except  by  chance,  and  by  the 
voice  of  one  man  against  the  voices  of  a 
hundred.  He  remembered  in  earlier  days 
reading  the  history  of  one  of  the  match- 
less characters  of  antiquity,  who  said,  that 
his  character  had  been  assailed  for  a  life, 
and  could  not  be  defended  in  an  hour — 
that  his  assailants  had  occupied  many 
years  in  poisoning  the  public  mind  agaiost 
his  character,  and  that  when  he  was 
brought  to  the  bar  of  trial  for  life  or 
death,  he  felt  himself  in  such  a  position 
that  he  could  not  wipe  off  the  stain  which 
those  artful  assailants  had  been  careful  to 
implant  upon  the  public  mind  :  he  felt, 
therefore,  that  he  stood  before  a  jury 
almost  condemned  before  he  was  h^^d. 
That  matchless  character,  with  whom  he 
became  acquainted  in  the  course  of  his 
scholastic  reading,  was  Socrates.  Lake 
the  life-long  assailants  of  Socrates,  men 
were  in  the  habit  of  getting  up  in  that 
House,  and  with  a  total  disregard  of 
truth,  or  a  total  ignorance  of  facts,  and 
making  assertions  with  respect  to  the 
House  of  Assembly  which  they  knew 
could  not  be  answered,  except  after  the 
lapse  of  a  considerable  time,  during  which 
the  poison  of  their  statements  would  be 
allowed  to  eat  its  way  in  the  public  mind« 
Statements  of  this  kind  had  frequently 
been  made  by  persons  holding  high  and 
responsible  situations  in  the  Government, 
but  who  seemed  utterly  careless  of  whe- 
ther their  statements  were  true  or  false  as 
long  as  they  produced  the  impression 
desired.  He  (Mr.  Roebuck)  maintained 
that  this  partial  dealing  with  the  truth, 
this  garbling  with  evidence,  was  more 
suitable  to  Old  Bailey  practitioners  than 
to  those  who  advised  her  Majesty  and 
directed  the  counc'ls  of  the  State.  He 
would  now  return  to  the  stream  of  his 
narrative.  Upon  tlie  dismissal  of  Mr. 
Spring    Rice,    Lord    Aberdeen  was    ap- 
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pointed  to  the  colonial  secretaryship,  and 
with  the  administration  of  which  that 
noble  Lord  was  a  member,  was  originated 
the  bright  idea  of  a  commissioner,  and  a 
commissioner  was  in  consequence  ap- 
pointed. But  it  so  happened  that  the 
Goyernment  of  which  Lord  Aberdeen  was 
a  member  did  not  stand — it  was  not  per- 
manent. The  succeeding  administration, 
however,  was  exceedingly  delighted  with 
the  idea  of  the  commission.  But,  not 
wishing  to  take  anything  which  assumed 
the  appearance  of  an  improvement  from 
theiropponent5,theydeterminedtodo8ome- 
thing  that  should  be  their  own,  and  with 
characteristic  intelligence  and  zeal  they  at 
once  destroyed  everything  that  was  good 
in  the  commission ;  for,  instead  of  con- 
fining the  responsibility  of  the  commission 
to  one  man,  they  determined  to  extend  it 
to  three.  And  now  did  they  extend  it? 
What  character  did  they  give  to  their  com- 
mission? They  compounded  it  of  three 
different  sets  of  politicians.  Of  these 
three  commissioners  the  first  was  a  high 
Tory,  the  second  (the  term  seemed  con- 
tradictory, but  there  was  no  other  to  sup- 
ply its  place)  a  Tory- Whig,  and  the  third 
a  Radical- Whig.  These  three  men  went 
out  to  Canada,  bound  together  by  one 
secretary.  What  did  they  go  to  do  f  To 
inquire.  True;  they  went  to  inquire, 
but  about  what?  The  grievances  of  the 
people.  But  the  grievances  of  the  people 
were  best  reflected  by  the  body  which 
had  been  elected  as  the  representative 
of  the  whole  of  them.  The  House  of 
Assembly,  therefore,  very  properly  said, 
''We  are  the  people;  we  are  returned  as 
the  Representatives  of  the  people  in  a 
manner  that  you  cannot  impugn— you  do 
not  pretend  to  say  that  we  do  not  repre- 
sent the  opinions  and  feelings  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  people—why,  therefore, 
send  out  a  commission  to  supersede  us 
who  assemble  here  under  the  sanction  of 
an  Act  of  the  British  Legislature,  whilst 
the  commission  comes  out  only  under  an 
order  of  the  Crown?"  However,  the 
commission  went  out;  and  if  he  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  wanted  anything  that  should 
justify  in  every  particular  the  proceedings 
of  the  House  of  Assembly  in  Lower 
Canada,  he  would  point  to  the  report  of 
the  Commissioners  to  furnish  him  with 
that  justification.  Every  part  of  it  af- 
forded a  complete  justification  for  every 
act  of  that  branch  of  the  Colonial  Legis- 
lature.    First  and  foremost,  there  was  a 


sort  of  see-saw  as  regarded  the  constitu- 
tion, but  all  the  facts  adduced  in  the 
report  went  to  the  complete  justification  of 
the  House  of  Assembly.  There  was  a 
good  deal  of  parade  about  the  report-^a 
good  deal  of  sound  and  fury ;  first,  there 
was  the  full  broadside  of  the  commission, 
then  the  single  gun  of  Sir  Charles  Grey, 
and  then  the  replication  of  Sir  George 
Gipps ;  and  what  between  the  broadside, 
the  sfngle  gun,  and  the  replication,  there 
was  a  vast  deal  of  confusion  in  the  report ; 
but  those  who  were  enabled  to  see  their 
way  clearly  through  it,  could  not  fail  of 
arnving  at  the  conclusion,  that  in  every 
particular  the  House  of  Assembly  had 
been  right.  He  would  read  a  passage 
from  the  report,  which,  if  it  had  any 
meaning  at  all,  would  go  directly  to  the 
proof  of  that  assertion.  He  quoted  now 
from  the  general  report-^ the  general 
broadside  of  the  Commissioners.  The 
passage  ran  thus : — *'  For  a  number  of 
years  the  Council,  keeping,  as  it  did,  in 
close  union  with  the  executive,  prevailed ; 
but  in  process  of  time  the  inherent  force 
of  a  popular  assembly  developed  itself; 
and  in  the  great  contest  that  ensued  about 
money  matters,  the  Assembly  came  out 
completely  successful."  That  was  to  say 
that  in  a  dispute  which  had  lasted  from 
the  year  1810  to  the  year  1828,  the 
Assembly  at  length  prevailed.  It  was  to 
be  assumed,  then,  that  the  Assembly  was 
right.  "  During  the  financial  struggle, 
continued  as  it  was  for  more  than  a 
quarter  of  a  century,  it  was  only  natural 
that  other  collateral  causes  of  aifference 
should  arise;  and,  if  we  were  to  examine 
into  these,  we  believe  we  should  also  find 
that  in  every  one  of  them  the  Assembly 
has  carried  its  point."  That  was  to  say, 
that  for  upwards  of  a  quarter  of  a  century 
the  House  of  Assembly  had  not  demanded 
a  single  thing  which  was  not  ultimately 
granted  to  them ;  the  inference  of  course 
was,  that  they  had  demanded  only  that 
which  was  right.  The  commissioners  con- 
tinued :  *'  As  a  few  instances,  we  will 
mention  the  right  of  the  House  to  accuse 
and  bring  to  trial  public  oflficers;  their 
right  to  appoint  an  agent  in  England" — 
he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  hoped  that  that  would 
satisfy  the  House  at  least  upon  the  point 
of  agency—'*  and  their  right  to  control 
their  own  contingent  expenses;  their  de- 
mand for  the  withdrawal  of  the  judges 
from  political  affairs,  or  from  seats  in  the 
legislative  bodies  or  the  executive  coun- 
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ciU,  and  for  the  &urr«Dd6r  of  the  proceeds 
of  the  Jesuiis'  estates.  All  these  are 
puiiiti^on  whici)  contests  have  taken  place 
between  the  two  Houses,  and  in  every  ODe 
of  tiicro  the  popular  branch  has  prevailed^ 
and  the  Council  been  successively  driven 
fronn  every  position  it  had  attempted  to 
niaiiitaiii.  The  A$seinblv«  at  the  same 
time,  by  attacking  abuses  in  the  admints- 
tranon,  and  brin>>ing  charges  against  nu- 
merous ofiiccrs  of  the  Executive,  succeeded 
scaicoly  less  in  exposing  the  weakness  of 
the  Govcniinent  than  of  the  Council."  It 
was  very  strange  that  the  word  *'  weak- 
ness" should  be  introduced  into  that  part 
of  tlie  report.  How  was  it  that  the  House 
of  Assembly  became  successful?  Not 
because  the  Government  was  weak*— the 
Government  was  strong  enough  if  it 
pleased  to  put  down  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly— the  reason  why  the  Assembly  suc- 
ceeded was,  because  the  Government  was 
wrong.    The  report  proceeded  :— 

'^Both  the  Council  and  the  Government 
have  been  worsted  in  many  a  struggle  that 
they  never  ought  to  have  engaged  in ;  and  if 
the  Assembly  has  in  consequence  grown  pre- 
sumptuous^  we  apprehend  that  such  is  only 
the  ordinary  effect  of  an  unchecked  couise  of 
success.'' 

The  next  was,  he  thought,  one  of  the 
most  extraordinary  statements  ever  put 
forward  upon  a  subject  of  this  kind : — 

'^  In  the  course  of  these  protracted  disputes, 
too^  it  has  happened  that  the  Assembly,  com- 
posed almo«t  entirely  of  French  Canadians, 
have  constantly  figured  as  the  assertors  of 
popular  rights,  and  as  the  advocates  of  liberal 
institutions,  whilst  the  Council,  in  which  the 
Kiigtish  interest  prevails,  have,  on  the  other 
hand,  been  made  to  appear  as  the  supporters 
of  arbitrary  power,  ana  of  antiquated  political 
doctrines ;  and  to  this  alone  we  are  persuaded 
the  fact  is  to  be  attributed  that  the  majority  of 
settlers  from  the  United  States  have  hitherto 
sided  with  the  French  rather  than  the  English 
party.  The  Representatives  of  the  counties  of 
Stanstead  and  Missisquoi  have  not  been  sent 
to  Parliament  to  defend  the  feudal  system,  to 
protect  the  French  language,  or  to  oppose  a 
system  of  registration.  Tney  have  been  sent 
to  lend  their  aid  to  the  assertors  of  popular 
rights,  and  to  oppose  a  Government  by  which, 
in  their  opinion,  settlers  from  the  United 
Staieii  have  been  neglected  or  regarded  with 
disfuvour/' 

Now,  he  begged  the  House  to  observe 
in  the  next  sentence  the  manner  in  which 
the  Legislative  Council  sought  to  extend 
British  feelings,  and  to  protect  British  in- 
let i'sts  in  the  province.     If  he  understood 
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anything  abont  English  feelings  or  Engl » 
interests  in  the  colony,  it  would  m^ 
this :  that  English  feelings  were  l 
favour  of  a  free  representative  Govern 
roent,  and  opposed  to  every  thing  wh:: 
had  the  appearance  of  arbitrary  power- 
that  English  feelings  were  in  favour  ^ 
Municipal  Institutions  which  aobsisiei:  i 
England,  and  opposed  to  the  system  d 
centralization  which  obtained  tn  Franc-. 
The  Commissioners  went  on  to  aav  :— 


"  Even  during  our  residence  in  the  provir: 
we  have  seen  the  Council  continue  to  2r  i 
the  same  spirit,  and  discard  what  we  beli'^v- 
would  have  proved  a  most  salutary  meascr-.. 
in  a  manner  which  can  hardly  be  taken  ouiet- 
wise   than  to  indicate  at  least  a  coldness  u  • 
wards  the  establishment  of  customs  calcuxLie. 
to  exercise  the  judgment,   and  promote  !<; 
general  improvement    of  the    people.     ^^- 
allude  to  a  Bill   for  enabling    parishes  an. 
townships   to  elect  local  officers   and  as«e<^ 
themselves  for  local  purposes,  which  mean::, 
though  not  absolutely  rejected,  was  suilereu 
to  fail  in  a  way  that  showed  uo  friendliness  t 
the  principle.'' 

Now,  what  was  that  principle?  Toe 
principle  of  representative  Govemmeni. 
They  were  very  often  told,  that  the  legis- 
lative Assembly  was  the  great  anertor  anc 
vindicator  of  the  English  interest  ui 
Canada.  He  asserted  the  preciae  cori- 
trary ;  and  he  had  quoted  evidence  from 
the  report  of  the  CommissioneiB  theraselvs 
to  show  that  in  the  only  instanoes  in  wlud 
it  had  ever  done  anything,  it  had  done 
all  it  could,  to  support,  protect,  and  maii:< 
tain,  the  principles  of  arlntrary  power.  \\t 
had  proved,  that  the  Legislative  Couno 
was  French  so  far  forth  as  it  was  favour- 
able to  its  own  arbitrary  power,  and  £nz- 
lish  so  far  forth  as  it  could  create  a  preju- 
dice against  the  House  of  Assemblj.  He 
must  observe  how  remarkable  it  was,  that 
British  merchants,  on  going  out  to  Canada, 
should  all  at  once  be  so  very  much  struck 
at  the  absence  of  a  registration-office  in 
that  country,  when,  as  was  very  well 
known,  there  was  no  general  registration- 
office  in  England.  It  was  a  cnrioos  fact 
that  in  this  country,  with  the  exception 
of  the  counties  of  Middlesex  and  York, 
there  was  no  office  for  the  registration  of 
deeds,  mortgages,  &c.  How  was  it,  then, 
that  merchants  on  going  to  Canada  all 
at  once  discovered  that  an  establishment 
of  that  kind  was  essential  to  the  protection 
of  their  interests?  Some  iogenioat  per- 
son might,  perhaps,  discover  the  cause : 
but  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  confessed  that  it 
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came  not  within  the  scope  of  his  powers  of 
penetration.  In  the  midst  of  all  the  con- 
tention upon  the  subject,  it  had  invariably 
happened  that  the  House  of  Assembly  had 
wished  to  promote  all  the  real  and  sub* 
stantial  advantages  of  an  office  of  regis- 
tration ;  but  they  said,  '*  We  will  not  pass 
such  a  Bill  as  shall  throw  the  poor  persons 
of  the  country  into  the  hands  of  a  notary." 
Perhaps  the  House  would  excuse  him  if  he 
entered  into  a  short  explanation  upon  the 
point.  It  so  happened  that  under  the  old 
English  law,  mortgages  might  be  effected 
upon  land  over  and  over  again,  and  for 
more  than  twice  its  value,  without  the 
possibility  of  inflicting  any  kind  of  punish- 
ment upon  the  person  by  whom  the 
money  was  obtained.  But  by  the  French 
law,  if  a  mortgage  for  more  than  the  value 
of  the  land  were  effected,  it  would  be 
classed  with  the  offences  coming  under 
the  generic  term  dolus^  and  which  meant 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  that  an  offence 
of  this  kind  amounted  to  felony.  The 
House  of  Assembly  found  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  wholesale  introduction  of 
the  English  law  in  the  manner  of  which 
he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  had  already  complained, 
no  punishment  was  attached  to  an  offence 
which  they  had  always  previously  been 
taoght  to  regard  as  a  crime.  They  found 
that,  according  to  the  English  law,  which 
was  new  to  them,  a  person  who  mortgaged 
his  land  for  more  than  its  value,  could 
not  be  punished.  "  Therefore,"  said  the 
House  of  Assembly,  **  we  will  endeavour 
to  get  at  this  class  of  offenders  by  estab- 
lishing a  law  which  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  our  old  law  of  '  Stelionat.'  "  A  Bill 
having  that  object  in  view,  accordingly 
passed  through  the  House  of  Assembly, 
but  the  Legislative  Council  threw  it  out. 
And  yet  the  Legislative  Council  called 
itself  the  defender  and  assertor  of  English 
interests  in  the  colony,  and  constantly 
complained  of  the  absence  of  an  office  of 
registration.  In  the  Bill  passed  by  the 
House  of  Assembly,  the  means  were 
afforded  of  establishing  a  registration- 
office,  or  an  institution  that,  in  all 
respects,  should  be  tantamount  to  such  an 
office ;  but  the  Legislative  Council  refused 
to  take  it.  Why  ?  Because,  in  reality 
and  in  truth,  they  did  not  desire  to  see  a 
system  of  registration  established — they 
did  not  desire  to  make  fraudulent  mort- 
gages a  crime,  but  they  did  desire  to  have 
the  meansof  creating  a  prejudice  against 

the  H0089  of  Aflnerably.    If  there  were 


one  thing  which  more  than  another  distin- 
guished the  institutions  of  England,  it 
was  the  manner  in  which  all  local  affairs 
were  left  to  the  management  and  control 
of  local  authorities.  In  this  respect  the 
institutions  of  England  afforded  a  strong 
contrast  to  those  of  France,  where  the 
pernicious  system  of  centralization  placed 
the  management  of  all  the  affairs  of  the 
country  in  the  capital.  He  would  explain 
this  point  in  a  few  words,  by  quoting  the 
language  of  Mr.  John  Nielson,  to  whose 
testimony  he  liked  to  refer.  Mr.  Nielson, 
in  his  examination  before  the  Committee 
of  1828,  was  asked,  *' Are  persons  who 
settle  in  the  townships,  holding  land  upon 
the  English  tenure  of  free  and  common 
soccage,  exposed  to  any  other  difficulties 
than  those  which  arise  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  courts  of  law  V — Mr.  Nielson 
replied,  *'  I  do  not  think  that  those 
people  complain  of  anything  except  that 
they  are  far  out  of  the  way;  because, 
unfartunately,  the  grants  were  made  to 
them  in  a  remote  part  in  preference  to  the 
grants  being  made  nearer  the  St.  Law* 
rence.  But,  their  great  object  has  been 
to  obtam  a  representative  in  the  assembly 
of  the  province ;  and  they  have  met  in 
their  usual  way  upon  Stanstead  Plain, 
and  have  declared  that  they  were  satisfied 
with  the  Bill  that  was  passed  by  the  As- 
sembly, and  they  have  petitioned  the  As- 
sembly and  the  Council  to  pass  thai  Bill. 
They  say  that  in  the  event  of  the  Bill  pass- 
ing, they  think  they  can  get  a  remedy 
for  all  their  grievances ;  that  the  first 
thing  they  want  is  to  get  a  representa« 
tion  in  the  assembly  of  the  province,  and 
the  assembly  of  the  province  is  willing  to 
join  them  in  redressing  their  grievances  ; 
but  any  person  that  by  chance  happens  to 
have  connection  with  the  townships,  goes 
and  speaks  as  if  he  was  deputed  by  the 
townships.  We  have  had  twenty  different 
stories  told  us  in  that  way ;  but  the  mo- 
ment they  have  representatives  of  their 
own  to  speak  for  them,  everybody  will  be- 
lieve them,  and  there  is  no  doubt  they  will 
get  a  remedy  for  everything  they  complain 
of.  There  is  one  thing  that  is  desired  to 
give  them,  which  they  have  in  the  United 
States,  and  that  is  the  power  of  regulating 
their  own  little  local  concerns,  which,  I 
conceive,  contributes  very  much  to  the 
prosperity  of  the  United  States;  every 
district  of  the  country  regulates  matters  of 
common  convenience,  such  as  roads  and 
bridges^whsit  can  be  done  by  an  indivH 
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dual  is  done  by  a  CDmmon  effort  of  the 
whole  oominuiiity,  as  delermined  by  the 
majority  ;  whereas,  io  the  townships,  they 
caD  get  nothing  done  without  delays  and 
expenses.''  Mr.  Neilson  was  then  asked^ 
to  ^'describe  the  difference  between  the 
state  of  things  in  that  respect  in  Canada 
and  in  the  United  States?"  He  an- 
swered in  these  terms : — '*  In  Canada  we 
have  been  plagued  with  an  old  French 
system  of  government :  that  is  to  say,  a 
government  in  which  the  people  have  no 
concern  whatsoever,  every  thing  must  pro- 
ceed from  the  city  of  Quebec  and  the  city 
of  Montreal,  and  persons  must  corae  to 
the  city  of  Quebec  and  the  city  of  Mon- 
treal to  do  every  thing,  instesd  of  being 
able  to  do  for  themselves  in  their  own 
localities.  In  the  United  States  they  have 
the  English  system,  by  which  every  local- 
ity has  certain  powers  of  regulating  its  own 
concerns,  by  which  means  they  regulate 
them  cheaper  and  better;  whereas  with 
us,  a  roan  must  make  a  journey  to  Que- 
bec ;  he  must  go  to  a  great  expense;  he 
laust  bow  to  this  man  and  bow  to  that 
man,  and  rap  at  this  door  and  rap  at  that 
door,  and  spend  days  and  weeks  to  effect 
a  little  improvement  of  a  road,  or  some- 
thing of  that  kind,  of  common  conve- 
nience to  a  district;  whereas  all  that  is 
done  in  the  United  States,  without  going 
out  of  his  own  small  district."  Now  that 
was  precisely  what  the  House  of  Assembly 
wanted  to  do.  They  passed  a  bill — passed 
it  more  than  once,  by  which  the  people  in 
the  townships,  against  whom  they  were 
supposed  to  entertain  so  strong  an  animo- 
sity, were  to  have  the  control  over  their 
own  concerns.  The  Legislative  Council, 
however,  invariably  threw  out  the  Dill, 
because  they  said  it  was  tainted  with  the 
principle  of  representation.  Could  any- 
thing afford  a  stronger  proof  that  the  real 
support  of  English  interests  was  in  the 
House  of  Assembly,  and  that  the  Legisla- 
tive Council  was  the  advocate  only  of 
those  narrow  and  arbitrary  views  which 
were  diametrically  opposed  to  every  Eog« 
lish  feeling?  He  now  came  to  the  demand 
of  the  House  of  Assembly  for  an  elective 
council.  He  had  shown  that  this  demand 
was  warranted,  first  by  the  report  of  the 
Commissioners,  and  next  by  the  eonduet 
of  the  Legislative  Council,  which  conduct 
had  been  so  bad  as  to  give  rise  tq  the  ad- 
mission, even  amongst  those  by  whom  it 
was  supported,  that  it  required  reform. 
He  had  ahown  that  the  Coimeil  wm  now 


in  precisely  the  same  state  as  it  was  when 
that  admission  was  made.  He  had  shown 
that  the  people  themselves  were  dissatis- 
fied with  it ;  and  finally  he  had  shown 
that  the  House  of  Assembly  bad  asked  in 
a  quiet,  decorous,  and  respectful  maaner 
that  the  people  of  the  country  might  be 
allowed  to  meet  in  a  national  convention 
to  determine  whether  or  not  the  elective 
council  were  fit  for  them.  The  answer  of 
the  House  of  Commons  to  that  demand 
last  year  was  a  peremptory  refusal ;  but^ 
at  the  same  time,  the  House  of  Commons 
gravely  and  solemnly  stated  by  its  resolu- 
tions, that  the  Legislative  Council  required 
reform.  Upon  that  occasion,  the  House 
of  Commons  again  solemnly  maintained 
the  demand  of  the  House  of  Assembly  for 
a  reform  of  the  Legislative  Council ;  for, 
in  the  resolutions  which  were  passed  at 
the  same  time  that  an  elective  council  was 
refused,  the  House  said  •*  No — we  will 
not  grant  you  the  elective  council,  bnt  we 
see  that  you  must  have  a  reform  in  your 
Legislative  Council ;  at  the  same  time,  we 
will  take  away  your  money,  because  for 
the  last  two  years  you  have  refused  to 
vote  the  supplies" — and  because  the  House 
of  Commons  could  not  pass  a  bill  in  time 
to  sanction  the  taking  away  the  money, 
they  sent  out  to  the  governor  of  the  colony 
instructions  to  ask  the  House  of  Anstmbiy 
again  to  vote  the  supply.  He  now  came 
to  what  he  must  regard  as  the  very  pecs- 
liar  proceeding  of  the  present  Qovernment 
in  the  dispute  with  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly. The  House  of  Commons  and  the 
House  of  Lords  had  voluntarily  declared, 
in  a  series  of  resolutions  to  which  they  had 
severally  and  mutuallv  agreed,  that  a  re- 
form in  the  Legislative  Council  was 
needed  :  at  the  same  time,  they  bade  the 
Colonial  Governor  demand  the  sapplies 
of  the  House  of  Assembly,  after  having 
infVinged  the  constitutional  rights  of  that 
body  in  the  most  marked  and  ejitraor- 
dinary  manner.  He  would  be  frank  in 
this  matter.  He  knew  what  would  take 
place  in  Canada.  He  told  the  House  what 
would  take  place,  and  his  prophecies  ware 
verified  to  the  letter.  When  the  resolo- 
tions  of  last  year  went  out  the  necessary 
oonsequenco  was,  that  every  man  in  the 
colony  asked  himself  **  Are  we  to  bear 
this)  What  is  the  alternative t  It  is 
clear  that  the  Imperial  Parliament,  para^ 
mount  in  England,  and  indeed  over  the 
whole  of  its  great  empire,  has  decided 
againii  va ;  we  havsi  thsrefere,  no  hops 
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through  the  ordioary  means  of  obtaining 
our  desires."  "  Is  there^  then,  no  alter- 
native V*  was  the  national  question  which 
every  man  put  to  himself.  It  was  put  by 
the  leaders  of  the  people  to  the  people 
themselves ;  and  the  answer  of  the  people 
wasy  **  The  power  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment is  so  great  that  it  may  override  us 
under  any  circumstances ;  therefore,  we 
must  submit."  The  determination  come 
to  by  the  leaders  was,  to  counsel  the 
people  to  submit.  He  did  not  say,  that 
they  did  not  expect  a  day  to  arrive  when 
some  other  alternative  might  not  present 
itself;  but  the  result  was,  they  deter- 
mined to  submit.  At  the  same  time 
they  said,  '*  We  are  to  be  called  toge- 
ther by  the  governor — he  is  to  present 
to  us  the  resolutions  of  the  House  of 
Commons  and  the  House  of  Lords. 
Those  resolutions  are  to  be  presented  to 
us  as  a  whole,  and  if  the  governor  gives 
us  a  fair  opportunity  of  saying  to  our 
constituents  that  we  have  done  all  that  we 
could  do,  and  that  all  has  been  done  for 
them  that  the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain 
has  determined,  we  must  yield,  and  for  the 
present  submit  to  the  demands  of  the 
Government."  Such  were  the  feelings— 
and  he  was  bold  in  saying  these  things 
•-*he  would  pledge  himself  that  such  were 
the  feelings  and  intentions  with  which  the 
members  of  the  House  of  Assembly  went 
to  Quebec.  The  resolutions  were  placed 
before  them  as  a  whole,  but  what  was  the 
demand  of  the  governor?  Money,  money, 
money  I  But,  said  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly, *'  is  there  not  something  else  in  the 
resolutions?  Is  it  all  money,  money, 
money  ?  Is  there  not  some  acknowledg. 
ment  of  abuse  in  the  resolutions?  Are 
you  come  only  to  ask  for  money  ?  Have 
you  not  any  authority  for  effecting  some 
alteration  in  the  Legislative  Council?" 
Why  did  they  ask  this?  Because,  in 
point  of  fact,  there  had  been  circulated  in 
Montreal,  with  a  sort  of  demi-oilictal  au- 
thority, a  list  of  the  new  Council.  That 
list  was  withdrawn.  It  was  not  acted  upon ; 
and  for  four  long  months  things  went  on 
shilly-shally  dilly-dally — the  colonial  de. 
partroent  on  one  side,  and  Lord  Gosford 
on  the  other,  with  a  great  country  there  in 
a  slate  next  to  revolution,  and  with  a 
repfesenlaltve  body  anxious  for  an  excuse 
i— 4inxioas  for  the  means  of  saying  to  the 
people,  "  we  have  got  all  we  can,  all  that 
the  Imperial  Parliament  have  proposed, 
and  we  must  submit "    But  what  was  it 


they  sent  ?  They  sent  the  governor  with 
these  resolutions  in  his  hands,  but  with 
nothing  of  redress,  nothing  to  satisfy  the 
pride  as  well  as  the  vanity  of  these  people ; 
nothing  conciliatory,  but  all  that  was 
grasping,  after  money,  money,  money.  At 
whose  door  did  all  this  lie  ?  Why,  at  the 
imbecility  of  the  Colonial-office.  Did  the 
House  believe  that  if  there  had  been  a  man 
of  weight  and  of  mind  to  lead  in  these  af- 
fairs there  could  have  been  such  delay  upon 
such  important  points?  Good  Godl  to 
those  who  sent  out  all  sorts  of  people  to  all 
sorts  of  places,  were  there  no  means  of 
sending  out  a  man  post-haste  to  the 
governor  of  Lower  Canada,  begging  him, 
for  God's  sake,  to  go  down  to  the  House  of 
Assembly  with  a  proposition  for  an  altered 
Legislative  Council,  at  least  before  he  asked 
for  money,  entreating  him  not  to  insult  that 
Assembly,  not  to  say  to  them,  **  we  do  not 
care  anything  for  your  feelings,  you  who 
represent  the  feelings  of  the  whole  body 
of  the  people.  True  it  is,  we  admit  that 
the  Legislative  Council  have  done  all  that 
is  mischievous ;  this  we  admit  by  the 
report  of  our  commission,  this  we  admit  by 
the  solemn  censure  of  a  resolution  of  Par- 
liament— ^all  this  to  us  is  as  nought—- we 
have  the  power  to  ask  for  money,  and  that 
is  all  we  regard?"  Why,  any  man  of 
common  sagacity  would  conceive  that  at 
least  it  was  intended,  when  communicating 
those  resolutions  to  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly, that  the  governor  should  go  down  with 
some  such  proposition  as  that  of  a 
thorough  investigation  into  the  abuses  of 
the  Council.  Why  was  that  not  done  ?  It 
must  be  supposed  that  justice  was  asleep ; 
that  the  Colonial-office  was  in  that  happy 
state  of  repose  in  which  it  could  not  even 
hear  the  murmurs  of  the  people,  although 
they  were  so  loud  as  to  startle  every  one 
else.  Nothing  could  awake  it  from  its 
slumbers.  What  cared  the  Colon iaUofiice 
at  the  Canadian  people  being  insulted  by 
this  mode  of  proceeding?  It  was  a  very 
easy  thing  to  get  at  the  Exchequer ;  there- 
fore, if  a  revolt  did  take  place,  why,  it 
must  be  put  down.  It  might  cost  some- 
thing, to  be  sure,  but  that  could  not  be 
helped;  besides,  an  opportunity  might,  at 
the  same  time,  be  obtained  of  potting 
down  the  House  of  Assembly,  and  that 
was  something.  Well,  what  took  place 
besides?  Before  Lord  Gosford  met  the 
House  of  Assembly  he  was  exceedingly 
carefal  to  insolt  the  leader  of  the  people 
there.     It  was  well  known   that   three 
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monihA  before  the  meeting  of  the  House  of 
Assembly  Mr.  Papineau  attended  various 
meetings  of  the  people.  The  leaders  of 
the  people  discovered  at  the  time  of  these 
public  meetings  that  the  people  were  not 
prepared  for  the  alternative  to  which  he 
(Mr.  Roebuck)  had  alluded.  What  did 
Lord  Gosford  do?  He  waited  three 
months,  and  then  he  did  that  which  all  the 
advocates  of  Canada  had  been  unable 
hitherto  to  do-— he  brought  the  grievances 
home  to  every  man's  door.  Hitherto  the 
advocates  of  Canada  had  been  obliged  to 
address  the  Canadian  people  through  their 
understandings.  They  had  said  to  them 
— and  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  acknowledged 
that  he  was  one  who  did  so — "These  are 
encroachments  upon  your  privileges- 
watch  them  well.  The  effect,  though  not 
mischievous  now,  may  be  so  hereafter. 
The  words  of  Lord  Gosford  may  be  a 
warning  to  you."  This  was  a  warning  to 
the  nation :  but  being  in  themselves 
happy,  and  not  disposed  to  do> anything 
violent,  those  good  people,  although  they 
did  support  systematically  their  represen- 
tatives, yet  they  did  nothing  more.  But 
Lord  Gosford  came  and  dismissed  by 
wholesale  the  militia  officers  and  magis- 
trates, thereby  making  every  man  feel  him- 
self personally  insulted — and  these  were 
the  people  he  was  to  conciliate !  Could 
anybody  wonder,  after  seeing  that  the 
resolutions  were  not  carried  out,  and  after 
seeing  that  nothing  was  done  to  satisfy 
one  of  their  just  demands,  the  justice  of 
them  acknowledged  over  and  over  again, 
that  the  members  of  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly should  say,  **  We  will  not  be  accessory, 
by  paying  this  money,  to  our  own  disho- 
nour and  disgrace.  We  will  not  yield  to 
this  unrighteous  demand."  Well,  the 
House  of  Assembly  separated,  and  then 
what  happened  ?  Lord  Gosford  proceeded 
to  revise  the  magistracy.  He  did  not,  in- 
deed, dismiss  every  person  from  the  com- 
mission who  entertained  liberal  sentiments; 
but  he  dismissed  almost  every  one.  He 
dismissed  men  who  were  not  accused  of 
any  crime — men  belonging  to  no  faction, 
not  taking  any  part  in  politics.  And  what 
did  he  do  next,  and  that  without  any 
apology,  knowing  what  was  the  state  of 
the  law  in  that  country?  The  Legislative 
Council  took  care  of  that.  Nay,  the 
Government  at  home  acknowledged  that 
the  Orange  party  there  was  so  thoroughly 
ferocious  that  they  were  obliged  to  send 
out  officers  from  this  country  to  officer  i 


the  militia  in  Canada.  At  that  time  the 
sheriff*  of  Montreal  was  appointed  by  the 
governor,  and  was  subject  to  dismissal  by 
him  ;  the  mere  magistrates  and  judges  also 
were  made  by  the  governor,  and  likewise 
subject  to  dismissal  by  him.  Well,  in  this 
state  of  things  he  issued  orders  whole- 
sale to  try  all  the  leaders  of  the  people  for 
high  treason,  on  account  of  speeches 
which  they  had  delivered  full  three  months 
before.  And  what  was  it  that  those  per- 
sons said  ?  Precisely  what  every  man  of 
common  sense  would  have  said,  that  to 
be  tried  by  a  jury  chosen  by  such  a 
sheriff*,  and  before  such  a  judge,  was 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  condemna- 
tion before  trial.  Everv  body  knew  (they 
had  experience  near  home)  what  an 
Orange  jury  would  do.  The  Canadians 
naturally  said,  '*  We  are  not  willing  to 
stand  the  result  of  such  a  trial,"  and  as 
many  of  them  as  could  consequently  went 
away ;  and  this  was  called  running  away 
— this  was  called  dastardly !  It  was  a 
most  natural  thing,  but  it  seemed  to  him 
to  be  very  easy  to  be  valiant  in  other 
persons'  places;  but  he  should  like  that 
those  persons  who  spoke  thus  of  his 
friends  over  the  water  should  be  precisely 
in  the  same  position  with  them.  They 
were  said  to  be  cowards  and  to  have  fled 
from  those  whom  they  excited  to  revolt. 
First  and  foremost,  if  they  had  staid  io 
in  the  country  they  would  have  been  in 
prison,  and  then  how  could  tbey  have 
been  with  the  people  whom  they  were 
accused  of  deserting  ?  If  not  with  them 
how  could  they  be  said  to  have  excited  the 
people  ?  and,  furthermore,  he  wanted  to 
know,  they  having  gone  out  of  the  country, 
how  it  could  be  said  that  they  excited 
the  people?  fiut he  would  tell  the  House 
how  those  people  were  excited,  and  when 
they  had  heard  their  story,  the  House, 
he  hoped,  would  have  some  consideration 
for  the  characters  of  those  individuals  of 
whom  men  spoke  so  glibly.  The  people 
of  the  district  of  Montreal,  when  they  saw 
the  necessity  of  their  leaders  being  obliged 
to  depart  to  avoid  being  arrested,  and 
knowing  that  many  others  were  likely  to 
be  taken  up  upon  the  same  plea  that  the 
apprehension  of  those  who  escaped  was 
sought  for,  because  two  affidavits  only 
were  all  that  was  required  for  that  purpose* 
said  that  no  more  writs  should  be  executed 
there.  What  did  the  magistrates  of  Mon« 
treal  do,  or  rather  what  did  the  Attorney* 
General  do  ?    He  got  a  party  of  militui 
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men,  chosen  out  of  those  Orange  panisans 
whom  he  knew  to  be  the  very  men  of  all 
others  who  most  wanted  to  create  a  riot; 
men  who  had  before  petitioned  to  be  en- 
rolled in  the  rifle  corps  of  Montreal ;  and 
they  went  out  and  arrested  two  respectable 
men.     M.  Demaray  and  M.   D'Avignon. 
They  chained  these  two  men,  put  manacles 
on   their  hands,   a  chain   on   their   feet, 
placed  them  in  an  open  waggon,  and  he 
(Mr.  Roebuck)  had  it  upon  the  authority 
of  one  of  the  people  that  they  put  a  halter 
round  their  necks.     He  was  the    more 
bound  to  belieye  that  they  did  so  because 
they  so  treated  a  respectable  person,  the 
son  of  the  surveyor-general  of  that  country, 
and  while  suffering  under  his  wounds,  and 
dragged  him  many  miles  through  the  dis- 
trict.    Well  what  did  they  do  with  Messrs. 
Demaray    and    D'Avignon?     Instead  of 
going  direct  to  Montreal  from  the  places 
where  they  were  arrested,  they  actually 
paraded  those    persons    throughout    the 
excited  district.    What  was    the   conse- 
quence ?    Just  what  they  themselves  ex- 
pected :  the  peasantry  rushed  to  arms  and 
rescued    the  two  men :  whereupon    the 
Government   exclaimed,      ''We   cannot 
suffer  the  law  to  be  opposed  in  this  way ; 
we  will  send  out  an  armed  power."    They 
accordingly  sent  Colonel    Gore    to    St. 
Denis,  and  Colonel  Wetherall  to  Chambly, 
who  were  to  join  each  other  at  St  Charles. 
At  St.  Denis  the  English  troops  were  dis- 
persed, but  Colonel  Wetherall  arrived  at 
St.  Charles  and  the  people  were  dispersed. 
And  what  was  the  consequence?     Why, 
that  an  excess  afterwards  took  place  at  St. 
Charles  and  St.  Denis  on  the  part  of  the 
soldiery,  only  to  be  equalled  by  the  scenes 
of  slaughter  at  Tarragona  and  Badajoz. 
Nay,  he  had  received  information  from  a 
magistrate  of  Lower  Canada  of  his  having 
sat  m  the  midst  of  the  roost  horrible  scenes, 
and  of  being  surrounded  by  the  mangled 
bodies  of  those  who  had  been  slaughtered 
by  the  British  troops-— that  those  very 
bodies  were  the  next  morning  eaten  by  the 
pigs — that  many  houses  were  plundered  of 
all  that  was  valuable  in  them,  and  that  to 
his  own  knowledge  those  troops,  in  the 
insolence  of  their  success,  had  committed 
every  species  of  outrage  which  an  infuriated 
soldiery  were  apt  to  commit,  and  this  upon 
whom  ?     Upon  our  own  fellow-subjects. 
Thehonour  of  the  British  soldier  had  been 
spoken  of  as  involved  in  this  affair ;  but 
that  was  not  an  expedition  in  which  honour 
90uld  be  gaioed  by  British  soldiers.    No, 


they  were  acting  as  police ;  and  all  that 
they  could  possibly  do  would,  at  best,  be 
but  a  painful  duty.  But  horrors  such  as 
these,  atrocities  such  as  these,  were  not 
to  be  spoken  of^  because,  forsooth/Jt  would 
be  tarnishing  the  Instre  of  the  British 
arms.  Thank  God,  he  thought  much 
better  of  the  lustre  of  the  British  arms  than 
to  ascribe  it  to  such  deeds  as  these.  What 
honour  was  there  to  be  acquired  in  op- 
posing and  sacrificing  an  undisciplined 
body  of  men  who  were  in  an  unhappy 
state  of  excitement  at  beholding  those  per- 
sons whom  they  were  accustomed  to  look 
up  to  and  revere,  treated  with  every  in- 
dignity that  malice  could  suggest  ?  These 
undisciplined  men  being  in  arms,  and  in 
this  state  of  excitement,  did,  undoubtedly, 
resist  the  well-disciplined  troops  of  her 
Majesty,  who  thereupon  proceeded  to  burn 
barns  with  men  in  them ;  and  with  their 
gallant  commander  at  their  head,  to  rush 
in  upon  an  almost  unarmed  and,  certainly, 
a  most  umlisciplined  body  of  peasantry, 
who  were  the  subjects  of  the  same  Sove- 
reign. And  yet  we  were  not  to  speak  of 
these  horrors,  forsooth,  but  at  the  risk  of 
being  denounced  as  having  no  regard  for 
the  honour  of  the  British  army.  He  would 
repeat,  that  he  had  much  more  respect  for 
the  honour  of  that  army  than  those  who 
desired  to  have  such  services  done  by  it. 
To  suppress  a  revolt  was  always  a  painful 
duty,  but  it  must  be  performed.  That  duty 
might,  however,  be  disgraced ;  and  he  would 
never  be  persuaded  that  the  commanding 
officer  had  not  sufficient  poweroverso  small 
a  body  as  were  then  employed  in  Lower 
Canada  as  to  prevent  them  from  commit- 
ting these  excesses.  He  himself  knew  that 
booty  was  actually  brought  into  Montreal 
and  sold  by  the  soldiers.  They  robbed 
the  inhabitants,  and  why  ?  Because  some 
portion  of  the  people  were  in  arms.  They 
did  so,  knowing  that  the  House  of  As- 
sembly was  not  sitting ;  that  its  members 
were  scattered  over  various  parts  of  the 
country  to  an  extent  of  no  less  than  700 
miles ;  and  knowing,  therefore,  that  they 
were  not  in  authority  at  that  time.  It  was 
most  unworthy  shuffling,  then,  to  attempt 
to  put  upon  their  back  the  odium  and  the 
horror  of  this  rebellion.  The  rebellion 
was  brought  about  by  Lord  Gosford,  by 
the  colonial  Government,  and  by  the  want 
of  wisdom  on  the  part  of  the  rulers,  and 
not  by  those  men  who  had  honestly  main- 
tained the  character  of  the  real  represen- 
tatives of  the  interests  of  their  conatituenU) 
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But  (said  Mr.  Roebuck)  it  is  tbe  habit 
everywhere  now-a-days  to  speak  of  Mr. 
Papineau  as  being  answerable  for  all  that 
has  befallen  his  country.  Now,  Sir,  I  am 
not  one  of  those  who  have  been  in  the 
habit  of  deserting  a  friend  in  need.  In 
his  most  prosperous  days  I  have  thought 
myself  honoured  by  the  friendship  of  Mr. 
Papioeau.  I  think  myself  so  honoured 
now;  and  when  I  review  the  political 
career  of  that  man,  raised  as  he  has  been 
to  eminence  by  the  sole  power  of  his  in* 
tellectt  without  the  employment  of  one 
single  disgraceful  proceeding,  I  look  in 
vain  through  the  whole  of  that  career  for 
one  act  which  deserves  reprobation.  True 
it  is  that  he  denounced  in  strong  language 
the  conduct  of  your  colonial  administra- 
tion. I  myself  have  equally  condemned' 
that  administration  ;  and  if  there  be  guilt 
in  saying  that  Canada  has  been  ill«go- 
verned,  that  her  grievances  have  been  left 
unredressed,  that  her  oppressors  are  men 
ever  cruel,  and  now  exasperated,  1,  Sir,  am 
willing  to  partake  of  that  guilt.  Talk  to 
me  of  being  frightened  at  being  called  a 
traitor;  at  being  told  that  my  life  is  for- 
feited ;  at  the  newspapers  setting  forth 
that  I  am  to  be  sent  to  the  Tower?  Yes, 
the  Government  organs  and  other  portions 
of  the  press  have  endeavoured  to  excite 
the  people  against  me,  and  induce  them 
to  believe  that  I  and  my  friends  could  de- 
sire that  which  England  could  view  as 
dishonourable.  Do  you  think  that  I  am 
to  be  frightened  by  such  petty  warfare  ? 
If  I  be  guilty  why  are  there  not  some  who 
dare  accuse  me  lawfully  ?  I  want  to  know 
what  is  thought  of  the  courage  of  those 
men  who  dare  make  these  anonymous 
accusations,  but  have  not  the  courage  to 
support  them  by  a  criminal  prosecution  ? 
My  papers  have  been  seized.  Let  them 
be  produced.  I  have  not  run  away ;  be* 
cause  I  know  that  there  is  a  jury  in  £ng* 
land  who  will  render  justice  to  the  accfused. 
Where  is  the  ground  of  all  this  accusation  ? 
What  I  am  anxious  for  is,  to  get  laid  be- 
fore the  people  of  this  country  whatever 
justification  may  be  urged  for  all  the  per- 
secutions that  have  been  inflicted  on  the 
people  of  Lower  Canada  by  the  executive 
power.  I  want  to  know  upon  what  grounds 
a  justification  can  be  put  forth  for  harass- 
ing, persecuting,  and  putting  into  gaol  a 
whole  body  of  men  who  have  been  the 
leaders  of  that  people  for  a  quarter  of  a 
century,  upon  the  mere  affidavits  and 
partial  statements  of  persons  whom  the 


executive  Government  know  to  hawe  been 
suborned  ?     And  yet,  with  all  this  power 
in  your  bands,  you  proceed  to  suspend  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act  and  annul  the  <x>n- 
stitution.     It  may  be  conceived  that  to 
suspend    the  constitution  was   a   happy 
thought.     It  is  an  act  you  have  long  de* 
sired,  but  you  dared  not  do  it  antil  you 
got   the  people  frightened  by  your    pro- 
ceedings into  a  revolt.  But  why  stop  here  ? 
Why  not  suspend  the  constitution  of  Up- 
per Canada  ?     There  is  a  revolt,  and  you 
have  not  heard  the  last  of  it.     Why  not 
suspend  the  constitution  of  Newfoundland  ? 
There  is  a  stoppage  of  supplies,  and  yoa 
have  not  heard  the  last  of  it.    How  conies 
it,  by-the-by,  that  we  never  hear,  through 
the  medium  of  the  Colonial-office,  of  some 
things  that  are  taking  place  there  as  well 
as  in  Canada?     How  happens  it  that  at 
the  last  election  in  Newfoundland  you  had 
cannon  planted  on  the  hill  commanding 
the  hustings,  loaded  with  grape  shot?     U 
you  deny  these  things,  I  tell  you  there  are 
men  here  who  can  prove  it ;  and  yet  you 
wonder  that  your  colonies  do  not  enter- 
tain a  feeling  of  gratitude  and  considera- 
tion for— that  happy  metaphor  of  yoors  ^ 
the  mother  country!     Let  me  carry  out 
your  metaphor,  and  call  her  step-mother. 
If,  after  this  statement  which  I  have  made, 
Gentlemen  are  still  prepared  to  do  what 
they  are  now  called  upon  by  the  Gorem- 
ment  to  do,  I  wish  to  know  whether  they  will 
still  say  that  any  case  has  been  made  oot 
against  the  House  of  Assembly.  I  address 
myself  particularly  in  this  case  to  that 
class  of  politicians  who  are,  by  favour, 
called  Liberals.     I   want  to  know  how 
they  will  distinguish  these  acts  of  power 
towards  the  people  of  Canada  from  those 
which  were  committed  by  this  country 
previous    to    the    American    revolution? 
"  O ! "    says  one,  *'  we  don't  tax  them.*" 
No ;  but  you  allow  the  House  of  Asseai« 
bly  to  tax  them,  and  then  take  their  mo- 
ney when  they  have  been  taxed.     And, 
furthermore,  is  it  nothing  to  suspend  the 
constitution?      After  taking  away  their 
money,  you  proceed  to  deprive  them  of 
their  constitutional  system,  notwithstand- 
ing their  approximation  to  a  nation  for 
whose  institutions  the  Canadian  people 
entertain  the  strongest  predilection.  There 
is  the  same  prevailing  feeling  in  favour  of 
the  republican  principle  on  the  part  of  the 
various  states  of  North  America  as  there 
exists  in  Europe  for  the  monarchical  prin- 
ciple, or  in  the  East  for  the  despotic  piin* 
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oiple.  Can  you  wonder,  then,  if  there 
should  arise  in  the  United  States  a  strong 
feeling^  of  sympathy  for  those  people  who 
ar«  now  reduced  to  the  crouching  con- 
dition and  to  the  servile  state  of  slaves  ? 
They  are  now  to  be  governed  by  a  governor 
in  council — they  who  have  been  made  to 
understand  the  full  benefit  of  a  represen- 
tative Government;  they  who  see  that 
principle  on  the  other  side  of  an  imaginary 
line  constantly  acting  in  full  vigour,  and 
in  all  peace  and  ()uietness«  Comparing 
themselves  with  those  men,  they  say, 
'*  We  are  your  equals :  why  should  we  be 
deprived  of  those  institutions  which  we  hold 
dear?  Why?  Becausa  we  are  weak.  If  we 
were  strong  England  would  be  just,  but  we 
are  weak  and  she  is  unjust.''  Sir,  you 
have  granted  rights  to  those  who  knew 
their  power,  and  who,  knowing,  used  it. 
It  was  by  the  power  of  their  arms  that  the 
United  States  of  America  became  free. 
The  best  rights  of  this  country  have  been 
gained  bv  arms.  You  taught  the  people 
of  Canada  the  very  lesson  they  have  now 
carried  out.  I  myself  have  seen  in  this 
metropolis,  things  done,  and  heard  things 
said,  during  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill 
that,  if  you  talk  of  treason,  were  ten  thou- 
sand times  worse  than  anything  that  has 
been  done  in  Canada.  And  who  did  those 
things  ?  The  Liberal  party.  Who  con- 
sented to  their  being  done,  and  profited 
by  them?  A  Liberal  Administration. 
And  then  you  wonder  at  what  is  going  on 
in  Canada,  and  pretend  to  see  a  distinc- 
tion which  neither  Washington  nor  Frank- 
lin could  discover.  The  people  of  Canada 
say  to  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
"We  are  in  the  same  position  that  you 
were  formerly  in,  but  unfortunately  we  are 
only  one  million,  while  you  are  thirteen." 
At  the  time  of  the  revolution,  indeed,  the 
United  States  were  but  about  three  mil- 
lions, but  England  is  now  an  overwhelm- 
ing power,  while  then  she  was  not  equal 
to  combat  with  the  world.  Sir,  can  any 
one  who  reads  the  history  of  nations  aright 
fail  to  condemn  the  impolicy  of  these 
proceedings  ?  I  entreat  this  House  to 
view  the  consequences  that  will  naturally 
result  from  this  disastrous  question.  I 
see  OB  the  other  side  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
a  nation  now  so  powerful  that  we  can 
hardly  measure  its  extent ;  a  nation,  that 
has  now  dominion  from  Florida  to  the 
Lakea  of  Canada,  and  which,  if  we 
are  wise,  we  shall  take  especial  care 
hM  no  inoroase  of  t«nilory«     If  we  ave 


wise,  we  shall  see  and  arrange  all  mat- 
ters in  Canada,  and  in  our  other  North 
American  possessions,  so  as  to  prepare 
them  when  a  separation  shall  come^  as 
come  it  must,  to  be  an  independent  nation. 
But  if  you  treat  them  thus  as  you  are  now 
treating  them,  all  their  hopes  will  be 
centered  in  America,  and  unhappily  all 
their  alliances  will  be  American ;  and  when 
we  lose  Canada,  as  lose  her  one  day  or 
other  we  shall,  she  will  merge  in  the 
United  States,  and  then  we  shall  see  that 
nation  stretching  its  power  from  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico  to  the  northern  pole,  with  their 
fleets  in  every  sea,  and  her  insolent  domin« 
ion,  over«riding  every  power :  for  men, 
whether  under  good  or  bad  institutions,  if 
you  make  them  irresponsible,  will  be 
unjust.  Then,  in  your  turn,  you  will 
have  to  meet  the  injustice  of  too  powerful 
America,  in  like  manner  as  Canada  has 
now  to  meet  the  injustice  of  too  powerful 
England.  Sir»  I  am  sorry  that  on  me 
should  devolve  this  great  argument.  I 
feel  that  I  have  wearied  you.  I  feel  that  I 
have  been  inadequate  to  the  great  task  which 
a  nation's  struggle  has  thrown  upon  me  ; 
but  I  hope,  while  I  have  addressed  you 
that  I  have  not  forgotten,  in  the  zeal  of  my 
advocacy,  that  I  am  one  who  was  born  of 
British  blood.  I  have  spoken  from  my 
heart  as  one  whose  whole  interests  are 
bound  up  in  the  honour  and  glory  of  my 
country.  I  feel  that  that  honour  and  that 
glory  are  now  at  stake — not  that  factiti* 
ous  honour  which  is  to  be  derived  from 
power^  or  whatever  is  successful  in  posses- 
sion and  prosperity,  but  that  honour  which 
is  to  be  derived  from  the  wisdom,  the  jus- 
tice, and  the  benevolence  of  our  rule.  I 
find  that  the  benevolence,  the  wisdom,  and 
the  justice  of  our  rule  are  about  to  be  in- 
fringed, and  that  all  our  American  colonies 
that  now  remain  to  us  will  by  and  by  in 
another  page  of  history  have  to  relate  the 
calamitous  story  of  this  time  similar  to 
that  which  is  already  upon  record;  and 
then^  Sir,  as  the  last  ship  of  England 
leaves  that  insulted  coast,  with  its  millions 
stretched  along  its  shores  shouting  impre- 
cations after  her,  you  will  feel,  and  not 
till  then  will  you  feel  and  know,  your  own 
injustice.     Sir,  I  hare  done  my  duty. 

The  learned  gentleman  withdrew. 

The  Speaker  pat  the  question  that  the 
bill  be  committed. 

Mr.  Hume  had  understood  it  was  not 
to  be  committed  untU  its  principle  had 
been  debated. 
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Lord  John  Eussell  said,  that  the  prin* 
ciple  of  the  Bill  would  be  debated  on 
the  qaestion  that  the  bill  be  committed. 

Mr.  Hume  did  not  nnderstand  that  two 
stages  of  BO  important  a  measure  would  be 
taken  on  one  night. 

The  Specdter  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  in  error.  The  House  was  not  taking 
two  stages.  They  were  doing  precisely 
what  must  be  done  on  every  Bill.  The 
qaestion  that  the  Bill  be  committed  having 
been  carried ,  he  should  then  put  the  question 
as  to  what  day,  and  then  it  would  be  com- 
petent for  the  hon.  Member  to  speak  upon 
the  principle  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  if  so,  they  were  in  a 
condition  always  as  if  they  were  reading 
the  Bill  a  second  time.  He  would  appeal 
to  the  House  whether  the  case  they  had 
just  heard  at  the  Bar  did  not  give  a  dif- 
ferent colour  to  the  whole  transaction,  and 
make  out  a  case  so  favourable  to  the 
House  of  Assembly  that  they  ought  to 
pause  before  they  proceeded  with  the  Bill  ? 
He  admitted  it  was  imperative  on  the 
House  to  enforce  obedience  to  the  law  in 
the  colonies ;  but  they  ought  not,  there- 
fore,  to  suspend  the  constitutional  privi- 
leges of  those  colonies.  *  From  beginning 
to  end,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  House 
of  Assembly  in  Lower  Canada  had  acted 
with  great  prudence  and  much  patience. 
They  had  been  invariably  frustrated  in 
their  endeavours  to  obtain  the  best  mea- 
sures for  the  people  by  the  Legislative 
Council,  and  if  any  punishment  were  to 
be  inflicted,  it. ought  to  be  inflicted  on 
that  body  that  had  stayed  the  course  of 
justice  and  reform.  Mr.  Roebuck  might 
have  made  his  case  still  stronger  by  show- 
ing that  the  House  of  Assembly  had  acted 
in  accordance  with  tiie  feelings  of  the 
people,  because  he  might  have  shown, 
that  during  that  period  which  the  learned 
gentleman  had  so  rapidly  run  over,  the 
Governor  had  tried  again  and  again,  by 
appeals  to  the  people^  to  resist  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Assembly,  but  that  at 
every  new  election  the  people  sent  back 
a  greater  number  of  members  to  support 
the  popular  cry,  and  to  demand  full  jus- 
tice. Under  these  circumstances,  he  en- 
treated her  Majesty's  Ministers  not  to  press 
on  that  which  would  be,  in  his  opinion, 
so  far  from  conciliation  ihat  it  would  tend 
to  widen  the  breach.  He  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  give  his  opposition  to  the  present 
Bill  in  every  stage  of  its  progress  through 

that  Home  and  he  should  therefore  theo 


move  that  the  Bill  be  committed  that  day 
six  months. 

Sir  George  Grey    need  scarcely   say, 
that  to  the  motion  which  had  just  been 
made  to  the  House  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kilkenny  he  should  offer  his  most  de- 
termined opposition.     He  was  utterly  at  a 
loss  to  conceive  how  the  hon.  Member 
proposed  to  effect  the  object  of  which  he 
appeared  to  approve — how  he  would  send 
out  a  Governor  with  full  powers,  when  he 
opposed  the    only  measure  which  would 
give   the    necessary    authority.      He    re- 
joiced that  the  House  had  listened  to  the 
learned  Gentleman   who  had  that  oight 
addressed  them  from  the  bar  so  ably  and 
with    such   eloquence,   for  though  there 
were  not  wanting  in  that  Assembly  many 
advocates  who  were  not  deficient  in  zeal, 
and  whom  they  had  heard  on  foroaer  oc- 
casions most  fully  state  the  wishes  and 
represent  the  opinions  of  the  Canadian 
people,  yet  he  rejoiced,  that  the  British 
Parliament,  in  accordance  with  the  feel- 
ings which  ever  actuated  a  British    as- 
sembly, had  not  interposed  any  obstacle  to 
the  hearing  of  a  Gentlenran  claimtng  to 
be  the  authorised  agent  of  the  Canadian 
people,  and  possessed  of  such  an  aatho- 
rity,  so  far  as  a  resolution  of  the  House 
of  Assembly  could    confer    it.     He  was 
only  anxious,  then,  to  recal  to  the  House 
the  real  circumstances  connected  with  the 
Canadian    controversy,   to  the   state  in 
which    the  Government    and  the  House 
were  then  placed,  and  to  the  proceeding 
as  connected   with   the  Bill  then  before 
them.     He  would  not  follow  the  hon.  and 
learned    Gentleman  through  the  remote 
periods  of  the  Canadian  history,  neither 
would   he  recite  the    serious  grievances 
which  from  time  to  time  and  from  year 
to  year  they  had  heard  so  well  stated  by 
that  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in  his 
place  as  a  Member  of  that  House,  nor  the 
answers  which  had  been  called  forth  upon 
those  occasions  ;  but  he  must  advert  to 
one    point  in    the  earlier  state  of  facts 
which  had  been  referred  to,  and  in  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  attempted 
to  make  the  House  believe,  that  the  Ca- 
nadian dispute  related  only  to  financial 
differences,  and  that  the  whole  was  merely 
a  financial  question.  The  hon  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  stated,  that  all  the  Cana-. 
dians    required  was,  a  control  over  the 
revenue ;  and  in  dealing  with  this  point 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  imputed  gi«ai 
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Ministers ;  but  he  must  say,  that  this  was 
not  a  fair  representation,  for  every  finan- 
cial  claim  had  been  attended  to  by  the 
Government;  and  the  Legislative  Assem- 
bly had  subsequently  departed  from  the 
just  and  constitutional  grounds  on  which 
it    had  at    first  stood.     Concession   was 
made  of  all  their  just  rights,  and  then 
commenced  their  unconstitutional  and  un- 
just demands;  and  a  negative  was  given 
to  those  demands  by  the  Parliament  only 
after  a  solemn  and  thrice-repeated  decla- 
ration of  the    Canadian    Legislature  to 
adjourn  all  their  deliberations,  to  render 
useless  their  functions,  and  to  abrogate 
the  duties  imposed  upon  them  by  the  act 
of  1791 1  till  the  British  Government  and 
the    Parliament  had  receded    from    the 
ground  which  they  had  taken — till  they 
had  granted  an  Elective  Legislative  Coun- 
cil.    By  these  acts,  or  rather  this  neglect, 
the  Canadian  constitution  was  practically 
suspended,  although  it  would  only  be  so 
in  reality  by  the  act  which  was  then  pro- 
posed ;  an  act  which,  in  fact,  was  only  to 
supply  the  wants  created  by  the  refusal  of 
the  Assembly*  to    pass  those  legislative 
measures  which  the  interest  of  the  pro- 
vince demanded,  and  to  provide  for  the 
want  of  the  society  during  the  interval 
which   must  elapse  before  an    Assembly 
could  be  called  together.    The  Govern- 
ment had  placed  confidence  in  the  repre- 
sentations which  had  been  made  to  them, 
that  if  the  Canadians  were  intrusted  with 
a  control   over    their  expenditure  there 
would  be  but  little  difficulty  in  managing 
the  affairs  of  the  colony  ;  but  when  the 
Assembly  met  they  carried  not  one  legis- 
lative act ;  they  met  to  remonstrate,  not 
to  legislate ;  they  saw  all  the  acts  which 
required  to  be  re-enacted  expiring  ;  and 
ail  this  they  allowed  to  pass  without  the 
slightest  attempt  to  prevent  the  injustice, 
which  would  accrue  to  the  public  and  to 
individuals,  without  any  provision  for  the 
manifold  interests   which  required  their 
protection,  and  which  were  placed  in  their 
hands  by  the  Act  of  1791 ;  and  the  House 
was  then  called  upon,  after  the  greatest 
forbearance  had  been  carried  to  the  fullest 
extent,  by  the  Bill  then  before  them,  to 
remedy  these  inconveniences.     This  Bill, 
too,  was  the  only  means  by  which  it  could 
be  done  effectively,  unless  hon.  Members 
assumed  the  functions  of  the  local  Legis- 
lature by  passing  from   day  to  day  the 
Bills  which  might  be  required,  and  which 
they  must  do  in  absence  from  the  scene 


of  action,  and  in  entire  ignorance  of  local 
wants  and  local  wishes.  But  let  not  the 
House  mistake  the  real  state  of  the  case, 
nor  what  had  occurred  in  Canada  since 
1828.  Let  them  mark  well  the  progress 
of  the  present  dispute  relative  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  House  of  Assembly.  In  1833 
a  Bill  of  supply  was  passed  by  the  Legis- 
lative Assembly,  which  was  rejected  by 
the  Legislative  Council  for  the  reasons 
and  under  the  circumstances  which  had 
been  mentioned  on  a  former  evening.  In 
1834  DO  such  question  arose,  but  the 
House  of  Assembly,  without  any  distinct 
refusal  to  vote  a  supply,  passed  the  ninety- 
two  resolutions,  which  were  embodied  in 
the  Address  to  that  House,  and  which 
having  been  sent  to  the  Governor  to  be 
forwarded,  the  Legislative  Assembly  was 
left  with  so  few  Members  remainmg  in 
Quebec  attending  to  their  duties  as  to 
render  it  impossible  to  transact  any  busi- 
ness, and  they  could  only  meet  and  ad- 
journ. In  1835  the  same  process  was 
pursued,  and  thus  for  two  years  the 
Assembly  separated  without  making  any 
provision  for  the  public  service,  or  for  the 
payment  of  the  salaries  due  to  the  persons 
who  were  necessary  to  discharge  the  judi« 
cial  offices  in  the  colony,  or  to  those  other 
persons  against  whom  it  was  never  alleged 
either  that  their  offices  were  unnecessary, 
or  that  their  salaries  were  inadequate  to  the 
onerous  duties  which  they  had  to  perform. 
Under  these  circumstances  it  became,  in 
1834,  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  con- 
sider the  best  steps  to  pursue  to  raise 
the  colony  to  a  better  state;  and  he 
could  not  regret)  notwithstanding  the 
weakness  and  the  imbecility  with  which  he 
and  his  colleagues  were  charged,  that  they 
had  not  adopted  those  harsher  measures 
which  would  have  led  to  an  immediate 
quarrel ;  that  they  did  believe  in  the  pro- 
fessions which  were  made,  that  if  the 
Canadians  had  a  control  over  the  expen- 
diture, and  if  there  were  a  fair  distribution 
of  offices,  there  was  no  reason  to  fear  but 
that  the  Legislature  would  cordially  co- 
operate with  the  Government  to  carry  on 
the  executive  functions.  Ministers  might 
have  been  too  credulous,  but  the  course 
which  they  adopted  was  preferable  to  a 
harsh  and  little-provoked  exercise  of  do- 
minion, and  the  exercise  of  what  Burke 
called  ''  the  boundless  power  of  imperious 
legislation,"  Lord  Gosford  had  gone  out 
in  the  year  1835,  and  had  carried  with 
him  instructions  in  a  double  capacity,  both 
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as  Governor  and  as  a  Commissioner.  As 
a  Governor  he  was  ordered  to  remedy 
every  abuse  and  to  redress  every  grievance 
which  was  within  the  province  of  the 
executive  Government,  and  he  might  con- 
fidently appeal  to  every  Act  of  Lord  Gos- 
ford  in  support  of  the  assertion,  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  fairly  acted  up  to  the 
spirit  of  these  instructions;  for  he  had 
never  heard  any  complaint  against  his 
Lordship  in  his  administration  charging 
him  with  any  partiality,  any  preference  to 
one  race  over  another;  or  at  least,  he 
had  never  heard  such  a  complaint  from 
the  Canadians  themselves.  Ccmplaint  had 
been  made  that  he  had  removed  from 
commissions  in  the  militia  and  the  magis- 
tracy, not  gentlemen  who  had  merely  at- 
tended a  public  meeting,  to  express  a  le- 
gitimate opposition  to  any  given  course 
of  Government,  but  to  pass  resolutions 
subversive  of  all  connexion  between  this 
country  and  the  colony,  and  tending  to 
that  direct  infraction  of  the  law  which  had 
since  been  acted  upon.  If  Lord  Gosford 
had  waited  till  insurrection  had  actually 
taken  place,  till  the  men  were  to  be  met 
with  arms  in  their  hands,  then,  indeed,  he 
might  have  been  justly  accused  of  imbe- 
cility for  abstaining  from  acting,  but  al- 
lowing the  whole  weight  of  their  authority 
to  add  to  the  power  which  they  would 
have  with  a  misguided  people;  and  he 
must  say  that  Lord  Gosford  had  taken  the 
course  which  every  man  of  mind  would 
have  pursued.  He  had  been  conciliatory 
till  the  exercise  of  stronger  powers  was 
absolutely  necessary,  and  when  the  neces- 
sity arose  he  had  not  failed.  In  1834  or 
1835  the  first  demand  was  made  for  an 
elective  Council,  and  the  House  of  As- 
sembly refused  either  to  vote  a  supply,  or 
to  perform  their  other  functions,  till  their 
demand  was  granted.  Lord  Gosford,  in 
opening  the  session  of  1835,  informed  the 
House  that  he  had  received  his  Majesty's 
commands  to  place  at  the  disposal  of  the 
House  all  the  public  monies,  subject  to 
certain  conditions.  It  had  indeed  been 
said  that  the  message  of  Lord  Dorchester 
had  already,  and  for  many  years,  placed 
these  funds  at  the  disposal  of  the  colony ; 
but  all  that  Lord  Dorchester's  message 
did  was  to  pledge  the  Crown  that  the 
funds  derived  from  the  casual  and  terri- 
torial revenues,  and  the  revenues  arising 
under  the  Act  of  14  Geo.  3rd  should  be 
strictly  applied  to  colonial  purposes.  He 
was  not  aware  whether  they  were  placed 


at  the  disposal  of  the  House  of  Assembly, 
but  at  any  rate  they  were  by  that  message 
only  pledged  to  be  used  for  colonial  par- 
poses,  in  aid  of  the  revenue  of  the  province. 
In  stating  Loid  Gosford *8  message,  placing 
these  revenues  at  the  disposal  of  the  Legis- 
lative Assembly,  he  did  not  wish  to  claim  for 
the  present  Government  any  share  of  merit 
to  which  they  were  not  fairly  entitled,  and 
in  justice  to  the  Government  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  opposite,  he  must  say,  that 
to  the  same  extent  was  the  Government 
pledged  so  far  back  as  the  period  when 
Lord  Aberdeen  was  at  the  head  of  the 
Colonial -office,  and  the  pledge  was  con- 
tained in  some  signed  dispatches  to  Lord 
Amherst  which  were  left  in  the  Colonial- 
office.  It  was  unnecessary  for  him,  how- 
ever, to  travel  through  the  early  history 
of  the  Canadian  differences ;  it  was  no 
part  of  his  duty  to  defend  former  acts ;  it 
never  was  his  intention  to  state  that  no 
unjust  principles  had  been  acted  upon  in 
the  Government  of  Lower  Canada.  It 
had  been  admitted  again  and  again  that 
there  were  grievances ;  but  what  be  had 
formerly  stated  and  complftined  of,  and  to 
what  he  still  adhered,  was,  that  these  had 
been  redressed  to  the  fullest  extent ;  and 
when  the  more  reasonable  and  more  mo- 
derate but  not  more  strenuous  advocates 
of  good  Government  had  expressed  them- 
selves satisGed  with  the  redress,  other 
persons  stepped  in,  and,  denouncing  the 
moderate  and  reasonable  men  as  renegades, 
declared  that  nothing  less  than  an  elective 
Council  or  a  separation  from  England 
would  content  them.  To  Lord  Gosford's 
address  a  general  answer  was  made  by  the 
Assembly,  but  several  months  elapsed — 
indeed  it  was  not  till  the  month  of  March, 
1836,  four  months  afterwards,  that  the 
House  replied  specifically  to  the  Lieate- 
n ant-governor,  declaring  that  the  principal 
objects  which  they  had  in  the  reforms 
which  they  required  were  the  introduction 
of  the  elective  principle  into  the  Legisla- 
tive Council,  to  make  the  Executive 
Government  directly  responsible  to  the 
Assembly,  to  repeal  certain  Acts  passed 
by  the  Imperial  Parliament,  and  to  give 
them  a  substantial  control  over  the  waste 
lands;  and,  to  prevent  any  misunder- 
standing as  to  the  demands  which  they 
made,  they  stated  that  the  head  of  their 
reforms  was  the  essential  principle  of  in- 
troducing a  system  of  election  into  the 
Legislative  Council ;  and  that  **  the  people 
without  distinction,  regarded  this  coun^ 
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cil    as   opposed  to  the    wishes    of   the 
colony,  and  as  the  stronghold  of  abuse, 
and  considered  that  any  partial  reform  or 
alteration   would   be  insufficient/'     Now 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had 
that  night  spoken  at  the  bar,  had  said  that 
the  House  ought  to  look  to  no  other  re- 
presentation of  the  opinions  of  the  Cana- 
dian people  but  that  which  was  stated  by 
the    House   of  Assembly,  which  was  the 
sole  organ   of  the   wishes  of  an  united 
people.     But  what  were  the  facts  relative 
to  this  very  reply  elicited  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  for  no  part  of  their  report 
was  there  more  convincing  evidence  than 
for  this,  that  so  far  from  the  people  being 
unanimously  of  opinion  that  nothing  short 
of  the  introduction  of  the  elective  prin- 
ciple   would   suffice,   there   was  a  large 
and     influential     body    of  great  wealth, 
especially  commercial    wealth,    who   de- 
precated, as  positively   mischievous,   the 
suggestion   of  an  elective    council,   who 
thought  that  by  conceding  this  principle 
in  the  present  state  of  the  colony,  the 
Government   would  be  inflicting  a   great 
evil  on  the  colony,  and  that  Great  Britain 
would  be  thereby  receding  from  the  posi- 
tion which  she  had  taken  up  when  she 
induced  many  of  her  citizens  to  transfer 
themselves  to,  and  to  invest  their  property 
in,  this  colony.    He  would  not  affirm,  that 
the  Legislative  Council  was  without  fault, 
he  was  not  an  admirer  of  its  original  con- 
stitution, and  he  had  admitted  that  it  had 
in  its  composition  many  faults ;  he  need 
not,  therefore,  repeat  the  admission  ;  but 
he  must  remark,  that  there  was  a  great 
difference  between  making  it  elective  and 
introducing  into  it  such  modi6cations  as 
should  secure  for  it  the  greater  confidence 
of   the  people,    and   should   bring    into 
greater  harmony  the  two  branches  of  the 
Colonial   Legislature,   but  which    should 
still  leave  in  existence  the  free  exercise  of 
an  independent  judgment.     It  was  said, 
that  the  recommendations  of  the  Assembly 
ought  to  have  been  attended  to,  but  at 
the  time  three  and  a  half  years'  arrears  of 
salaries  were  due,  and  a  six  months*  sup- 
ply only  was  granted,  being  a  small  pro- 
portion merely  of  what  was  actually  due, 
and  making  no  provision  for  the  future 
salaries.       Lord    Gosford    reported    this 
answer,  and  prorogued  the  Assembly ;  and 
it  had  been  asserted,  that  the  Government 
ought  to  have  assumed  that  the  dispute 
hetween   the  Assembly  and  the  Council 
wasirreconcileable  ;  but  the  Government 


was  anxious  not  to  force  on  such  an  evil ; 
and  considering  that  some  passages  in  the 
reply  of  the  Assembly  showed  a  distrust 
of  the  Government  and  misunderstanding 
of  their  intentions,  they  had  directed 
Lord  Gosford  again  to  convene  the  As- 
sembly,  to  lay  before  them  the  whole  of 
his  instructions,  and  to  request  them,  with 
these  explanations,  to  reconsider  their 
resolutions.  In  answer  to  the  address 
which  Lord  Gosford  accordingly  made  to 
them,  the  Assembly  declared  that  they 
had  not  misunderstood  the  Government ; 
and  that  in  reference  to  a  supply  they 
considered  that  a  redress  of  grievances 
should  precede  a  grant  of  money,  and  that 
they  had  come  to  the  determination  to 
adjourn  their  proceedings  till  the  deter-* 
mination  of  the  Government  should  be 
known,  and  till  the  second  branch  of  the 
Legislature  was  made  conformable  to  the 
wishes  and  wants  of  the  people.  By  this 
expression,  they  meant  nothing  less  than 
the  introduction  of  the  elective  principle; 
and  his  Majesty's  Government,  not  being 
prepared  to  establish  or  propose  the 
adoption  of  that  principle,  had  asked  the 
Parliament  to  consent  to  the  resolutions 
which  had  been  passed  in  order  to  show 
the  Canadians  that  it  was  not  a  mere  dif- 
ference between  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment and  the  Canadian  Legislature,  but 
between  the  Canadian  and  the  Imperial 
Legislatures,  so  that  the  Canadian  Legisla- 
ture might  reconsider  their  resolutions, 
and  might  yield  to  the  voice  of  the  Impe- 
rial Parliament  what  it  would  not  grant  to 
the  requests  of  the  Executive  Government. 
He  regretted  that  it  had  been  necessary  to 
call  upon  the  Parliament  to  act  as  an 
arbitrator,  and  he  regretted  still  more  that 
its  arbitration  had  been  rejected.  The 
solemn  resolutions  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment had  been  met  in  a  spirit  still  more 
hostile  than  had  been  before  experienced, 
and  a  resolution  had  been  passed  by  the 
Legislative  Assembly  that  they  would  not 
resume  their  functions  till  the  elective 
principle  was  made  the  basis  of  the  Legis- 
lative Council.  Ministers,  not  being  able 
to  propose  a  concession  to  their  demands, 
because  they  conscientiously  believed  that 
such  concession  would  be  detrimental  to 
the  colony  as  well  as  to  this  country,  and 
would  tend  to  the  dismemberment  of  the 
empire,  they  were  bound  to  provide  the 
means  by  which  a  temporary  substitution 
could  be  made  for  the  discharge  of  the 
functions  which  had  been  abrogated  by 
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Ibe  Legislative  Assembly,  and  to  provide 
for  the  necessities  of  the  colony  left  with- 
out a  Legislature.  Against  the  Bill,  then, 
before  the  House^  and  which  was  proposed 
with  this  view,  nothing  had  been  urged 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
had  been  heard  at  the  bar,  and  nothing 
had  been  suggested  by  him  as  an  equiva- 
lent, except  that  he  asked  them  again  to 
call  together  the  Assembly,  which  had 
been  three  several  times  convened,  and 
had  most  unequivocally  declared  that 
they  would  never  discharge  their  duties  as 
one  branch  of  the  Legislature  till  the 
Government  had  complied  with  all  their 
demands.  The  Bill  now  proposed  was 
only  a  temporary  measure,  rendered  ne- 
cessary by  the  emergencies  of  the  times. 
He  entertained  a  hope,  which  he  might 
venture  to  say  amounted  almost  to  a  cer- 
tainty, that  this  measure,  in  the  hands  of 
the  Earl  of  Durham,  coupled  with  the 
general  instructions  upon  other  points 
which  he  knew  the  Earl  of  Durham  had 
received,  would  effect  the  object  so  much 
desired,  that  all  past  di6rerences  would  be 
buried  in  entire  oblivion,  and  that  all 
parties  in  the  colony  would  concur  in 
establishing  a  firm,  a  reasonable,  a  stable, 
and  a  liberal  form  of  government,  which 
would  not  only  cement  the  connexion  be- 
tween this  country  and  the  colony,  but 
would  also  render  the  Canadas  prosperous, 
and  the  people  contented  and  happy ; 
and  he  trusted  that  long  before  the  period 
limited  by  this  act,  his  hopes  being  fully 
realised,  her  Majesty  in  council  would  be 
able  to  avail  herself  of  the  power  contained 
in  this  Bill  to  shorten  its  duration,  with 
advantage  to  all  parties,  and  to  call  toge- 
ther, under  better  auspices  than  had  of 
late  prevailed,  the  ordinary  Colonial  Le- 
gislature. Reference  had  been  made  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  some 
points  in  which  he  asserted  the  Legislative 
Assembly  had  been  wronged  by  the  Exe- 
cutive Government.  He  had  said,  that 
money  was  the  only  object  of  the  governor, 
that  no  redress  was  afforded,  and  that  in 
every  other  respect,  except  the  attempt  to 
get  at  the  supplies,  he  had  made  long  and 
useless  delays.  The  learned  gentleman 
particularly  complained  of  the  delay  which 
had  taken  place  in  adding  to  the  Legisla. 
tive  Council  the  names  of  Members  of  a  more 
liberal  character  than  had  heretofore  been 
selected,  aud  who  possessed  greater  con- 
fidence with  the  Legislative  Assembly ; 
uut  he  thought  that  the  papers  on  the 


table  of  the  House  afforded  full  reason 
for  the  short  delay  which  had  takeD  place; 
and  by  a  perusal  of  those  papers  it  would 
be  found  that  Lord  Gosford  had  io  the 
month  of  June,  in  the  last  year,  after  the 
most  mature  deliberation,  sent  home  a  list 
of  men  whom  he  had  selected  as  fit  to  fill 
the  important  office,  not  indeed  of  men 
who  were  pledged  strongly  to  any  line  of 
political  conduct  either  on  one  side  or  the 
other,  but  men  entitled  from  their  character 
and  station,  and,  above  all,  their  moder- 
ation, to  the  confidence  of  the  country : 
and  he  must  candidly  confess  that  the  spirit 
in  which  those  names  had  been  received  was 
such  as  to  afford  him  no  hope  that  if  the 
selection  had  been  made,  the  list  had  been 
forwarded,  and  the  persons  appointed  at 
an  earlier  period,  this  increased  celeritr 
would  have  removed  any  of  the  evils 
which  had  been  complained  of,  or  would 
have  produced  any  quicker  reconciliation 
between  the  two  branches  of  the  legis- 
lature. For  had  not  hon.  Members  heard 
even  in  that  House,  men  who  did  not  form 
part  of  the  extreme  party  in  Canada,  and 
who  did  not  go  to  the  fullextent  of  the  views 
of  the  Assembly,  designated  as  worse  than 
the  most  violent  of  the  British  party  ?  Was 
there  any  disposition  to  give  credit  for 
liberality  to  any  other  persons  in  that 
colony  than  men  who  had  looked,  not  to 
the  attainment  of  an  effective  reform  such 
as  the  Imperial  Parliament  had  agreed  to, 
and  was  more  than  once  pledged  to  grant, 
but  who  had  determined  upon  having  an 
elective  Legislative  Council,  and  who 
laboured  to  produce  a  separation  and  to 
establish  the  independence  of  the  colony, 
measures  alike  inconsistent  with  the 
interests  of  great  Britain  and  of  Canadj. 
Allusion  had  also  been  made  to  act< 
which  had  taken  place  since  the  pas»ii; 
of  the  resolutions,  and  the  learned 
gentleman  had  quoted  extracts  from 
papers  published  in  America,  and  by  the 
more  violent  party  in  the  colony  itself 
and  the  learned  Gentleman  had  en> 
deavoured,  he  (Sir  G.  Grey)  trusted  with- 
out  succeeding — to  fix  a  stigma  on  her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  a  stigma  on 
the  gallant  officer  commanding  in  Lower 
Canada,  on  account  of  the  supposed 
conduct  of  the  troops.  Such  a  charge 
ought  at  no  time  to  be  allowed  to  be 
made  in  that  House,  either  by  a  member, 
or  at  the  bar,  except  it  were  intended  to 
support  it  by  proofs,  and  unless  there  was 
some  other  foundation  on  which  it  retted 
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of  more  weight  than  anonymous  newspaper 
paragraphs.     He  would  ask  whether  the 
persons  who  made  the  statements  were 
prepared  to  prove  that  villages  had  heen 
hurned,  that  Houses   had   been  sacked, 
and  the  mysterious  allusion  to  all  those 
other  outrages  usually  perpetrated  by  an 
excited  soldiery   in  a  state  of  war  ?     If 
they  were  prepared  with  proof  he  hoped 
that  they  would  not  delay  in  bringing  it 
forward :  but  in  the  mean  time  he  must 
express  his  utter  disbelief  in  the  statement; 
and  he  thought  that  from   the  character 
of  the  officer  commanding  the  troops,  he 
might  safely  assert  that  there  were  no 
grounds  for  the  statement.     The  Learned 
Gentleman  had  also'  to-night,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  had  on  a  former 
occasion,  alluded  in  severe  terms  to  the 
conduct  of  Lord  Gosford  with  respect  to 
the  selection  of  the  magistrates,  who  were 
said  to  have  been  chosen  solely  from  one 
violent  political  party,  and  to  have  been 
appointed  only  to  carry  in  to  effect  the  deter- 
mination of  thegovernor  with  respect  to  the 
state  prosecutions.  Now,  though   he  had 
not  before  him  the  names  in  the  list  of 
magistrates  who  had  been  dismissed,  nor 
of  tnose  who  had  been  appointed,  as  moved 
for  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  on  a 
former  night,  yet  he  thought  that  some  in- 
formation as  to  their  general  characters 
might  be  gleaned  from  the  dispatches.  In 
Lord  Gosford's  dispatch,  dated  Nov.  22, 
1837,  in  the  inclosure  containing  a  report 
from  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor-Generals 
respecting  the  proceedings  in  the  district 
of  Montreal,  it  is  said,    '^  our  undivided 
attention  has  been  devoted  to  the  attain- 
ment of  such  evidence  as  would  authorise 
the  arrest  of  those  political  incendiaries 
to  whose  machinations  the  present  alarm- 
ing state  of  this  city  and  district  is  to  be 
attributed.  Having  at  length  accomplished 
this  important  object,  by  the  assistance 
of  Messrs.  Cuvillier  and  Penn,  two  of  the 
magistrates  of  this  district,  to  whom  the 
depositions  and  accompanying  documents 
were   submitted,  with   our  opinion   that 
the  charges  contained  in  them  amounted 
to  high  treason  against  the  parties  impli- 
cated therein,  warrants  were  issued  for 
their  apprehension."    Was  Mr.  Cuvillier 
one  of  the  English   magistrates    against 
whom  the  denunciations  were  intended  to 
be  made  ?    Was  he  one  likely  to  be  a 
party    to    such    measures    as  had    been 
described  ?     He  was  one  of  the  agents  to 
this   country  from  Canada,  in  company 

VOL.  xu  {3332} 


with  Mr.  Neilson ;  there  was  not  the 
slightest  evidence  to  prove,  that  he  wished 
to  abandon  the  principles  of  liberty  which 
he  had  ever  advocated,  or  the  improve- 
ments in  the  Government  for  which  he 
had  ever  contended  ;  but  finding  that  the 
leaders  of  the  people  were  going  far 
beyond  what{his  sentiments  warranted,  he 
had  not  gone  along  with  them,  and  not- 
withstanding his  former  agency  on  the  part 
of  the  Assembly,  he  was  equally  attached 
to  the  freedom  of  the  people,  and  to 
stand  by  the  Government  in  all  attempts 
at  insurrection  and  revolt.  He  was  sure 
that  Lord  Gosford's  conduct  would  bear 
the  strictest  investigation.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men had,  indeed,  brought  no  direct  charge 
against  him  but  had  contented  themselves 
with  dealing  in  general  allegations  against 
him  in  every  case  except  the  last ;  and 
though  there  were  at  present  no  documents 
relating  to  this  charge  to  which  reference 
could  be  made,  yet  as  far  as  the  evidence 
went,  there  appeared  the  most  perfect 
exculpation.  There  was  one  other  state- 
ment of  the  learned  Gentleman  which  he 
could  not  allow  to  pass  unnoticed.  The 
learned  Gentleman  had  repeated  what 
had  been  before  explained  ;  and  he  (Sir  G. 
Grey)  thought,  that  after  the  contradiction 
which  had  been  given,  the  misquotation, 
he  would  not  call  it  by  the  harsher 
name  of  culpable  ignorance  of  facts,  ought 
not  to  have  been  repeated.  In  Colonel 
Wethereirs  report,  dated  from  St.  Charles, 
27th  of  November,  were  contained  these 
words,  ''  I  burnt  the  bam  ;"  and  in  this 
passage,  to  make  up  the  forced  construc- 
tion of  the  learned  gentleman,  the  words, 
"  with  all  the  individuals  in  it"  were  inter- 
polated ;  and  hence  the  assumed  wanton 
destruction  of  human  life.  It  was  not 
just  that  those  statements  should  go  forth 
to  the  country.  The  real  facts  should  be 
looked  to,  for  it  would  be  found  that  at 
the  moment  when  the  barn  was  burnt 
there  was  no  allegation  of  there  being  any 
person  in  it.  Colonel  Wetherell  had  been 
shortly  before  fired  at  from  the  very  barn, 
while  his  troops  were  drawing  up,  but  it 
did  not  appear  that  any  persons  were 
absolutely  within  the  building  at  the  time 
of  its  being  destroyed.  The  destruction 
of  the  barn  was  necessary,  and  only  in 
accordance  with  the  practice  universally 
adopted  under  such  circumstances.  He 
would  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  Leader),  who  was  present  at 
the  meeting  at  the  Crown  and  Anchor 
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Tavern,  whether  it  was  fair  that  those 
statements  should  be  made,  which  it  was 
well  known  could  not  be  proved?  He 
was  only  anxious  that  the  real  facts  should 
be  known— that  they  should  be  known  as 
widely  as  possible,  and  he  was  the  more 
anxious,  because  he  was  satisfied  that  it 
would  be  seen,  on  the  real  circumstances 
being  published,  that  the  Ministers  had 
not  departed  from  a  wise  and  temperate 
mode  of  government,  but  that  they  bad 
acted  only  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty, 
and  had  only  adopted  a  course  to  which 
they  were  driven  by  the  exigencies  of  the 
times.  It  was  a  duty,  however,  mosi  dis- 
tressing to  them,  and  one  which  he  hoped 
would  be  discharged  with  temper  and 
judgment.  He  felt  confident,  indeed,  that 
in  these  anticipations  he  would  not  be 
disappointed,  but  that  the  noble  Lord  who 
was  about  to  proceed  to  Canada  would 
conciliate  the  people  so  far  as  his  office 
and  the  state  of  the  times  would  permit, 
and  that  that  course  would  be  taken  which 
would  be  best  adapted  to  securing  the 
happiness  of  the  people  and  the  re-estab- 
lishment of  their  affections  towards  this 
country. 

Lord  Francis  Egerion  felt  anxious  to 
bespeak  the  attention  of  the  House  for  a 
short  time,  in  order  that  he  might  explain 
the  grounds  on  which  he  was  disposed  to 
give  his  feeble  but  persevering  support  to 
the  measure  proposed  by  the  officers  of 
her  Majesty's  Government.  He  felt  it 
the  more  necessary  to  do  this,  because  the 
measure  appeared  likely,  as  far  as  he 
could  judge  from  recent  events  and  from 
the  discussions  which  had  taken  place  in 
that  House,  to  meet  with  more  than  the 
usual  degree  of  concurrence,  almost 
amounting  to  unanimity,  which  was  ac- 
corded to  other  measures  of  a  similar 
description,  involving  as  it  did  a  wide  dis- 
tinction  from  the  accustomed  principles 
of  legislation ;  and  besides,  as  it  hap- 
pened, that  so  many  hon.  Members  dif- 
fered from  their  usual  course,  their  reasons, 
it  was  probable,  would  be  somewhat 
various,  and  it  was,  therefore,  the  more 
necessary  to  state  the  grounds  on  which 
he  proposed,  though  with  unfeigned  reluc- 
tance, to  support  Ministers.  He  gave  his 
support  on  the  ground  which  had  been 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  who  had  spoken 
last — on  the  ground  of  the  necessity  of  the 
casr»  without  any  party  purpose  or  party 
view,  and  stopping  only  to  look  at  the 
difficulties    in    which    this    country    and 


Canada  were  entangled.     From  the  state- 
ments which  had  gone  forth  he  was  most 
anxious  to  inquire  whether  it  was  the  receot 
conduct  of  Ministers  to  which  the  present 
state  of  affairs  was  to  be  attributed;  and 
he  must  say,  that  if  he  looked  for  reasons 
to  believe  that  the  Ministers  were  iu  fault, 
he  should  not  be  at  a  loss  to  find  them  in 
the  papers  which  had  been  laid  before  the 
House.    On  the  contrary,  there  were  pas- 
sages  in  some  of  the  despatches  which 
would  lead  him  to  entertain  that  opinion. 
He  would  take  the  liberty  of  illustrating 
his  argument  by  referring  to  one  or  two 
passages  which  he  found  in  the  documents, 
and    which    appeared    to     support   this 
view  of  the  case.     The  first  passage  was 
in   a  correspondence  which   took   place 
between  Lord  Gosford  and  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  in  which 
the  latter  professed  to  account  for  the 
delay  which  had  taken  place  with  regard 
to  the  legislation  promised  in  the  resolo- 
tions  passed  in  that  House — a  delay  which 
had  given  very  little  satisfaction  in  the 
colony.     The  noble  Lord  said,  that  much 
as  he  had  always  lamented  the  necessity 
of  adopting  measures  of  a  harsh  or  coer- 
cive nature,  he  at  the  present  moment  felt 
peculiar  reluctance  in  adverting  to  that 
course,  regretting  as  he  did  that  altnost 
the  first  measure  of  the   present  Queen 
should  carry  with   it  the  appearance  of 
harshness  towards  any  of  her  Majesty's 
subjects.      It    appeared    to    him    (Lord 
Francis  Egerton)  that  no  official   corre- 
spondence  presented  a   parallel  passage, 
containing  so  much  of  sickly  and  ill-timed 
sentimentality  as  this.     "  What  a  strange 
comment  would  it  appear  on  the  memory 
of  our    late    lamented    Sovereign,   and 
what    an    ill-timed    compliment    was  it 
to    the   young  Sovereign    who   bad  re- 
cently   ascended     the    Throne    of    this 
realm !  '  For   the    memory   of  his  late 
Majesty  there  was   no  regard  —  no  re- 
spect ;  he  must  be  allowed  to  go  down  to 
the  grave  with  the  unfavourable  impression 
against  him  of  coercive  measures  having 
been   adopted    by    him,    a  circumstance 
which  would  cover  his  name  and  memory 
with  obloquy."    Such  passages  as  this  did 
more   credit  to   the  injustice   than  to  the 
justice  or  the  good  sense  of  the  noble  Lord. 
There  was  another  passage   which  had  at- 
tracted his  attention  with  reference  to  the 
recal  of  Lord  Gosford  :  Sir  Francis  Head, 
it    appeared,    was  recalled — it    was  not 
known  why.  It  seemed  that  there  was  some 
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difference  of  opinion  existing  with  regard 
to  that  gentleman ;  but  so  far  as  he  could 
judge  from  the  papers  it  appeared  to  him 
that  he  had  conducted  the  affairs  of  Upper 
Canada  with  peculiar  tact.  Sir  John  Col- 
borne  had  been  also  governor,  and  under 
his  management  the  affairs  had  been  well 
conducted,  but  he,  too,  was  recalled:  of 
the  reason  why,  everyone  was  in  dark  igno- 
rance. Sir  John  Colborne  was  recalled, 
however,  and  it  was  not  for  him  to  say  that 
there  was  not  some  good  reason  for  that 
course  being  taken.  That  Lord  Gosford 
should  himself  desire  to  be  recalled  was 
natural  from  all  the  circumstances ;  his  de- 
mand or  request  that  he  should  be  recalled, 
might  be  consistent  with  the  credit  given 
to  him  by  the  government,  and  to  which 
he  (Lord  F.  Egerton)  was  ready  to  sub- 
scribe, therefore  if  he  had  stated  that  the 
reason  of  his  wishing  to  retire,  was  *'  The 
storm  is  gathering  round  me,  I  do  not  like 
to  remain,  relieve  me  and  appoint  a  suc- 
cessor,** nothing  would  have  been  more 
fair  or  more  proper.  But  it  was  on  the 
reasons  given  oy  him,  but  which  were  of 
a  far  different  nature,  that  he  must  decline 
to  give  his  assent  to  that  part  of  the  pro- 
ceeding. He  saidy  "My  situation  now  is 
not  an  enviable  one,  and  on  every  private 
consideration  I  should  be  glad  to  relin^ 
quish  it;  it  would  be  better,  besides,  to 
have  some  one  in  my  place  who  had  not 
avowed  bis  wish  and  determination  to  carry 
on  the  government  on  the  principle  of  re* 
conciliation.'*  He  had  been  led  to  suppose 
that  the  most  useful  agent  who  could  be 
employed  in  a  task  of  necessary  or  justi- 
fiable coercion,  was  one  who  had  exhausted 
every  weapon  of  remonstrance,  concilia- 
tion, or  peace.  It  was  to  this  very  strange 
observati  on  of  Lord  Gosford  that  he  de- 
sired to  express  his  dissent,  and  as  it 
appeared  to  nave  been  written  not  without 
consideration  he  must  be  allowed  to  ex- 
press his  surprise  at  the  sentiment  ex- 
pressed. Lord  Glenelg,  in  answer  to  this, 
wrote,  ''  It  is  impossible  not  to  see  that 
the  course  of  policy  now  to  be  pursued 
will  be  best  followed  out  by  yourself  in  the 
matter  of  conciliation."  bid  he  not  see 
that  in  this  be  was  writing  down  the  course 
which  he  himself  proposed.  What  had 
been  the  noble  Lord's  course  but  concili- 
ation ?  He  wondered  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  not  advised  Lord  Gosford  to  withdraw 
his  dispatch,  or  that  he  had  himself  pre- 
sented it  to  the  public,  for  how  could  Lord 
Gosford  know  who  would  be  sent  out  as 


bis  successor,  whether  it  was  to  be  a  man 
such  as  Lord  Durham,  or  one  who  would 
have  no  care  for  ihe  interests  or  the  feel- 
ings of  the  people?  He  did  not  urge  these 
facts  with  a  view  to  impugning  in  any  de- 
gree the  credit  ;o  be  given  to  Lord  Gos- 
ford in  the  execution  of  his  duty,  and 
which  he  was  willing  to  give  him  to  the 
fullest  extent.  He  knew  Lord  Gosford 
well,  and  was  willing  to  believe  that 
he  had  done  justice  to  all.  Among  other 
matters  referred  to  in  the  dispatches,  the 
sins  of  omission  had  been  much  remarked 
upon,andit  wassaidjthat  there  were  many 
gaps  or  intervals  which  ought  to  be  filled 
up.  Certainly  on  looking;  at  the  papers  it 
might  be  supposed  that  there  were  some 
portions  of  the  dispatches  which  had  been 
kept  back;  but  he  was  informed  that 
every  thing  of  importance  had  been 
brought  forward ;  and  he  did  not  feel  him- 
self entitled  to  take  any  liberties  with  the 
name  of  the  noble  Lord  in  this  respect  as 
other  Members  had  already  done.  It  would 
be  idle  for  him  to  say  that  the  political  sen- 
timents and  feelings  of  Lord  Durham  were 
not  different  from  his  own  ;  but  when  he 
said  so  he  did  not  venture  to  suggest  that 
those  feelings  or  sentiments  would  weigh  at 
all  with  the  noble  Lord  in  his  government 
of  the  colony.  He  entertained  a  sincere 
respect  for  the  noble  Lord,  and  it  would 
give  him  the  greatest  satisfaction  that  he 
should  be  successful  in  the  performance  of 
his  duties.  He  had  been  told,  that  an 
amnesty  which  had  been  carried  into  effect 
had  been  mentioned  to  the  House,  and  it 
had  been  received  as  recommending,  if  not 
the  policy  of  conciliation  itself,  at  all 
events  the  conduct  of  Ministers ;  but  if 
the  Bill  should  tend  at  all  to  take  away  the 
power  which  the  Government  at  present 
possessed  in  this  respect,  and  which  he 
believed  to  be  most  useful  in  recalling  the 
misguided  people  to  their  allegiance,  or 
if  it  referred  to  any  particular  individual, 
he  should  oppose  it  to  the  utmost.  The 
House  was  told  that  few  insurrections  had, 
in  some  points  of  view,  less  excuse  than 
the  present.  In  spite  of  what  had  been 
said  at  the  bar  of  the  House  and  else- 
where, he  must  confess  that  he  believed 
that  there  was  much  truth  in  thb  asser- 
tion, and  that  few  measures  of  great 
importance  of  an  insurrectionary  charac- 
ter had  had  less  ground.  At  the  same  time 
he  thought  that  in  other  points  of  view 
few  insurrections  had  been  more  excusa- 
ble, because  few  ever  received  greater  en- 
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couragement  from  this  country  from  the 
speeches  made  in  this  House.  He  would 
not  go  into  ihem,  for  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  suppress  sedition.  It 
was  the  duty  of  the  Attorney- General  to 
take  up  the  prosecution  of  any  individual 
whose  speeches  were  treasonable  or  sedi- 
tious, and  he  did  not  choose  further  to 
refer  to  such  speeches  made  in  that  House 
or  elsewhere.  But  the  opinions  advocated 
in  those  speeches  had  been  such  as  to  con- 
vince the  misguided  people  of  Canada, 
who  knew  little  of  the  real  state  of  feeling 
in  this  country,  that  however  extreme 
their  views  might  be,  even  if  they  should 
extend  to  the  separation  of  the  colony 
from  this  country,  though  they  should  go 
the  length  of  what  the  law  called 
treason,  yet  that  they  would  meet  with 
much  sympathy  from  a  powerful  party 
in  this  country,  from  a  party,  whom 
they  found  advocating  and  supporting 
the  proposition  which  they  had  themselves 
made.  Had  such  been  really  the  case, 
he  could  not  but  believe  that  the  people 
had  miscalculated  ;  but  he  could  not  won- 
der that  they  should  give  credit  to  the 
idea^  that  the  feelings  which  were  ex- 
pressed by  that  party,  and  which  were 
very  similar  to  their  own,  should  be  enter- 
tained also  by  Ministers  in  this  country ; 
and  they  would  be  led  to  suppose,  that  it 
was  the  impression  there  that  a  separation 
of  the  two  countries  would,  in  fact,  be  a 
great  advantage  to  both.  It  was  not  sur- 
prising that  they  should  place  great  reli- 
ance on  the  power  of  that  party,  seeing 
the  position  ni  which  it  stood  ;  that  it 
existed  not  "in,"  but  "over,"  the  Go- 
vernment ;  that  it  was  one  on  which  the 
Government  very  much  depended  for  its 
existence,  and  to  which,  therefore,  the 
Government  must  be  very  subservient. 
The  parly  was  one  which  the  Government 
mi|;ht  resist  on  one  question  ;  but,  mark 
the  consequences — they  must  conciliate  it 
by  making  some  sacrifice  to  it,  on  another. 
The  people  were  told  this,  and,  was  it  to 
be  wondered  at,  that  they  should  adopt 
the  supposition?  Or  was  it  likely  that 
they  would  imagine  that  the  Government 
was  opposed  to  them,  and  that,  with  the 
assistance  of  the  opposition,  that  opposi- 
tion on  whose  support  the  Government 
could  always  depend  when  any  question 
affecting  the  true  well-being  of  the  Con- 
stitution was  to  be  considered,  they  would 
pass  a  measure  such  as  that  which  was 
before  the   House?    Tliey  were  told  to 


look  at  the  tests  of  the  feelings  of  the 
people  which  the  elections  afforded.  Tbey 
could  not  believe  that  the  Govern ment 
could  assert  their  independence  of  the 
party  which  they  thought  would  remain 
friendly  to  it  when  they  found  the  sup- 
port which  they  gave  to  its  naembers. 
The  real  feelings  of  the  country  miglit 
be  against  them,  but  there  were  events 
which  induced  the  Canadians  to  suppose 
differently,  for  there  had  been  a  wailioir 
over  the  defeat  of  Bath,  and  a  triumph 
over  the  success  of  Westmiuster.  They 
might  be  told  to  ask  where  the  influence 
of  Ministers,  where  the  influence  of  the 
Crown  had  been  given,  and  they  would 
find  that  the  very  principles  which  they 
themselves  advocated  were  now  supported 
by  the  very  men  to  whom  that  influence 
had  been  extended.  Under  such  circum- 
stances he  could  not  call  down  the  penal- 
ties of  treason  on  those  who  had  been 
misled,  seeing  that  they  had  been  misled 
by  those  very  persons  whom  peculiarly 
Government  had  favoured.  The  public 
attention  had  been  called  to  the  conduct 
of  the  troops  in  Canada,  and  it  was  not 
for  him  to  settle  that  question,  because  he 
had  only  the  same  knowledge  which  any 
other  person  might  obtain  from  the  official 
documents ;  but  the  hon.  Member  (Sir 
George  Grey)  had  stated  it  to  be  his  bdief 
(and  he  most  cordially  concurred  in  this 
opinion),  that  any  acts  of  violence  which 
had  been  committed  were  only  the  inevit- 
able consequences  of  collisions  which  took 
place  between  bodies  of  armed  men.  The 
transactions  connected  with  the  revolt 
afforded  additional  proof  of  the  utility  of 
a  small  body  of  troops  in  Canada.  He 
was  sure  that  no  other  country  in  the 
world  would  have  attempted  to  put  down 
such  a  revolt  with  so  small  a  numher  of 
men,  and  he  did  hope,  that  in  the  event  of 
any  measure  being  hereafter  brought  for- 
ward in  the  House  for  the  purpose  of 
altering  the  present  regulations  of  the 
army,  that  hon.  Members  would  pause 
before  they  gave  their  assent  to  it.  The 
subject  of  sending  a  reinforcement  to  the 
colony  was,  by  some,  considered  purely  a 
military  one,  but  he  did  not  consider  it 
so.  He  did  not  think  that  Sir  John  Col- 
borne  or  any  one  else,  however  competent 
he  might  be  to  speak  upon  the  subject, 
should  write  home  and  say,  **  I  have  suf- 
ficient force  to  put  down  this  insurrection." 
The  question  which  he  should  have  liked 
Sir  John  Colborne  to  answer  was,  whe- 
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ther  he  had  sufficient  force  to  prevent 
such  an  insarrection  ?  He  would  not  ask, 
'*  Have  you  sufficient  force  to  put  down 
an  outbreak  ?"  but^  "  Have  you  force  to 
awe  or  intimidate  those  who  are  disaf- 
fected, and  to  prevent  any  revolt?''  This 
was  a  question  which  he  did  not  think 
could  be  now  decided,  but  on  the  subject 
of  which  he  must  say,  he  did  not  think 
the  Colonial -office  stood  quite  clear. 
Looking  at  the  question  purely  in  a  mili- 
tary point  of  view,  the  answer  which  was 
given  was,  that  Sir  John  Colborne  was 
about  to  quit  his  quarters  with  every  avail- 
able man  under  his  command.  To  return 
to  the  Bill  itself,  there  were  many  pro- 
visions in  it  to  which  objections  might  be 
taken,  but  he  thought  it  would  be  prema- 
ture to  enter  into  the  consideration  of 
them  before  the  Bill  should  come  fairly 
before  the  Committee,  and  any  observa- 
tion on  this  point  he  should,  therefore, 
reserve  until  a  more  fitting  opportunity 
presented  itself.  He  thought,  however, 
that  it  would  be  found  that  the  Members 
of  the  opposition  gave  their  best  support 
to  the  measure  brought  forward  by  Minis- 
ters, believing,  with  them,  that  this  Bill 
was  absolutely  necessary  in  the  present 
state  of  the  country,  and  that  some  per- 
son should  be  sent  out  with  dictatorial 
powers,  and  who  might  be  able  to  con* 
duct  the  government  of  the  colony  in  such 
a  manner  as  to  secure  eventual  peace  and 
security. 

Mr.  Leader  said,  that  afler  the  admira- 
ble speech  made  at  the  bar,  it  was  almost 
unnecessary  for  any  Member  to  make  any 
observations  in  opposition  to  the  Bill.  He, 
however,  felt  called  upon  to  address  some 
remarks  to  the  House  in  answer  to  the 
speeches  just  delivered.  He  could  not 
help  feeling,  that  it  was  a  most  painful 
and  disagreeable  subject  to  follow  the 
hon.  Baronet  through  the  details  of  his 
speech ;  and  he  would  at  once  remark  as 
to  the  charge  made  by  Mr.  Roebuck  with 
respect  to  the  treatment  of  the  people  of 
Canada  by  the  soldiers;  that  learned 
gentleman  had  good  authority  for  assert- 
ing that  great  severities  and  injuries  had 
been  committed  by  the  troops  both  at  St. 
Denis  and  St.  Charles,  and  he  was  justi- 
fied in  say  ng  that  they  had  been  guilty  of 
excesses  in  Canada  as  if  they  had  been  in 
an  enemy's  country ;  for  they  not  only 
burnt  the  fortified  houses,  but  they  also 
sacked  and  burned  other  houses  in  those 
villages*    The  hon.  Baronet  said,  that  the 


assertions  of  Mr.  Roebuck  on  this  subject 
were  exaggerated,  and  that  Mr.  Roebuck 
had  made  his  statements  on  the  authority 
of  paragraphs  in  the  American  newspapers. 
Now  he  could  state,  that  this  was  not  the 
case,  but  that  the  statement  was  made  on 
the  authority  of  a  gentleman  who  arrived 
from  Canada  by  the  last  New  York  packet, 
namely,  the  Westminster.  He  had  him- 
self heard  that  Gentleman,  who  was  an 
Englishman,  and  had  nothing  to  do  with 
what  the  hOn.  Baronet  called  the  treason- 
able practices  that  had  taken  place  in 
Canada.  [Hear,  Jiearf]  He  could  not 
understand  that  cheer  ;  but  he  was  satis- 
fied that  many  Canadians  were  charged 
with  treasonable  practices  who  were  guilty 
of  nothing  of  the  kind,  and  it  was  rather 
hard  to  call  them  by  such  names  before 
they  were  proved  to  be  guilty.  He  had 
heard  the  Gentleman  to  whom  he  alluded 
make  the  statement  almost  in  the  same 
words  as  had  been  used  by  Mr.  Roebuck 
as  to  the  villages  of  St.  Denis  and  St. 
Charles  having  been  burned  and  sacked. 
He  had,  however,  evidence  on  this  point 
which  would  be  considered  better  and 
of  more  weight  by  hon.  Gentlemen.  He 
would  refer  the  hon.  Baronet  to  this  better 
evidence,  namely,  the  dispatches  of  the 
Governor  of  Canada  and  the  military 
officers  who  were  engaged,  and  from  them 
he  would  prove  that  an  unnecessary  degree 
of  harshness  and  severity  had  been  used, 
and  that  the  property  of  Canadians  had 
been  wantonly  destroyed.  The  troops  not 
only  destroyed  the  stronghold  of  the 
insurgents,  out  also  the  houses  and 
property  of  persons  who  sided  with  the 
House  of  Assembly.  He  repeated,  it  was 
merely  for  siding  with  the  House  of 
Assembly  that  they  had  had  their  property 
destroyed.  In  the  dispatch  of  Colonel 
Wetherall,  dated  St.  Charles,  the  22d  of 
November,  he  says,  "  I  then  advanced  to 
another  position  100  yards  from  the  works, 
but  finding  the  defenders  obstinate  I 
stormed  and  carried  them,  burning  every 
building  within  the  stockade  except  that 
of  the  hon.  Mr.  Debartsch ;"  and  the  House 
will  hardly  believe  what  is  the  fact,  that 
the  house  of  Mr.  Debartsch  is  the  strongest 
house  in  the  village,  and  that  was  not 
destroyed,  because  the  owner  of  it  was  a 
Member  of  the  Legislative  Council,  and  a 
support  of  the  Government.  It  seemed 
then  that  this  property  was  not  destroyed, 
not  because  it  did  not  afford  protection  to 
the  insurgents  from  the  fire  of  the  troops. 
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but  because  itbe1ong;ed  to  a  person  attached 
to  the  Government— it  was  saved  from 
destruction  when  other  Houses  not  nearly 
so  strong  were  destroyed,  because  it  be- 
longed to  a  partisan  of  the  Government. 
The  Pact  was  also  stated  in  the  dispatch 
of  the  Earl  of  Gosford,  alludinp:  to  the 
proceedings  of  Colonel  Gore  at  St.  Denis, 
•*  after  destroying  the  houses  from  which 
the  troops  had  been  fired  on  at  the  former 
attack.*'  It  appeared,  then,  that  those 
houses  were  destroyed  which  were  no 
longer  occupied  by  troops,  for  it  is  dis- 
tinctly stated,  that  the  houses  were  so 
destroyed  by  the  troops  because  they  had 
been  fired  upon  from  them  in  the  former 
attack.  There  was  also  a  paragraph  in 
the  dispatch  of  Colonel  Gore,  which  was 
confirmatory  of  this ;  he  says,  "  the  pro- 
perty of  the  rebel,  Wolfred  Nelson,  was, 
in  the  course  of  the  day  and  the  next 
morning,  destroyed,  and  also  the  fortified 
house  and  -ail  the  defences/'  He  recol- 
lected that  great  blarac  was  cast  on  him- 
self and  others  for  having  stated,  that  it 
was  probable  that  the  Lower  Canadians 
woula  confiscate  the  property  of  their  oppo- 
nents if  their  party  happened  to  be  suc- 
cessful, it  was  said,  that  observations  of 
that  kind  only  encouraged  them  to  con. 
fiscate  the  properly  of  their  opponents; 
but  he  had  not  alluded  to  it  with  any  such 
view,  but  only  mentioned  it  as  a  probable 
event.  If,  however,  it  was  such  a  horrible 
thing  even  to  allude  to  such  a  thing  as 
confiscation,  how  came  it  that  the  pro- 
perty of  Wolfred  Nelson  was  destroyed,  as 
well  as  all  the  other  houses  in  the  village? 
[Hear,  hear.']  That  cheer  proved  to  him 
that  the  properly  of  Wolfred  Nelson  was 
destroyed  because  he  was  opposed  to  the 
Government,  and  not  because  his  house 
was  fortified.     He  thought  that  on  this 

Soint  he  bad  proved  that  the  attack  of  the 
on.  Baronet  on  Mr.  Roebuck  was  neither 
fair  nor  Justifiable,  for  the  dispatches  to 
theColooial-office  fully  justified  his  learned 
Friend  in  stating,  that  a  great  deal  more 
severity  and  harshness  had  been  resorted 
to  than  was  called  for  in  common  warfare. 
It  was  clear  from  the  dispatches  he  had 
quoted  that  the  houses  of  those  not 
engaged  in  the  war  had  been  destroyed, 
and  that  fellow-subjects  not  in  arms  had 
been  deprived  of  their  properly.  If  they 
were  anxious  to  put  down  this  insurrec- 
tion and  Secure  the  peaceful  government 
of  (he  country,  the  best  way  to  do  so  was 
by  conciliation,  and  not  by  working  on 


the  excited  feelings  of  the  people  of  Canada 
and  by  the  destruction  of  property.  TTie 
hon.  Member  then  proceeded  as  follows: 
Before  entering  on  the  merits  of  the  Bill 
before  us,  it  is  necessary,  for  the  «ake  of 
doing  Justice  to  all  parties  concerned,  that 
I  should  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  origin 
of  the  present  deplorable  contest  in  Lower 
Canada.  Throughout  the  discussion  three 
causes  have  been  assigned  by  varioos 
parties  for  the  discontent  and  insurrection 
of  the  Canadians.  First,  the  noble  Lord 
and  his  Friends  on  this  side  as  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  lay  much  of  the 
blame  on  the  machinations  of  a  few  dema- 
gogues, who,  we  are  told  in  one  speech, 
have  agitated  and  disorganised  and  in- 
flamed to  revolutionary  madness  the  whole 
Canadian  population,  and  who,  we  are 
told  in  another  speech,  though  very  anx. 
ious  to  cause  confusion,  have  signally 
failed  in  their  attempt,  being  supported 
by  only  a  very  small  portion  or  igno- 
rant and  deluded  peasantry  in  one  or 
two  districts.  Leaving  these  contradic- 
tory statements  to  be  reconciled  with  each 
other  and  with  the  truth,  I  proceed  to  the 
second  alleged  cause  of  the  insurrection. 
The  noble  Lord  solemnly  arraigned  the 
House  of  Assembly,  and  traced  all  the 
mischief  to  their  conduct.  I  will  not 
detain  the  House  by  defending  their  con- 
duct; that  task  will,  I  trust,  soon  be  per- 
formed by  the  man  in  this  country  most 
capable  of  doing  justice  to  it.  But  this  1 
must  say,  that  from  first  to  last  the 
Assembly  exercised  a  constitutional  right 
solemnly  guaranteed  to  them  by  this 
country.  If  blame,  then,  is  to  be  attached 
to  any  persons,  it  should  be  attached  to 
those  who  gave  to  the  Assembly  a  power 
which  was  not  to  be  used — who  put  into 
the  hands  of  the  Canadian  representatives 
a  weapon  for  using  which  in  their  own 
defence  you  are  now  about  to  inflict 
punishment  upon  them.  The  third  alleged 
cause  is  that  insisted  on  by  the  Gentlemen 
opposite,  namely,  the  incompetence,  vacil- 
lation, and  procrastination  of  the  present 
Ministers.  It  is  not  necessary  to  stop  to 
inquire  into  the  exact  proportion  of  the 
mischief  produced  which  should  be  attri- 
buted to  each  of  these  three  causes,  nor  to 
weigh  nicelv  the  exact  amount  of  evil 
which  should  in  strict  justice  be  assigned 
to  each,  nor  even  whether  one  or  even  two 
of  them  exist  merelv  in  the  imagination  of 
those  who  propound  them  :  but  there  is  a 
fourth  cause  which  I  believe  to  be  the  real 
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cause  and  origin  of  all  the  discontent,  and 
of  the  consequent  disturbances,  and  that 
is,  the  Tory  misgovernment  of  the  colony 
during^  more  than  twenty  years.     In  order 
to  prove  which  I  am  the  more  anxious  to 
remark  on  this  period  of  the  misgovern- 
ment  of  Canada,  in  consequence  of  the 
praise  bestowed  by  my  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for    London,    and  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Kilkenny,  on  the 
liberal  dispatches  and  the  liberal  intentions 
of  Sir  George  Murray  and  Lord  Aberdeen. 
It  is  very  true  that  their  dispatches  contain 
an  expression  of  liberal  sentiments,  and 
hold  out  a  hope  that  liberal  measures  will 
be    adopted;   but,  unfortunately  for  the 
Canadians,  these  liberal  views  were  never 
acted  on,  were  never  carried  into  effect; 
they  had  their  beginning  and  their  ending 
in  the  dispatches  ;  and  for  all  the  good 
which  they  conferred  on    the  Canadians 
they    might    as    well    never  have    been 
written,    or  rather,  it   would  have  been 
better  if  they  had  not  been  written,  for 
they  tended  to  raise  expectations  which 
were  cruelly  disappointed,   and    thereby 
added  to  the  suspicion  and  bad  feeling 
already   existing  in  the   province.     This 
assertion  is  well  founded.     I  refer  to  the 
debates  which  took  place  on  the  subject 
of  Canada  in  the  years  1828,  1829,  and 
1830.     I   find    Sir    J.   Mackintosh,  Mr. 
Labouchere^  Mr.  Stanley  (the  noble  Lord, 
now  Member  for  North  Lancashire),  Lord 
Saodon,  Lord  Howick,  Mr.  C.  Grant  (now 
Colonial  Secretary),    Lord  Althorp,  Mr. 
Evelyn  Denison,Lord  Milton,  and  Mr.  Stu- 
art Wortley,  all  complaining  of  the  misgo- 
vernment  of  Canada,  and  most  of  them 
strongly  condemning  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cily  both  for  its  composition  and  conduct. 
As  I   know  bow  disagreeable  it  is  to  the 
House  to  hear  extracts  from  former  debates, 
I  will  not  trouble  you  with  them  now.     I 
would  also  refer  Members  who  are  not 
aware  of  the  facts  to  the  evidence  given  by 
Mr.    £.    Ellice  before  the  Committee  of 
1828.     They  will  find  him  speaking  of '*  a 
long  course  of  mismanagement  and  a  con- 
stant attempt  to  reconcile  contradictory 
principles  in  the  administration  of  affairs 
in  Canada  ;*'    "  of  evils  which  were  not 
theoretical  but  practical,  and  which  formed 
just   ground    of  complaint ;"    ''of  taxes 
levied  against  the  wjU  of  the  House  of 
Assembly  ;*'  "  of  vexatious  dissolutions  and 
prorogations  of  the  Assembly  ;''  "of  a  perse- 
verance in  measures  illegal  and  offensive 
to  the  rights  and  feelings  of  the  people  f 


"of  the  French  and  English  population 
having  been  almost  brought  into  collision, 
and  a  wider  separation  between  them  in 
opinion  on  all  matters  of  internal  govern- 
ment and  legislation  having  been  rather 
encouraged  than  checked."  These  and 
many  more  grave  charges  are  brought 
against  the  Government  in  his  evidence, 
which  is  indeed  one  of  the  best  exposures 
on  record  of  the  misgovernment  of  Canada 
by  the  Tories.  From  the  documents  to 
which  I  have  referred  it  is  evident  that  the 
grievances  which  had  been  experienced  in 
Canada  as  early  as  1820,  which  reached 
this  country  and  excited  the  attention  of 
some  Members  of  this  House,  and  caused 
a  Committee  of  Inquiry  in  1828,  were, 
though  acknowledged,  unredressed  in 
1830 — the  revenues  of  the  province  plund- 
ered— its  treasury  bankrupt — its  suitors 
robbed — the  constitutional  rights  of  the 
people  disregarded  —  one  portion  of  the 
legislature  (that  which  was  nominated  by 
the  Crown^  allowed  by  every  one  to  be 
utterly  unnt  for  the  government  of  the 
country — the  most  arbitrary  acts  perpe- 
trated by  the  governor.  These  were  the 
grievances  of  Tory  domination — these 
were  the  wrongs  of  Tory  misrule.  The 
long  delay  of  redress  and  of  justice  exas- 
perated the  feelings  of  the  people  of  the 
province,  and  caused  them  to  view  with 
distrust  and  suspicion  the  conduct  of  the 
government  of  this  country.  This  gave 
rise  to  the  feelings  of  discontent  and  dis- 
affection which  have  since  expanded  to  a 
fearful  extent.  This  justifies  me,  I  think, 
in  the  assertion  that  the  contest  which  now 
desolates  Canada  derived  its  origin  from 
the  long-continued  misgovernment  by  the 
Tory  Ministers  of  this  country.  So  much 
for  Tory  mismanagement.  But  it  may  be 
said  as  against  the  Canadians,  that  when 
the  Whigs  came  into  office  they,  by  the 
wisdom  and  prudence  of  their  views,  and 
by  the  decision  with  which  they  carried 
their  views  into  effect,  completely  repaired 
all  the  errors  of  their  predecessors,  and  by 
a  course  of  wise  conciliation,  united  with 
a  firm  adherence  to  the  real  interests  both 
of  England  and  of  Canada,  soon  settled  the 
differences  and  removed  the  rancorous 
feelings  which  Tory  mismanagement  had 
produced.  It  has,  indeed,  been  boldly 
asserted  by  the  friends  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment that  all  the  grievances  of  the 
Canadians  have  been  redressed.  I  have  a 
few  observations  to  make  as  to  the  conduct 
of  the  WhigSy  and  especially  as  to  their 
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haviog  redressed  all  the  grievances  of  the 
Canadians.  I  must^  however,  first  remark 
that  grievances  which  in  1820  might  easily 
have  been  redressed  had  in  1828  become 
more  complicated,  and  in  1831  greater  con- 
cessions were  required  to  compensate  for 
long-continued  wrongs.  In  1828  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee  would  have 
been  gladly  accepted.  The  noble  Lord 
has  himself  told  us  that  the  Canadians 
styled  it  ''  an  imperishable  monument  of 
the  wisdom  and  justice  of  Parliament." 
It  is  a  pity  that  it  was  not  carried  into 
effect.  In  1831,  a  greater  measure  of 
concession  was  wished  for,  as  the  delay  of 
justice  had  increased  the  apprehensions 
of  the  people,  and  caused  them  to  demand 
greater  securities  for  good  government. 
If,  therefore,  the  demands  of  the  Cana* 
dians  have  gone  on  increasing,  the  blame 
rests  not  on  them,  but  on  those  who  per- 
mitted acknowledged  abuses  to  continue 
in  existence.  The  conduct  of  the  Tory 
party  had  tended  to  produce  in  the  minds 
of  the  more  reflecting  of  our  North  Ame- 
rican subjects  a  conviction  that  it  was 
impossible  for  a  mother  c5untry  to  govern 
wisely  and  well  a  powerful  and  distant 
colony  whose  interests  were  most  compli- 
cated. Moreover,  they  began  to  perceive 
that,  unacquainted  as  the  people  of  this 
country  must  be  with  those  interests,  and 
uninterested  likewise  as  they  must  feel  in 
the  internal  concerns  of  distant  depend- 
encies, it  was  impossible  to  enforce  any- 
thing like  effective  responsibility  on  the 
home  government  of  the  colonies ;  and 
that  when  responsibility  was  wanting  the 
experience  of  all  ages  proved  that  abuses 
would  exist,  and  though  acknowledged 
remain  unredressed ;  and  of  the  truth  of 
these  positions  they  had  a  grievous  prac- 
tical proof  in  the  violence  of  Sir  James 
Craig,  in  the  arbitrary  conduct  of  Lord 
Dalhousie,  and  in  the  policy  of  the  Colo- 
nial-office during  a  long  series  of  years. 
With  these  feelings,  the  Canadians  in- 
creased their  demands  for  local  powers, 
convinced  that  the  only  chance  of  good 
government  consisted  in  the  greatest 
amount  of  self-government,  and  in  the 
greatest  amount  of  independence  of  this 
country  which  was  consistent  with  the 
supremacy  of  Great  Britain;  for  as  yet 
they  had  no  desire  to  shake  off  our  yoke. 
It  must  be  allowed,  therefore,  that  the 
position  of  the  Whigs,  when  they  came 
into  power  was  a  far  more  difficult  one 
than  that  of  their  predecessors  at   the 
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commencemeDt,  or  at  any  other  period  of 
the  dispute.      But  I  ask,  have  they  in  aoy 
way  shown  themselves  equal  to  the  task, 
or  even  attempted   to  overcome  the  diffi- 
culties of  their  position  ?    Have  they  even 
accomplished  the  recommendation  of  the 
Committee   of  1828  ?     I  will  answer  the 
last  question   in    the  words  of  their  own 
Commissioners,    who    made   a  report  in 
1837.     The  great  grievance,  and  the  odc 
which  originated    many  other  grievanco, 
was   the  composition    and   conduct  aod 
political  character  of  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cil.     This  body  had   heen  condemned,  as 
I  have  shown,  by  men  of  all  parties  from 
1828  to  this  time,  and  the  Committee  of 
1828  had  recommended  a  great  aUcrBtion 
in  its  composition.      An    alteration  was, 
indeed,  made  in  it  in  1832  by  the  jodge 
ceasing  to  take  part  in   its  proceedings 
and  by   the   addition     of    thirteen  new 
members  unconnected   with  the  Govern- 
ment.     How,  in  the   first  place,  was  thu 
alteration,  and  how  were  the  new  appoint- 
ments,  received  by  the  Assembly  ?    Tlieir 
reception    may    be     gathered    from  the 
ninety-two  resolutions  of  1834,  and  par- 
ticularly from   the   twenty-fourth,  which 
says,    "  Such  of  the   recently  appoiDted 
councillors  as  were  taken  from  the  ^^l^^^^ 
of  the  Assembly,  and  had  entertained  the 
hope  that  a  sufficient   number  of  inde- 
pendent men,  holding  opinions  in  unisw 
with  those  of  the  majority  of  the  people 
and   of  their    representatives,   would  be 
associated  with  them,  must  now  feel  that 
they  are  overwhelmed  by  a  majority  n^^ 
tile  to  the  country."     It  was  the  pohtica^ 
character  of  the  Legislative  Council  wbicb 
induced  it  to   oppose  the  Assembly,  ^^ 
reject  all  measures  even  for  education  anfl 
annual  supply   voted  by   the   Assewbt^ 
It  was  the  political  character  wbicbcaused 
the  chief  part  of  its  evil,  and  which  re- 
quired above  all  an  alteration.    Bat^^^ 
own  Commissioners  tell  you  that  object 
was  not  effected  in  1837,  though  recoffl- 
meuded  in  1828.     The  fact  is,  that  in 
altering  the  Legislative  Council,  you  kept 
the  word  of  promise  to  the  ear,  and  brofce 
it  to  the  sense ;  and  after  your  alteration 
the  Legislative  Council  was  as  hostile  t^ 
the  Assembly,  and  as  great  an  obstacle  to 
all  useful  and  even  necessary  legialatiooj 
as  when  denounced  by  Mr.  Laboucherfi  w 
1828,  or  by  Lord  Sandon  in  1830.    Bui 
have  the  Whigs  shown  themselves  eqoal 
to  tl)e  difficult  task  of  arranging  the  dis- 
putes and  smoothing  the  asperities  caused 
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by  the  long  misgoverDment  of  their  pre- 
decessors ?    To  that  question,  there  is  a 
sad  but  a  significant  answer — Canada  has 
reToUed.    The  Whigs  have  done    posi- 
tively nothing  to  overcome  the  many  and 
great  obstacles  that  stood  in  the  way  of  a 
peaceable  settlement  of  Canadian  differ- 
ences.    They  promised  much-— they  talked 
of  infusing  a  liberal  spirit  into  the  Legis- 
lative Council — they  sent  out  a  commis- 
sion to  inquire  into  grievances  which  were 
notorious,  instead  of  sending  out  a  go- 
vernor with  power  to  redress  them,  and  to 
conciliate  the  people.     It  seems  that  the 
Whig  Ministers  were  afraid  of  facing  the 
difficulty,   and  of  acting  on   their  own 
often-avowed  principles  of  Government ; 
the  commission  afforded  them  delay,  and 
a  breathing  time;  and  when  this  Whig 
commission  made  its  report  last  year  what 
information  not  already  common  to  every 
man  who  had  looked  at  the  subject  did  it 
afford  ?     What  measure  of  conciliation, 
what  remedy  for  acknowledged  evils,  did 
it   suggest?     The   Canadians  asked   for 
redress  of  grievances,  many  of  which  the 
Commission  acknowledged  in  the  report, 
but  its  pity  was  for  the  unpaid  officials, 
not  for  the  insulted  people ;  and  its  chief 
recommendation  was,  that  tlie  constitu- 
tional rights  of  the  House  of  Assembly 
should  be  violated  by  a  seizure  of  the 
revenues,  in  direct  opposition  to  the  As- 
sembly's vote.    The  Whig  Ministers  acted 
on  this  report,  and  proposed  their  coercive 
resolutions.     What  followed  is  of  recent 
occurrence,    and    is    well    known.     The 
resolutions  were  denounced   by  the  As- 
sembly, the  people  supported  their  repre- 
sentatives,  meetings  were    held,    strong 
language  was  used  against  the  Govern- 
ment^ measures  for  embarrassing  it  were 
adopted.     Then  came  official  reprisals; 
militia  officers  and  magistrates  were  dis- 
missed ;    and,  lastly,  some  persons  were 
arrested,  and  many  more  marked  out  for 
arrest.  Some  of  those  arrested  were  rescued 
by  the  peasantry;  and  to  prevent  the  arrest 
of  others  the  peasantry  assembled  to  protect 
them   against   force.      This  led    to  the 
skirmish  at  St.  John's,   and  to  the   dis- 
astrous   affairs    at    St.    Denis    and    St. 
Charles.    The  revolt  was  not  p/Semeditated 
and  organised  ;  it  was  an  outbreak  of  the 
peasantry  to  defend  their  leaders.     It  may 
be  right  here  to  explain  the  state  of  the 
law  in  Lower  Canada,  in  order  to  show 
why  the  peasantry  were  so  determined, 
and  perhaps  imprudent  in  their  defence  of 


persons  marked  for  arrest.  The  judges 
are  appointed  during  pleasure,  not  during 
good  behaviour.  They  are  responsible  to 
the  Crown  only,  and  not  to  the  Assembly ; 
and  they  had  recently  received  from  the 
Crown  that  salary  which  they  conside  ed 
the  Assembly  had  unjustly  and  vexatiously 
kept  from  them.  The  sheriffs  are  likewise 
appointed  and  paid  by  the  Crown,  and 
belong  to  the  ascendancy  faction,  which 
is  in  bitter  feud  against  the  Assembly. 
The  sheriffs  have  really  the  power  of 
selecting  what  jury  they  please.  The  per- 
sons to  be  tried  by  such  a  tribunal  were 
the  very  persons  most  obnoxious  to  both 
judge  and  sheriff,  being  members  or  friends 
of  the  Assembly.  The  prosecutor  (that  is 
the  Crown  or  the  executive)  appointed 
and  paid  the  judge  and  sheriff,  and  was 
in  direct  opposition  if  not  in  open 
hostility,  with  die  prisoner,  who  had, 
moreover,  sought  to  make  the  judge  and 
sheriff  responsible  to  the  Assembly,  and 
had  kept  back  their  salaries  for  three  years. 
What  chance  of  justice  had  the  prisoner? 
What  hope  of  ever  leaving  his  prison  but 
by  the  scaffold  .>  The  people  saw  the 
danger,  and  they  determined  that  their 
chiefs  and  best  friends  should  not  thus  be 
put  away  by  judicial  murder :  they  rose 
to  defend  them — collision  took  place 
between  the  Queen's  troops  and  the 
Queen's  Canadian  subjects — the  country 
was  in  a  state  of  insurrection,  and  martial 
law  was  proclaimed.  Such  is  the  result 
of  twenty  years  of  Tory  misgovernment 
and  of  seven  years  of  Whig  indecision. 
During  this  long  period  there  were  many 
occasions  on  which  the  differences  might 
have  been  settled  for  some  time,  if  not 
permanently ;  but  the  opportunities  were 
(if  seen)  neglected,  and  the  question  for 
us  now  to  consider  is,  how  we  can  extricate 
ourselves  from  the  difficulties  in  which  we 
have  been  involved  by  official  mismanage- 
ment, and  by  the  national  indifference 
to  distant  colonial  affairs.  There  are 
evidently  but  three  courses  open  to  us— 
coercion,  conciliation^  and  separation. 
Now,  I  object  to  the  present  bill,  becanse 
it  begins  with  a  measure  of  coercion,  which 
will,  I  fear,  render  future  conciliation 
difficult,  if  not  impossible.  It  is  a  bill  of 
pains  and  penalties  against  a  whole  people ; 
and  what  reasons  are  given  to  excuse  or  to 
justify  the  introduction  ofa  measure  which 
is  styled  even  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  <<an  act  of  despotism"?  That 
the  present  constitution  cannpt  be  maiiH 
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tained  ''  without  serious  detriment  to  the 
interests  of  the  province/'  and  that  it  has 
been  virtually  abrogated  by  a  revolt.    The 
cause  of  obstruction  to  the  beneficial  work- 
ing of  the  constitution  was  the  legislative 
council.     It  never  harmonised  with  the 
Assembly,  nor  with  the   people;  it  was 
condemned  by  men  of  all  parties  in  this 
House.    The  blame,  then,  rests  with  the 
Government,  which  having  the  power  to 
improve  the  legislative  council  would  not 
exercise  it,  and  not  with  the  Assembly, 
whom  you  seek  by  this  bill  to  punish  for 
haying  exercised  a  constitutional  right.  As 
to  the  constitution  beingvirtually  abrogated 
by  the  revolt,  it  was  not  the  revolt,  but 
your  eiglith  resolution  of  last  year,  which 
destroyed  the  Canadian  constitution.     But 
there  has  been  a  revolt ;  and  therefore,  vou 
say,  the  people   must  be  punished  by  a 
suspension  of  their  constitution.     Now, 
the  revolt  was  either  partial  or  general. 
If,  as  you  say  yourselves,  and  as  it  at  pre- 
sent appears,  it  was  only   partial,    it   is 
surely  unjust  to  visit  the  offence  of  a  few 
factious  demagogues   and  a  few  deluded 
peasants,  in  one  or  two  districts,  on  the 
whole    Canadian   population  ;  and  if  the 
revolt  or  the  discontent  which  preceded 
it  be  general,  then   it  is  evident  that  an 
arbitrary  measure  like  this  "  act  of  des- 
potism'^ will  tend  only  to  add   intensity 
and  bitterness  to  the  feelings  of  hostility 
already  unhappily  existing.       In  either 
case  the  bill  is  a  gross  violation,  not,  I 
think,  justified   by   the   tyrant's  plea  of 
necessity,  of  a  solemn  compact;    and  it 
will,  I  fear,  cause  our  other  colonies  to  lose 
that  confidence — that  •*  unsuspecting  con- 
fidence*'— incur  justice  and  our  good  faith 
which  alone  enable  us  to  keep  them  with- 
out force  and  military  occupation.    After 
having  suspended  the  present  constitution, 
you  reject,  I  am  glad  to  see,  the  idea  of 
governing  Canada  by  the  sword,  and  pro- 
pose to  govern  it  permanently  on  constitu- 
tional principles ;  but  even  supposing  that 
the  new  constitution  is  as  good  as  the  pre- 
sent, and  as  acceptable  to  the  people 
generally,     what    guarantee    have     the 
Canadians  that  the  new  constitution  will 
be  more  respected  than  the  constitution  of 
1791,  whicn  you  violated  last  year,  and 
which  you  now  propose  to  destroy  ?    That 
is  a  really  good  and  free  constitution ;  it 
will  never  clash  with  the  Colonial-office ; 
for  it  is  utterly  impossible  for  two  things 
•o  diainetrkalfy  opposed  as  good  local  go- 
temmetit  in  a  colony  and  the  present 


colonial   system    should  long  go  od  har- 
moniously together ;  and  if  the  new  cob- 
stitution   be   not   as  free  at  least  as  tiiat 
of  91,    there    will  soon   be  deeper  and 
more  extended  discontent  in  the  provinct 
than  at  present.     What   is  the  avoved 
object  of  the   present  bill,   and  of  yoor 
whole    policy     towards    Canada?     Not 
merely  to  put  down  revolt  and  settle  differ- 
ences, but  chiefly    to   protect  the  BritiA 
settlers  in  our  North  American  pro?iDca 
generally,  and  in  Lower  Canada  especiallf, 
Now,  a  suspension  of  the  coiutitution,  wd 
a  temporary  military  occupation—for  It 
seems  that  a  large  body  of  troops  is  to  be 
sent  to  Canada   in  the  spring  to  sapport 
this  "  act  of  despotism" — will  injore  the 
British  settlers  in  Lower  Canada  infinitely 
more  than  their    opponents   would  ever 
injure  them.     The  mere  fact  of  the  sosp- 
sion  of  the  constitution   and  of  the  enforc- 
ing of  arbitrary  measures  will  inevitably 
very  much  damage  the  trade  and  diminish 
the  amount  of  emigration,  on  which  'be 
British  in  Lower  Canada  chiefly  depend  for 
their  support  and  their  prosperity.    And  as 
a  majority  of  the  Canadians  will  ^"^^^J^^^ 
these  harsh  measures  have  been  adfised  by 
them  and  passed  for  their  exclusive  adfan- 
tage,  you  will  widen  the  breach  and  in- 
crease the  hostile  feeling  already  uohappjij 
existing  between   the    minority   and  tb« 
majority  of  the  population.     In  supp^i 
of  the  course  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord, 
blame  has  been  cast  and  odium  bcapcd 
on  the  Canadian  people— a  bill  of  indict- 
ment has  been  preferred  ^^^^nsi  toe  as- 
sembly,  which   has  been    treated   a«  * 
criminal,  and  misrepresented  to  the  Ht)0 
and  to  the  country  as  a  body  of  factious, 
unreasonable,   faithless  men.     This  is  * 
strange  course  for  a  minister  to  **'^^"', 
act  as  a  partisan — to  state  only  one  sjoc 
of  a  question,  and  in  the  spirit  of  a  pa^^' 
san  to  arraign  and  condemn  in  the  same 
speech  a  constitutional  representative  as- 
sembly.    I  know  not  whether  the  no^ 
still  considers  that  the  Assembly  «  **^ 
of  false  and  factious  men,  and  ought  toI» 
so  treated ;   but  I  am  certain  that  cai* 
reflection  will  convince   them    that  "le 
Assembly  .has  been  misrepresented,  a*^ 
that  the  course  adopted  towards  them  w» 
the  very  worst  possible  course  for  a  ^f^^ 
menl  of  the  dispute.     If  such  bad  Win  a* 
this  be  committed,   all  the  colonies  o* 
Great  Britain   which   have   constitawoitf 
will  begin  to  tremble  for  their  rights,  wt» 
begin  to  think  they  hold  their  constittttioo* 


341 


Affairs  of  Canada. 


{Jan. 22} 


Affairs  of  Canada, 


342 


on  no  better  tenure  than  the  Canadians. 
Appeals  are  made  to  British  honour  to 
sanction  the  proposed  measures  of  coercion. 
I  too  would  appeal  to  the  national  honour 
—  I  would  entreat  you  to  look  back  to 
history  and  to  remember  who  these  Cana- 
dians are  whom  we  are  called  upon  by 
ministers  in  this  House  to  punish  by  sus- 
pending their  constitution,  and  whom  we 
are  vehemently  urged,  in  the  most  fero- 
cious and  sanguinary  terms,  by  the  Lon- 
don daily  press,  to  put  down  by  hangings 
in  the  town,  and  by  burnings  and  bntcher- 
ings  in  the  field.    Conquered  from  France, 
they  became  our  subjects  in  1763;  only 
eleven  years  after  they  refused  the  splen- 
did offer  of  the  American  Congress  to  be 
received  on  terms  of  equality  into  the  great 
republic ;  they  remained  faithful  to  Great 
Britain   throughout  the  war  of  indepen- 
dence.    From  that  time  till  1812,  when 
the    second   American    war    broke    out, 
though  misgoverned,  and  occasionally  very 
ill  treated,  they  were  the  most  loyal  and 
attached   of  British   colonists :  again  in 
that  war  they  refused  the  tempting  over- 
tures of  the  American  republic,  at  a  time 
when  the  province  was  almost  drained  of 
British  troops,  and  might  have  fallen  an 
easy  prey  to  the  Americans  had  the  French 
Canadians  been  hostile  to  us,  or  even  re- 
mained neutral.     They  rose  en  masse  to 
repel  the  enemies  of  England,  and  by 
their  courage  and  determination  preserved 
the  country  to  Great  Britain.     How  have 
they  been  rewarded  ?     From  that  time  to 
this  their  history  is  one  series  of  complaints 
unattended  to-~of  wrongs  unredressed — 
of  the  most  oppressive,  capricious,  and 
contemptuous  roisgovernment.     So  long 
as  they  complained  merely,  and  petitioned 
and  used  constitutional  means  for  redress 
of  grievances,  they  were  neglected  by  the 
Colonial  office  and  unheeded  by  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country.    They  were  too  few 
in  number-— too  weak — too  distant  to  at- 
tract notice  and  to  command  attention  to 
their  complaints.    There  was  always  some 
excuse  at  the  Colonial-of&ce  for  not  at- 
tending to  their  petitions  at  the  proper 
times  —  at  the  only  times,  indeed,  when 
prompt  attention  might  have  prevented 
the  difficulties  which  had  been  accumu- 
lating for  years,  and  which  are  now  almost 
insurmountable.     At  one  time  the  Cana- 
dians are  put  off  because  the  whole  coun- 
try, and  especially  the  ministers,  including 
the  colonial  minister,  have  all  their  time 
and  attention  occupied  by  the  discussion 


of  the  Catholic  Emancipation  Bill ;  at 
another  time,  their  business  is  postponed 
to  more  important  domestic  business 
caused  by  the  death  of  George  4th ;  at 
another  time,  England  is  in  a  state  bor- 
dering on  revolution  at  the  refusal  of  the 
Reform  Bill  —  the  Canadians  must  wait 
in  patience  till  that  storm  has  blown  over 
and  given  Ministers  time  to  look  to  our 
transatlantic  possessions.  A  sudden  change 
of  Ministry  in  1834  causes  another  period 
of  delay,  during  which  the  colonists  must 
endure  as  patiently  as  they  can  the  evils 
they  complain  of— -the  death  of  William 
4th,  the  consequent  election,  and  the 
varied  but  tumultuous  hopes  and  fears 
and  feelings  of  the  Whig  Ministers,  and 
the  great  pressure  of  electioneering  busi- 
ness, and  court  business,  and  other  busi- 
ness upon  them,  afford  an  excuse  for  a 
further  neglect  of  the  affairs  of  Canada. 
Let  any  man  read  the  dispatches  from  the 
Colonial  office,  and  he  will  see  that  this 
statement  is  strictly  true,  and  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  exaggerated.  There  is 
always  some  untoward  event  occurring  to 
prevent  proper  measures  from  being  taken 
for  redress  of  acknowledged  grievances, 
and  for  conciliation  at  the  proper  moment. 
Such  is  the  inevitable  effect  of  legislating 
at  the  Colonial-office  in  Downing-street 
for  the  internal  affairs  and  government  of 
a  country  on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic. 
In  the  pressure  of  more  important  affairs 
at  home,  the  distant  colony  is  forgotten, 
neglected,  or  mismanaged — its  affairs  are 
postponed  till  a  more  convenient  season, 
which  said  convenient  season  has  not  in  the 
course  of  twenty  years  once  appeared  to  the 
Colonial-office  for  settling  the  complicated 
and  difficult  affairs  of  Canada.  It  really 
seems  that  almost  the  only  way  by  which 
a  distant  colony  can  command  attention 
is  by  open  and  armed  resistance  to  the 
Government.  I  must  here  remark  on  the 
manner  in  which  this  Canadian  question 
has  been  treated  by  the  London  daily  press. 
The  Canadians  have  been  grossly  calum- 
niated, their  assembly  misrepresented,  and 
the  worst  passions  of  the  people  of  this 
country  have  been  appealed  to  m  order  to 
excite  their  bitterest  hatred  against  the 
Canadians,  who  are  held  up  as  fit  objects 
to  be  reviled  and  oppressea  because  they 
are  of  French  origin  and  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion.  I  grieve  that  English- 
men—men of  talent  and  of  learning— 
having  received  a  liberal  education,  and 
fully  aware  of  the  gross  injustice  they  wete 
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eominitting  and  of  the  miseries  they  would 
ioflictOD  a  whole  people — should  have  had 
recoorse  to  means  so  utterly  base  and  des- 
picable* As  for  their  attacks  on  me  and 
others  in  this  House,  I  freely  forgive  them. 
Their  attacks  are  not  very  terrible,  and 
they  think,  I  suppose,  that  party-spirit 
justifies  them  in  slandering  and  misre- 
presenting a  political  opponent.  But  their 
attacks  on  the  Canadians  do  not  deserve  to 
be  so  easily  forgiven  ;  for  they  were  cow- 
ardly, malignant  attacks  on  the  lives  and 
the  liberties  of  the  Canadian  people. 
When  I  see  myself  and  others  pointed  out 
to  public  indignation  as  traitors  to 
England,  I  have  this  consolation,  that  the 
men  who  deprecated  the  American  war 
were  in  like  manner  chaiged  with  treason 
to  their  country.  The  public  voice  has 
decided  in  their  favour,  and  so  I  feel 
thoroughly  convinced  it  will  at  no  distant 
period  decide  for  us.  For  myself,  I  can 
only  say,  that  I  have  acted  in  this  affair 
to  the  best  of  my  judgment,  with  an 
anzioos  desire  to  aid  in  the  settlement  of 
Canadian  differences,  and,  as  I  con- 
scientiously believed,  in  the  way  best 
calculated  to  promote  the  public  welfare. 
There  is  not  a  man  in  this  House  who 
would  sacrifice  more  for  the  honour  and 
prosperity  of  England  than  myself.  I  have 
as  deep  an  interest  in  the  country  as  most 
men  in  this  House  ;  yet  I  and  others  are 
held  up  as  traitors  to  our  country,  because 
we  venture  to  offer  an  opinion  as  to  the 
best  means  of  putting  down  the  revolt,  the 
best  means  of  preventing  its  recurrence, 
and  as  to  the  causes  which  lead  to  it. 
But  even  in  this  House  my  words  have  been 
misunderstood  or  misrepresented.  The 
other  night  the  noble  Lord  indulged  in  a 
sneer  against  me  on  account  of  a  question 
I  had  put  to  him,  as  to  the  amount  of 
desertion  from  the  British  troops  in  Canada. 
In  all  that  I  said— and  it  was  very  little  on 
the  subject  of  desertion  — - 1  neither 
expressea  a  hope  nor  even  an  opinion  that 
desertion  would  increase ;  I  merely  asked 
a  question  on  the  subject  and  stated  a  fact 
which  I  thought  it  right  to  state  to  the 
house.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  North 
Riding  of  Yorkshir  also  gravely  charged 
me  with  being  responsible  for  some  violent 
language  used  at  a  meeting  at  Leeds,  be- 
cause I  happened  to  be  invited  to  attend. 
The  hon.  Member  knew  very  well  that  I 
was  not  present,  and ,  it  is  really  too  absurd 
to  blame  me  for  language  used  at  a  meeting 
which  I  did  not  attend.    There  are  only 


two  more  points  on  which  I  would  say  a 
very  few  words.     I    am    glad    that  the 
Ministers  have  promised  an  amnesty.    I 
hope  that  promise  will  be  fnl61led  in  a 
liberal  spirit,  and  that  the  noble  Lord  wi!l 
not  allow  the  British  name  to  be  di^raced 
by  an  unnecessary  exhibition  of  severity  h 
sanguinary    punishments     for     political 
offences,   I  must  also  say,  that  it  is  a 
fortunate  thing  for  the  present  Minister 
that  they   had  connected    with    them  i 
man  like  Lord  Durham,  with  a  reputatrcm 
for    liberal     opinions,     and    fortunately 
for  him   not  committed  to    the  coercife 
resolutions    of    last    year.     If  any  maa 
of   all    their    party    could     settle    tbe 
differences  in  Canada,  and  restore  peace 
with    good  government  to  that  unhappy 
country,    I  believe  he  is  the  man.     B&: 
sincerely  wishing  him  success  (as  I  do 
most  heartily,  both  for  his  own  sake,  and, 
above  all,  for  the  sake  of  Canada  and  ct 
this  country),!  think  it  unwise  to  send  out 
a  coercion  Bill  like  this ''  act  of  despotism* 
to  precede  him,  and  a  large  body  of  troops 
to  enforce  coercion  now  that  the  revolt  is  at 
an  end,  as  you  say — ^to  the  very  provioce 
to  which  you  appoint  him  as    pacificator, 
and  to  which  you  mean  shortly  to  give  t 
constitutional  representative  goyemmenL 
For  this  and   the  other  reasons  which  I 
have  stated,  I  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  op- 
pose the  Bill.     I  have  but  another  remark 
to  trouble  the  House  with,  which  is  re- 
specting the  amnesty  which  has  been  pro- 
mised, and  I  am  very  sorry  to  hear  the 
noble  Lord  opposite    regret   that    there 
should  be  any  idea  of  giving  an  amnesty 
for  all  political  offences  in  Canada  ["  No  T 
from  Lord  F.  Egerton.]     I  am  glad  to 
find  that  I  had  mistaken  the  noble  Lord ; 
and  I  hope  that  there  will  be  no  objection 
on  the  part  of  any  one  to  grant  a  general 
amnesty  for  all  the  political  offences  which 
have   occurred  in   Canada.      The  noble 
Lord,  however,  expressed  his  sorrow  that 
certain   parties  in  this  country  were  not 
either  prosecuted  by  the  Attorney- General, 
or  otherwise  brought  under  the  censure  of 
the  Government.     I  thank  the  noble  Lord 
for  his  suggestion,  and  if  I  or  any  of  my 
friends  have  said,  or  done,  or  advised, 
anything  treasonable,  by  all  means  let  the 
noble  Lord's  suggestion   be  acted    upon 
without  delay ;  but  I  certainly  say,  that  I 
am  not  conscious  of  having  either  said,  or 
done,  or  advised,  anything  partaking  of 
that  character. 
Lord  Ft  Egerton  said^  the  hon.  CeoUe- 
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man  had  greatly  misapprehended  the  ob- 
servations he  had  made.  So  far  from  de- 
precating anything  in  the  nature  of  an 
amnesty^he  had  expressed  an  opinion  that 
the  present  case  was  one  which  made  an 
amnesty — always  acceptable  to  the  feelings 
of  the  people  of  this  country — peculiarly 
desirable.  As  to  having  expressed  a  sor- 
row that  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
friends  were  not  prosecuted  by  the  Attor- 
ney-General, he  begged  to  say  be  had  said 
nothing  of  the  sort.  What  he  had  said 
was^  that  it  was  not  for  him,  as  an  indi- 
vidual, to  take  on  himself  the  part  of  a 
prosecutor,  when  Government  did  not 
think  proper  to  pass  any  censure  on  what 
had  passed  elsewhere. 

Mr.  E.  R.  Rice  said,  it  was  a  great 
source  of  satisfaction  to  him  that  the 
great  and  extensive  powers  about  to  be 
conferred  by  the  act  upon  the  Governor- 
General,  were  not  to  be  irresponsibly  ex- 
ercised, but  were  only  to  be  called  into 
action  under  the  sanction  of  her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  high-minded  and  pa- 
triotic nobleman  who  had  accepted  the 
difficult  and  delicate  task  of  effecting  a 
reconciliation  between  this  country  and 
the  colony,  concurred  in  that  sentiment, 
and  went  out  with  the  full  and  clear  under- 
standing that  he  was  so  to  act.  He, 
during  the  short  time  he  had  the  honour 
of  having  a  seat  in  that  House,  had  often 
listened  with  great  pleasure,  and  always 
with  respectful  attention,  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
for  Tamworth.  It  was,  therefore,  with 
great  regret  that  he  had  heard  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  threatened  op- 
position to  that  part  of  the  Bill  which 
gave  a  principle  of  representation,  and  also 
a  declaration  that  he  should  have  preferred 
a  pure  unalloyed,  unmitigated  character 
of  despotism,  to  the  specious  liberality  of 
a  constitutional  form  of  Government.  He 
believed,  that  accompanied  with  this  re- 
striction, the  powers  sought  for  by  the 
Bill  would  be  more  cheerfully  conceded. 
He  hoped  that  the  period  during  which  it 
would  be  found  necessary  to  exercise  those 
powers  would  be  of  short  duration,  and 
that  a  state  of  things  so  injurious  to  the 
agricultural  and  commercial  interests  of 
both  countries  would  not  long  continue  to 
exist.  He  would,therefore,asktherighthon. 
Baronet  and  his  friends  not  to  look  upon 
the  measure  as  they  would  upon  a  Bill  of 
an  ordinary  or  party  character,  but  arising 
out  of  a  great  question  of  national  justice. 


and  intended  to  settle  a  political  difficulty 
caused  by  extraordinary  circumstances. 
He  would  ask  them  to  give  their  best  as- 
sistance towards  the  passing  of  the  Bill. 
The  separation  of  the  colonies  from  this 
country  he  would  consider  as  an  abandon- 
ment of  them  and  of  the  best  interests  of 
the  colonies  and  of  the  mother  country-* 
as  an  abandonment  of  the  good  faith, 
honour,  and  protection  which  ought  to  be 
observed  towards  the  British  settlers  there 
who  relied  upon  this  country  for  the  ob« 
servauce  of  that  good  faith  and  honour. 
The  only  other  course  which  could  have 
been  taken  was  obviously  that  which  had 
been  adopted  by  the  Government,  namely 
— the  having  recourse  to  strong,  prompt, 
and  decisive  measures,  which,  though 
productive  of  temporary  inconvenience, 
would  ultimately  be  found  the  most  effec- 
tual for  this  object.  It  was  true,  that 
great,  many,  and  galling  abuses  had  for- 
merly existed  in  Canada,  and  that  if  these 
had  been  redressed  in  time,  resistance 
would  have  been  powerless.  He  denied, 
however,  that  these  grievances  were  suffi- 
cient to  warrant  the  leaders  of  the  insur- 
rection in  resorting  to  forcible  measures. 
He  trusted  that  these  grievances  would  be 
redressed,  and  that  the  people  of  Canada 
might  find  that  when  they  applied  in  a 
peaceful  manner  they  were  more  likely  to 
succeed. 

Mr.  Pakington  was  deeply  impressed 
with  the  difficulty,  as  well  as  the  great 
importance,  of  the  subject  under  discus- 
sion, and  nothing  but  a  strong  sense  of 
duty  could  induce  him  to  enter  upon  it  at 
that  moment.  He  was  called  upon  to 
give  his  assent  to  a  Bill,  the  object  of 
which  was  the  suspension  of  the  constitu- 
tion of  Canada,  and  the  providing  a  sub- 
stitute for  that  constitution ;  but  he  would 
not  accede  to  such  a  proposition  without 
expressing  his  earnest  and  anxious  hope 
—a  hope  that  he  had  no  doubt  would  be 
responded  to  by  the  country— that  in  the 
new  arrangement  which  had  been  forced 
upon  them  they  would  not  be  unmindful 
of  the  interests  of  the  British  settlers  in 
Canada.  He  might,  perhap,  be  told  that 
there  were  no  grounds  for  this  wish— that 
all  those  parties  could  require  would  be 
conceded  to  them  ;  but  when  he  regarded 
the  history  of  Canada  for  the  last  few 
years,  and  the  tone  which  this  debate  had 
taken  in  the  past  week,  he  confessed  he 
could  not  anive  at  any  such  oonclusion. 
The  l)on.  Baronet,  the  Under  Secretary 
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for  the  Colonies,  in  the  course  of  his  able 
and  spirited  speech  the  other  night,  re- 
buked the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  for 
having  made  it  a  matter  of  boast  that  the 
Government  of  Canada  had  not  been  con* 
ducted  on  the  principles  of  conciliation,  he 
however  doubted  not  only  the  efficacy  of 
the  conciliation  which  had  been  adopted, 
but  the  extent  to  which  that  con- 
ciliation had  been  carried.  Now,  he 
admitted  that,  speaking  abstractedly,  con- 
ciliation was  good,  but  he  thought  no  man 
could  deny,  that  conciliation  on  the  part 
of  a  Government  towards  a  people  became 
injurious  and  weak  in  the  exact  ratio  that 
it  exceeded  the  great  line  of  impartiality. 
It  was  not  just  towards  the  rebellious  and 
contumacious,  although  it  was  just  as 
regarded  the  loyal  and  well-disposed.  He 
believed  that  the  conciliation  of  Lord  Gos- 
ford  had  been  carried  to  this  dangerous 
extent.  What  were  Lord  Gosford's  acts  ? 
Why,  one  of  them  was  the  issuing  of 
warrants  for  a  sum  of  19,000/.  which  had 
been  voted  by  the  House  of  Assembly, 
without  the  sanction  of  the  Legislative 
Council,  and  for  what  ?  Why,  for  paying 
the  salaries  of  Mr.  Papineau  and  other 
parties,  at  a  time,  too,  when  the  House 
of  Assembly  refused  the  supplies  neces- 
sary for  carrying  on  the  civil  govern- 
ment of  the  colony.  Another  of  his  acts 
was,  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Fincher,  the 
mover  of  the  ninety-two  resolutions.  He 
was  not  going  too  far  when  he  said,  that 
there  never  was  an  appointment  made 
which  more  excited  the  indignation  of  one 
party  and  the  ridicule  of  the  other  than 
this.  The  effect  of  the  course  pursued  by 
Lord  Gosford  was  happily  described  in  one 
of  his  own  despatches,  when  speaking  of 
his  regret  for  the  measures  he  felt  it  neces- 
sary to  adopt,  and  the  necessity  of  these 
measures  Lord  Gosford  adds,  after  stating 
his  opinion  that  a  few  examples  would  have 
a  salutary  effect, ''  Especially  as  it  has  been 
part  of  the  policy  of  the  ilUdisposed  to 
create  an  impression  that  the  Government 
is  unwilling  or  unable  to  act,  and  that  it 
may  be  set  at  defiance  with  impunity.'' 
He  was  afraid  that  this  impression  was 
not  limited  to  the  disaffected  only,  but 
that  it  also  extended  to  the  loyal  part  of 
the  population  of  Canada.  It  was  clear, 
even  according  to  Lord  Gosford's  own 
view,  that  the  course  he  pursued  was  the 
result  of  a  mistaken  policy,  and  when 
such  an  impression  had  got  abroad,  when 
it  inflamed  the  minds  not  only  of  the  dis- 


affected, but  of  the  loyal,  was  it  to  be 
wondered  that  open  rebellion  should  bare 
broken  out  ?     He  did  hope,  that  under  no 
absurd  feelings  of  liberality  would  ibeybe 
induced  to  depart  from  doing  justice  to 
the  British  portion  of  the  population,  or 
neglect  their    interests.     Now  what  was 
the   number    of   the  British  residents  in 
the  Canadas  ?     This  was  a  point  whid 
had  not  been  mentioned  even  once  in  the 
course  of  the  debate,    and  therefore  he 
felt   himself  justified    in    alluding  to  it. 
Canada  formerly  included  both  the  upper 
and  the  lower  province.      They  had  oDce 
been  united.     At  the  period  of  the  oal- 
break  at  Toronto — an  outbreak  which  was 
occasioned  by  the  political  correspoDdeuce 
of  the  hon.  Member    for  Kilkenny-Be 
found  that  there  were  in  the  upper  pro- 
vince    350,000    inhabitants    of   Britisli 
origin,  and  in  the  lower  province  apopula* 
tion  of  600,000,  270,000  or  one-third  rf 
whom  were  of  British   and  the  remaioder 
of  French  extraction.     The  British  inha- 
bitants of  both  the  provinces,  therefore, 
constituted  more  than   one-half  of  the 
whole  population,  and  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  a  more  enlightened,  or  more  re- 
spectable, or  a  more  loyal   people  than 
they  were,  never  inhabited  any  colonyi  o' 
struggled  more  to  prolong  the  connexion 
with  the  mother  country-     With  respect 
to  the  grievances  of  which  the  Canadiani 
complained,  he  would  not  undertake  to 
say  that  they  might  not  have  been  «uft|' 
ing  under  grievances.     If,  however,  the 
French   Canadians   laboured  under  MJ 
grievances,  he  did  not  hesitate  to  assert 
that  they  either  had  been  removed  or  were 
in  the  course  of  removal  at  the  momeot 
the  outbreak  took  place.     There  was  m 
that  House  a  party,  or  he  should  rather 
say  a  section,  small  in  numbers,  it  ^ 
true,  but  even  smaller  still  in  moral  weight 
and  influence  in  the  country^  ^^o  caae 
forward  as  the  advocates  of  rebellion.  To 
justify  their  own  course  and  the  conduct « 
the  Canadians  this  section  talked  loudly  o> 
grievances,and  what  were  they  obliged  to  re* 
sort  to  for  this  purpose?  Why  tbey  «?efe 
driven  to  the  necessityof  placing  in  the  head 
and  front  of  this  catalogue  of  grievances  the 
resolutions  brought  forward  by  theGovem- 
ment  in  the  last  Session.    If  there  were 
one  proof  more  conclusive  than  anotaer 
that  the  French  Canadians  had  nothing 
to  complain  of,  it  was  the  fact  that  their 
advocates  in  and  out  of  that  House  had 
been  obliged  to  put  these  reaolutioos  ^ 
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thevBD  of  all  other  grievances.  Those 
resolutions  were  the  consequence  and  not 
the  cause  of  a  rebellion.  He  did  not  ap- 
prove of  them^  and  he  thought,  in  the  first 
place,  that  they  had  been  too  long  delayed. 
He  entirely  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire,  that 
they  were  inadequate  in  themselves,  and 
ought  to  have  been  followed  up  by 
legislative  measures.  This  was  his  opinion, 
but  still  he  did  not  think  they  justified 
the  course  which  had  been  adopted  by  the 
Canadians.      There   was  no  more  sense 

a 

or  reason  in  alleging  that  they  had  caused 
the  rebellion  than  there  would  be  in  as- 
sorting  that  it  had  been  occasioned  by  the 
guns  which  had  been  fired  at  St.  Denis  or 
St.  Charles.  While  he  denied,  that  the 
French  Canadians  had  any  grounds  for 
well-founded  complaint,  he  must  admit 
that  the  British  portion  of  the  population 
of  the  colony  had  both  grave  and  substan- 
tive grievances  of  which  to  complain.  The 
divisions  of  the  country  after  1791  had 
deprived  the  British  of  that  share  of  the 
representation  to  which  they  were  entitled, 
and  they  were  greatly  annoyed  by  the  tax 
upon  their  exports  to  the  British  islands. 
These  were  matters  which  would  now,  he 
trusted  be  fully  considered.  There  was 
one  other  grievance  of  which  they  com- 
plained— a  grievance  of  wide-spreading 
and  pressing  operation — to  which  he  hoped 
her  Majesty's  Government  would  allow 
him  to  call  their  attention.  He  meant 
the  refusal  of  the  Minister  of  the  Crown 
to  renew  the  allowance  for  the  support  of 
the  bishopric  of  Quebec.  He  trusted  that 
the  refusal  was  not  actual,  but  only 
amounted  to  hesitation,  as  he  considerea 
it  of  the  last  importance  that  the  bishopric 
should  be  kept  up.  This  bishopric  was 
established  after  1791,  and  a  handsome 
allowance  was  made  by  the  Government 
to  keep  it  up ;  but  it  would  appear  by  a 
tract  published  by  the  Societv  for  the  Pro- 
pagation of  the  gospel  in  foreign  parts, 
that— 

"  The  allowance  enjoyed  by  the  Bishop  is  to 
be  extinguished  with  his  own  life;  and  his 
strength  having  become  unequal  to  the  charge 
which  lies  upon  him,  an  arrangement  has  been 
patched  up— (for,  in  truth,  I  can  hardly  ex* 
press  it  otherwise)— for  the  exigency,  by  which 
I  have  myself  been  consecrated  as  Bishop  of 
Montreal,  and  am  to  divide  \%ith  him  the  la- 
bours of  his  diocese,  with  the  prospect,  in  the 
event  of  my  surviving  him,  of  assuming  the 
episcopal  superintendence  of  both  provinces, 
without  any  addition  to  the  emoluments  at- 


tached to  the  offices  which  I  held  before  my 
consecration,  and  which,  as  a  matter  of  ne- 
cessity, I  still  retain.  The  diminished  effi- 
ciency of  a  Bishop  thus  situated,  in  a  diocese 
of  such  an  extent,  and  of  such  a  description, 
as  that  of  Quebec,  is  too  apparent  to  require 
being  pointed  out :  but  more  gloomy  still  is 
the  perspective  beyond,  for  after  the  few  re« 
maining  years  of  my  natural  life,  even  the  in- 
adequate expedient  above  described  will  be  at 
an  end,  and  no  means  whatever  will  exist  for 
maintaining  Protestant  Episcopacy  in  the 
Canadas.  I  am  ignorant  of  any  resource  to 
which  we  can  look  for  the  accomplishment  of 
this  object,  or  for  the  support  of  an  effective 
ministry,  if  we  are  deprived  of  suecour  from 
home,  smd  despoiled  or  the  reserved  lands." 

He  held  in  his  hand  a  private  letter  which 
had  been  addressed  by  the  Bishop  of 
Montreal,  and  as  he  thought  it  highly 
important  in  relation  to  this  part  of  the 
subject,  he  would,  with  the  leave  of  the 
House,  read  an  extract  from  it :  — 

''  I  have  written  to  Lord  Glenelg  to  state 
that,  as  matters  actually  stand,  I  must  con- 
tinue to  administer  the  diocese  as  Bishop  of 
Montreal,  although  I  have  the  promise  from 
his  Lordship  of  succeeding  to  the  see  of 
Quebec,  since  I  cannot  pay  the  fees  for  my 
appointment  till  some  emoluments  shall  be 
attached  to  it.  The  exigencies  of  the  Church 
induced  me  to  close  with  the  arrangements 
under  which  I  was  consecrated  as  Bishop  of 
Montreal,  and  I  cannot  repent  having  done  so, 
for  the  most  distressing  inconveniences  would 
already  have  been  felt  in  the  diocese  had  I  not 
been  invested  with  Episcopal  powers.  But, 
if  nothing  should  be  done  to  endow  the  see  of 
Quebec,  and  the  project  should  fail  of  erecting 
a  new  diocese  in  Upper  Canada,  it  will  be 
perfectly  impossible  for  me,  with  my  present 
means,  to  do  any  tolerable  justice  to  the  whole 
charge ;  and  I  fear  sometimes  that  I  shall  be 
compelled  to  confine  my  visitations  to  the 
Lower  Province.  The  Board  may  judge  how 
an  income  of  8902.  a-year,  out  of  which  house* 
rent  is  to  be  paid,  can  support  the  station  of  a 
Bishop  of  the  Church  of  England  at  the  seat 
of  the  General  Government  of  British  North 
America.*' 

He  submitted  to  the  House,  after  the 
documents  which  he  had  read,  whether 
he  was  not  justified  in  calling  the  attention 
of  'the  Government  to  this  important  sub. 
ject,  and  he  could  state  to  them  that  if 
ever  there  was  a  Protestant  Episcopal 
Church  which  was  useful  in  active  service, 
it  was  the  Protestant  Church  existing  in 
Canada.  In  Upper  Canada  alone  there 
were  200,000  persons  belonging  to  the 
Church  of  England^  and  as  this  was  the 
case,  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  not 
leave  the  clergy  without  adequate  remu- 
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Deration.  With  regard  to  religious  in- 
struction,  that  was  a  topic  on  which  he 
did  not  wish  to  enter  at  present ;  but  he 
could  not  help  saying  now  that  they  were 
about  to  remodel  the  constitution  of 
Canada,  that  measures  ought  to  be  taken 
to  provide  the  Protestant  population  of 
that  colony  with  sufficient  means  of  religions 
instruction.  In  1791  both  the  civil  and  the 
religious  interests  of  the  Canadian  people 
were  considered  by  the  Crown  and  by 
Parliament,  and  he  hoped  that  this  object 
would  not  now  be  lost  sight  of.  Of  the 
endowments  of  the  Catholic  Clergy  of 
Canada  he  did  not  complain,  but  he 
thought  he  had  a  right  to  call  on  her  Ma- 
jesty^ Government  to  do  as  their  prede- 
cessors had  done — not  to  refuse,  but  to 
grant  this  allowance  for  maintaining  the 
Bishopric  of  Quebec.  They  should  recol- 
lect that  thousands  were  going  out  every 
day  from  this  country  to  settle  in  Canada 
-—not  outcasts—  not  the  refuse  of  the  land ; 
bat  officers  in  the  army  and  the  navy,  the 
younger  branches  of  the  gentry  and  the 
farmer,  the  yeomen,  the  labourer,  and  the 
artisan.  Multitudes  of  such  classes  were 
annually  crossing  the  Atlantic,  and  they 
were  all  migrating  under  the  expectation 
of  receiving  British  protection,  and  h'ving, 
if  not  according  to  the  latter,  at  least 
under  the  spirit  of  the  British  Constitution. 
These  persons,  for  the  most  part,  belonged 
to  the  Established  Church,  and  the  Go- 
vernment were,  therefore,  bound  to  per- 
form towards  them  the  parental  duty  of 
providing  them  with  the  means  of  religious 
instruction.  He  thanked  the  House  for 
the  patient  and  attentive  hearing  which 
they  had  given  him,  and  said  that  with 
regard  to  the  measure  under  consideration 
he  meant  to  give  his  support  to  what  he 
must  call  the  **  tardy  vigour"  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  was  satisfied  that  it  was 
the  feeble  and  temporising  conduct  of  the 
Government  that  had  led  to  the  present 
evils,  and  he  believed  that  if  Lord  Aber- 
deen had  remained  at  the  Colonial-office, 
or  if  the  vigorous  mind  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  North  Lancasliire,  had 
continued  there,  that  this  unhappy  re- 
bellion never  would  have  broken  out.  He 
should  support  the  measures  of  the  Minis- 
ters, not  because  he  had  any  confidence 
in  the  Government,  but  because  he  was 
anxious  to  support  the  Queen  against  her 
revolted  subjects.  He  consider^  the  Go- 
vernment answerable  for  all  that  had  taken 
place,  and  all  the  blood  which  had  been 


spilled,  and  he  thought  they  ought  to  be 
held  deeply  responsible  for  their  conduct. 
Debate  adjourned. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  Janiutry  23, 1838. 

MiNUTBS.]    BilL    Read  a  third  time :~Duche88  of  Kent's 

Annuity.— Read  a  fint  tinie:-*Bi4bapric  of  Sodor  and 

Man  continuation. 
Petitions     presented.    By  Lord  Brougham*  from  Brough- 

ton.  for  the  termination  of    the  Slave   Apprenticeship 
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Negro  Emancipation.]  hord  Brougham 
presented  a  petition  agreed  to  at  a  most 
numerous  and  respectable  meeting  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Birmingham,  presided  over 
by  the  High  Bailiff,  and  signed  by  the 
Chairman.  The  petition  stated,  that  great 
evils  had  arisen  from  the  non-performance 
on  the  part  of  the  Colonial  Legislatures  of 
the  conditions  imposed  upon  them  by  the 
Act  granting  to  them  compensation  in 
respect  of  the  apprenticeship  and  emanci- 
pation of  the  negro  slares,  and  it  com- 
plained of  great  neglect  on  the  part  of 
those  who  had  alrea^  received  the  sum  of 
eighteen  and  a  half  millions ;  and  who 
were  in  the  course  of  receiving  the  residue 
of  the  twenty  millions ;  and  the  petition 
prayed  that  immediate  measures  would  be 
taken  to  compel  those  persons  to  perform 
their  part  of  the  contract,  and  to  carry 
into  complete  effect  the  understanding 
upon  which  the  arrangement  had  been 
come  to  by  this  country.  When  the  peti- 
tioners told  the  House  that  this  large  sum 
of  money  had  been  granted  to  protect  the 
West.India  interest  against  a  risk  from 
which  they  had  incurred  no  detrimentj  he 
believed  that  they  spoke  what  was  perfectly 
consistent  with  the  facts  of  the  case.  The 
value  of  West-India  property  had  increased, 
the  supply  from  the  mother  country  to  the 
colonies hadincreased,  and  there  haa  been  a 
considerable  increase  in  the  number  of  years' 
purchase  at  which  land  was  saleable.  He 
wished  to  take  that  opportunity,  in  stating 
his  concurrence  in  the  prayer  of  the  peti* 
tion,  of  correcting  a  misunderstanding 
that  prevailed  respecting  a  statement 
which  ne  made  previous  to  the  recess*  It 
had  been  put  forth  as  if  he  had  stated  that 
great  exaggeration  or  misrepresentation 
had  been  committed  in  the  statements  of 
those  persons  who  visited  the  West  Indies 
from  purely  philanthropic  motives^  and 
who  had  given  to  the  people  of  thisoountry^ 
at  public  meetings  and  otherwise,  the 
result  of  their  observations  in  the  course 
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of  their  humane  and  pndsewortby  labours. 
He  had  oerer  stated  any  thing  of  the  kind, 
and  he  nerer  meant  to  say  any  such  thing  ; 
kfj  in  his  opinion,  they  had  been  guilty  of 
DO  misrepresentation  or  exaggeration 
wbaterer  in  respect  of  the  laches^  and  mis- 
coodact  d  the  Colonial  Legislatures  ;  but 
whafc  he  did  say  was  this,  that  it  was 
ao  exaggeration  to  say,  that  the  Act,  in- 
stead of  bettering,  had  rendered  worse 
the  condition  of  the  ne^ro  slaves ;  and  he 
gave  as  an  instance,  indeed  the  only  one 
he  had  particularised,  that  there  was  at 
tbi$  moment  a  ^erj  consideruhle  increase 
io  the  supplies  sent  to  the  West  Indies, 
both  as  to  anaount  and  to  quality,  and  it 
was  undeniable  that  the  comfort  of  the 
o^roes  themselves  had  increased,  though 
not  in  that  proportion  which  might  have 
been  justly  expected.  This,  to  be  sure, 
night  be  in  part  attributable  to  the  ex- 
penditare  of  the  eighteen  and  a  half  mil- 
lions' compensation  ;  but  it  was  also  in 
great  part  attributable  to  the  greater  in- 
dustry of  the  0egroes,  and  to  the  advan- 
l^ges  derived  from  rendering  their  labour 
ia  sooae  degree  productive  to  themselves. 
Petition  laid  on  the  table. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday^  January  23,  1838. 

^^Dvn&l  Bilb.  Read  •  first  time  :^Comcre  Tenanti 
(Inim>. 

Petitiooi  pratented.  By  Hr.  Hutton,  from  Dublin,  against 
the  Fishgaazd  Haiteur  BilL — ^By  Mr.  Bhamston,  Arom 
pitiilMi  in  Fimrr,  to  fate  imaU  Tenements  to  the  Poor- 
nUs.— By  Mr.  CnxtMrn^^  fh>m  Montrose,  and  Sir  W. 
SoKBVTiixSi  from  Dipgheda,  against  the  Canadian  War. 
—  By  CaptiUn  GoanoN,  ftom  the  county  of  Aberdeen, 
fcr  aaltcntion  in  the  zegulatioos  as  to  Private  Bills. 

PairATB  B1LLS.3  Mr.  P.  Thomson 
rote,  in  conformity  with  the  notice  which 
l>e  had  given,  to  move  certain  resolutions 
which  bad  for  their  object  to  give  effect  to 
the  decision  of  the  Committee  which  sat 
on  private  business  last  year.  Their  ob- 
ject was,  that  a  breviate  of  a  Private  Bill 
should  be  laid  on  the  (able  of  the  House 
in  a  printed  form,  and  that  a  certain  time 
should  be  allowed  between  the  printing 
and  the  second  reading  of  the  bill.  He 
should  move  first,  then,  '<  That  no  Private 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  until  six  days 
after  a  breviate  thereof  shall  have  been  laid 
on  the  table  of  the  House,  and  have  been 
printed."  He  should  then  proceed  to 
state  in  the  resolution  what  such  breviate 
should  contain ;  namely,  "  a  statement  of 
the  object  of  the  bill,  a  summary  of  the 

YOL.XL.    {2?S} 


proposed  enactments,  and  any  variation 
from  the  general  law  which  shall  be 
effected  by  the  bill.**  The  Committee 
had  come  to  the  recommendations  which 
he  had  stated  by  reason  of  the  extreme  in- 
convenience which  arose  from  private  bills 
being  smuggled  through  the  second  read- 
ing, without  the  House  being  generally  or 
at  all  informed  of  the  contents  of  such 
bills.  It  was  true,  that  the  House,  after 
any  private  bill  being  reported  of  a  cha« 
meter  to  attract  discussion,  might  become 
acquainted  with  its  contents ;  but  at  the 
same  time  he  heard  constantly  this  argu-. 
ment  raised,  after  a  bill  containing  many 
objectionable  clauses,  had  passed  through 
the  Committee,  but  was  opposed  on  bring- 
ing up  the  report,  "  If  you  objected  to  the 
principle  of  this  bill,  why  did  you  not  stop 
it  at  the  second  reading }  And  are  you 
not  now  inflicting  great  nardship  on 
parties,  by  rejecting  this  bill,  after  you 
compelled  them  to  go  through  the  expense 
and  inconvenience  of  a  Committee?*' 
There  was,  besides,  a  particular  class  of 
bills  of  very  great  importance,  with  respect 
to  the  principle  of  which  it  was  material 
that  the  House  should  be  perfectly  well 
acquainted  before  the  secona  reading,  be- 
cause it  frequently  happened  that  these 
private  bills  were  of  a  character  to  affect 
the  public  interest,  and  yet  did  not  meet 
with  any  opposition  from  private  interests 
in  Committee.  The  consequence  was,  that 
after  such  a  private  bill  came  out  of 
Committee,  or  was  smuggled  through,  or 
(not  to  use  a  harsh  phrase)  passed  without 
having  attention  called  to  it  on  the  second 
reading,  it  passed  also  on  the  report  without 
any  observation,  and  an  act  of  great  public 
injustice  was  thus  inflicted.  He  had  had 
occasion,  with  reference  to  more  than  one 
bill,  to  point  out  the  extreme  inconvenience 
to  which  the  present  practice  gave  rise ; 
and  he  felt  convinced  that  he  could  not 
quote  a  stronger  instance  than  the  Fish- 
guard Bill  of  last  Session  presented,  either 
as  the  circumstances  appeared  from  his 
statement,  or  as  they  came  within  the 
knowledge  pf  the  parties  interested  in  that 
measure.  It  had  been  suggested  b^  many 
Gentlemen  who  took  an  interest  in  this 
subject  that  we  ought  to  do  something 
more  than  was  proposed  with  regard  to 
furnishing  a  breviate  on  the  second  reading, 
and  that  after  the  bill  passed  through  Com- 
mittee, and  on  the  motion  that  the  report 
should  be  received,  another  breviate  should 
he  made  out,  in  order  that  the  House 
might  know  whether  any  important 
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neratioD.    With  regard   to  religious  in- 
struction, that  was  a  topic  on  which  he 
did  not  wish  to  enter  at  present ;  but  he 
could  not  help  saying  now  that  they  were 
about    to    remodel    the     constitution  of 
Canada,  that  measures  ought  to  be  taken 
to  provide  the  Protestant  population  of 
that  colony  with  sufficient  means  of  religious 
instruction.    In  1791  both  the  civil  and  the 
religious  interests  o(  the  Canadian  people 
were  considered   by   the  Crown  and    by 
Parliament,  and  he  hoped  that  this  object 
would  not  now  be  lost  sight  of.     Of  the 
endowments  of  the  Catholic   Clergy   of 
Canada  he  did   not    complain,    but   he 
thought  he  had  a  right  to  call  on  her  Ma- 
jesty^ Government  to  do  as  their  prede- 
cessors had  done — not  to  refuse,  but  to 
grant  this  allowance  for  maintaining  the 
Bishopric  of  Quebec.     Tiiey  should  recol- 
lect that  thousands  were  going  out  every 
day  from  this  country  to  settle  in  Canada 
-—not  outcasts—  not  the  refuse  of  the  land ; 
but  officers  in  the  army  and  the  navy,  the 
younger  branches  of  the  gentry  and  the 
farmer,  the  yeomen,  the  labourer,  and  the 
artisan.     Multitudes  of  such  classes  were 
annually  crossing  the  Atlantic,  and  ihey 
were  all  migrating  under  the  expectation 
of  receiving  British  protection,  and  living, 
if  hot  according  to   the  latter,   at  least 
under  the  spirit  of  the  British  Constitution. 
These  persons,  for  the  most  part,  belonged 
to  the  Established  Church,  and  the  Go. 
vernment  were,  therefore,  bound  to  per- 
form towards  them  the  parental  duty  of 
providing  them  with  the  means  of  religious 
instruction.     He  thanked  the  House   for 
the  patient  and  attentive  hearing  which 
they  had  given  him,  and  said  that  with 
regard  to  the  measure  under  consideration 
he  meant  to  give  his  support  to  what  he 
must  call  the  "  tardy  vigour"  of  the  Go- 
vernment.   He  was  satisfied  that  it  was 
the  feeble  and  temporising  conduct  of  the 
Government  that  had  led  to  the  present 
evils,  and  he  believed  that  if  Lord  Aber- 
deen had  remained  at  the  Colonial-office, 
or  if  the  vigorous  mind  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire,  had 
continued  there,  that  this  unhappy  re- 
bellion never  would  have  broken  out.     He 
should  support  the  measures  of  the  Minis- 
ters, not  because  he  had  any  confidence 
in  the  Government,  but  because  he  was 
anxious  to  support  the  Queen  against  her 
revolted  subjects.     He  consider^  the  Go- 
vernment  answerable  for  all  that  had  taken 
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spilled,  and  he  thought  they  ought  to  be 
held  deeply  responsible  for  their  cofidoct 
Debate  adjourned. 


HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday  f  January  23, 1838. 

MrNOTKS.]    BIIL     Read  a  third  time:— DochMS of  Kfti« 

Annuity.— Read  a   ftrtt  time :— Bishopric  of  Soda  »' 

Man  oontinuation. 
Petitions     presented.     By  Lord  Brougham*  from  Brouifc- 

ton.  for  the  termlxuitioxi  of    the  Slare   Appraakat.- 

system. 

Nbgro  Emancipation.]  Lord  Broughom 
presented  a  petition  agreed  to  at  a  most 
numerous  and  respectable  meeting  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Birmingham,  presided  o»ef 
by  the  High  Bailiff,    and  signed  by  tbe 
Chairman.  The  petition  stated,  that  gnat 
evils  had  arisen  from  the  non-perforniMoe 
on  the  part  of  the  Colonial  Legislatures  of 
the  conditions  imposed  upon  them  by  we 
Act  granting   to   them  compensatioo  m 
respect  of  the  apprenticeship  and  emano- 
pation  of  the  negro   slaves,  and  it  com- 
plained of  great   neglect  on  the  part  ot 
those  who  had  already  received  the  son  « 
eighteen  and  a  half  millions ;  aw  ^^ 
were  in  the  course  of  receiving  the  residue      I 
of  the  twenty  millions;  and  ^^^P^^^T^ 
prayed  that  immediate  measuies  would  be 
taken  to  compel  those  persons  to  perfonD 
their  part  of  the  contract,  and  to  <arry 
into   complete  effect     the  ^^^^^"^fr^l 
upon   which   the  arrangement  bad  xen 
come  to  by  this  country.     When  the  peti- 
tioners told  the  House  that  this  large  ww 
of  money  had  been  granted  to  protect^ 
West-India  interest  against  a   risk  from 
which  they  had  incurred  no  detriroeflf,  ^ 
believed  that  they  spoke  what  was  pcrfecUy 
consistent  with  the  facts  of  the  case.   W 
value  of  West-India  property  had  iacreas^^ 
the  supply  from  the  mother  countrj^^^ 
colonies  hadincreased,  and  there  had  oee^ 
considerable  increase  in  the  numberof  ye*J*^ 
purchase  at  which  land  was  saleable,   y^ 
wished  to  take  that  opportunity,  io  stattai^ 
his  concurrence  in  the  prayer  of  the  peti- 
tion,   of  correcting  a   misunderstano'D^ 
that    prevafled    respecting    a  statement 
which  he  made  previous  to  the  reoeflfc   * 
had  been  put  forth  as  if  he  had  stated  m 
great  exi^geration    or  robrcprescntatioo 
had  been  committed  in  the  statements  ot 
those  persons  who  visited  the  West  lo*^ 
from  purely  philanthropic    motives*  ao^ 
who  had  given  to  the  people  of  thisoous^^ 
at  public  meetings    and    otherwise,  tbe 
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of  their  humaDe  and  praiseworthy  labours. 
He  had  never  stated  any  thing  of  the  kind, 
and  he  never  meant  to  say  any  such  thing ; 
for,  in  his  opinion,  they  had  been  guilty  of 
no      misrepresentation    or     exaggeration 
whatever  in  respect  of  the  laches f  and  mis- 
conduct of  the  Colonial  Legislatures  ;  but 
what  he  did  say   was   this,   that  it  was 
an  exaggeration  to  say,  that  the  Act,  in- 
stead   of  bettering,    had  rendered   worse 
the  condition  of  the  negro  slaves ;  and  he 
gave  as  an  instance,  indeed  the  only  one 
he  had  particularised,  that   there  was  at 
this  moment  a  very  considerable  increase 
in  the  supplies  sent  to  the  West  Indies, 
both  as  to  amount  and  to  quality,  and  it 
was  undeniable  that   the  comfort  of  the 
negroes  themselves  had  increased,  though 
not  in  that  proportion  which  might  have 
been  justly  expected.     This,  to  be  sure, 
might  be  in  part  attributable  to  the  ex- 
penditure  of  the  eighteen  and  a  half  mil- 
lions' compensation  ;  but  it  was  also  in 
great  part  attributable  to  the  greater  in- 
dustry of  the  negroes,  and  to  the  advan- 
tages derived  from  rendering  their  labour 
in  some  degree  productive  to  themselves. 
Petition  laid  on  the  table. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Tuesday,  January  23,  1838. 

MnrvrvB.]  BUh.  Read  a  first  time :— Conacre  Tenanti 
(Ireland). 

Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  Huttow,  ftom  Dublin*  against 
the  Fishguard  Harbour  BilL — ^By  Mr.  Brambton,  from 
parishes  in  Enex,  to  rate  small  Tenements  to  the  Poor- 
rates.— By  Mr.  Cbalmkhs,  ftom  Montrose,  and  Sir  W. 
SoHBRViLLBt  trottx  Drogheda,  against  the  Canadian  War. 
—  By  Captain  Gordon,  ftom  the  county  of  Aberdeen, 
ibr  an  altention  in  the  regulations  as  to  Private  Bills. 

Private  Bills.^  Mr.  P.  Thomson 
rose,  in  conformity  with  the  notice  which 
he  had  given,  to  move  certain  resolutions 
which  had  for  their  object  to  give  effect  to 
the  decision  of  the  Committee  which  sat 
on  private  business  last  year.  Their  ob« 
ject  was,  that  a  breviate  of  a  Private  Bill 
should  be  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House 
in  a  printed  form,  and  that  a  certain  time 
should  be  allowed  between  the  printing 
and  the  second  reading  of  the  bill.  He 
should  move  first,  then,  "  That  no  Private 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  until  six  days 
after  a  breviate  thereof  shall  have  been  laid 
on  the  table  of  the  House,  and  have  been 
printed."  He  should  then  proceed  to 
state  in  the  resolution  what  such  breviate 
should  contain ;  namely,  "  a  statement  of 
the  object  of  the  bill,  a  summary  of  the 
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proposed  enactments,  and  any  variation 
from  the  general  law  which  shall  be 
effected  by  the  bill."  The  Committee 
had  come  to  the  recommendations  which 
he  had  stated  by  reason  of  the  extreme  in. 
convenience  which  arose  from  private  bills 
being  smuggled  through  the  second  read- 
ing, without  the  House  being  generally  or 
at  all  informed  of  the  contents  of  such 
bills.  It  was  true,  that  the  House,  after 
any  private  bill  being  reported  of  a  cha- 
racter to  attract  discussion,  might  become 
acquainted  with  its  contents ;  but  at  the 
same  time  he  heard  constantly  this  argu-> 
ment  raised,  after  a  bill  containing  many 
objectionable  clauses,  had  passed  through 
the  Committee,  but  was  opposed  on  bring- 
ing up  the  report,  "  If  you  objected  to  the 
principle  of  this  bill,  why  did  you  not  stop 
it  at  the  second  reading  ?  And  are  you 
not  now  inflicting  great  nardship  on 
parties*  by  rejecting  this  bill,  after  you 
compelled  them  to  go  through  the  expense 
and  inconvenience  of  a  Committee.'^*' 
There  was,  besides,  a  particular  class  of 
bills  of  very  great  importance,  with  respect 
to  the  principle  of  which  it  was  material 
that  the  House  should  be  perfectly  well 
acquainted  before  the  secona  reading,  be- 
cause it  frequently  happened  that  these 
private  bills  were  of  a  character  to  affect 
the  public  interest,  and  yet  did  not  meet 
with  any  opposition  from  private  interests 
in  Committee.  The  consequence  was,  that 
after  such  a  private  bill  came  out  of 
Committee,  or  was  smuggled  through,  or 
(not  to  use  a  harsh  phrase)  passed  without 
having  attention  called  to  it  on  the  second 
reading,  it  passed  also  on  the  report  without 
any  observation,  and  an  act  of  great  public 
injustice  was  thus  inflicted.  He  had  had 
occasion,  with  reference  to  more  than  one 
bill,  to  point  out  the  extreme  inconvenience 
to  whicn  the  present  practice  gave  rise ; 
and  he  felt  convinced  that  he  could  not 
quote  a  stronger  instance  than  the  Fish- 
guard Bill  of  last  Session  presented,  either 
as  the  circumstances  appeared  from  his 
statement,  or  as  they  came  within  the 
knowledge  pf  the  parties  interested  in  that 
measure.  It  had  been  suggested  bjr  many 
Gentlemen  who  took  an  interest  in  this 
subject  that  we  ought  to  do  something 
more  than  was  proposed  with  regard  to 
furnishing  a  breviate  on  the  second  reading, 
and  that  after  the  bill  passed  through  Com- 
mittee, and  on  the  motion  that  the  report 
should  be  received,  another  breviate  should 
he  made  out,  in  order  that  the  House 
might  know  whether  any  important 
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changes  were  introduced  in  Cominittee.  To 
that  proposition  he  was  very  much  inclined 
to  assent j  because  a  practice  had  arisen  of 
introducing  private  bills  in  the  most  care- 
less possible  form^  the  parties  trusting  to 
any  alteration  that  might  take  place  in  the 
Committee;     and,  under    these  circum- 
stances, a  breviate  beFoi^  the  second  read- 
ing would  not  answer  the  whole  purpose 
which  was  in  view.     But  he  did  not  think 
it  advisable  at  that  stage  of  the  proceeding 
to  pass  a  resolution  to  that  effect.  His  third 
resolution  was  for  the  purpose  of  asking  the 
Speaker  "  to  give  such  directions  as  shall 
seem  to  him  best  for  carrying  into  effect 
the    above    resolutions."     He    meant    to 
request  the  Speaker,  if  he  would  be  good 
enough  to  do  so^   to  make  such  arrange- 
ments as  to  ensure  that  a  breviate  should 
not  be,  as  now,  a  mere  abstract  of  the  mar- 
ginal notes  of  the  private  bill,  containing 
little  or  no  information,  but  that  it  should 
really  contain  an  account  of  the  object  for 
which  it  professed  to  provide,  and  above  all 
a  statement  showing  bow  the  general  law 
of  the  country  was  proposed  to  he  altered 
by  a  private  bill  at  the  suit  of  indiiiduals. 
The  form,  therefore,  of  the  breviate  would 
require  to  be  well  considered.     He  was  also 
Weil  aware  that  great  care  and  attention 
would  be  required  in   the  pre{>aration  of 
bills,  and  that  the  most  intelligent  persons 
sliould  be  employed  for  that  purpose ;  but 
these  were  the  details  of  arrangement  in  a 
plan  for  the  execution  of  which  the  House 
reposed  perfect  confidence  in  the  Speaker, 
being  satisfied  that,  as  he  consented  to  give 
his  attention  to  the  subject,  he  would  do 
all  he  could  to  ensure  that  the  object  which 
the  House  had  in  view  should  be  carried 
out  by  the  persons  employed  on  this  busi- 
ness.    It  was  impossible  that  Gentlemen 
who  had  attended  to  the  private  business 
of  the  House  should  omit  to  notice  the 
great  care  and  attention  which  the  Speaker 
paid  to  this  part  of  their  proceedings,  or  to 
say  how  very  much  all  the  Members  inter- 
ested in  this   business  stood  indebted  to 
him  for  that  care  and  attention.     When  he 
alluded,  however,  to  luch  Members,  he  did 
not  mean  that  they  were  the   only  parties 
who    owed    a    debt    of  gratitude   to  the 
Speaker  for  the  manner  in  which  he  dis. 
charged  his  duties  in  this  respect ;  more 
than  that,  the  House  itself  was  deeply 
indebted   to    him.     Nothing    was     more 
important  to  the  dignity  and  honour  of 
the  Hou>e  than  that  the  very  important 
part  of  its  proceedings,  the  private  busi' 
-uess,  should  be  conducted  in  a  pro|ier  and 


orderly  manlier.  He  thought,  therefoR, 
that  the  beet  way  to  atuia  tbe  objtc 
which  they  bad  in  view  was  to  &uthanje 
the  Speaker  to  make  such  arnrngetoenu 
as  he  thought  neoessarv. 

Mr.  Hume  expressed  his  desire  to  im^ 
who  was  to  draw  tbe  Bill,  sad  whu  ti 
examine  it^  because  he  feared  that  tk 
present  proposition  would  only  gire  adi- 
tional  machinery  in  the  conduct  of  tbe 
private  buainess,  without  making  ititaii 
more  clear.  He  was  quite  satisfied,  ikt 
the  evils  which  existed  in  the  preseM 
system  would  be  removed  by  hanog  twt^. 
three,  or  five  persons  held  rfspooable  k 
the  preparatioD  of  private  bills,  awi  that 
such  measures  should  not  be  submitted  to 
the  superinteodence  of  120  Menbcfs,  «t»« 
attended  at  diflTerent  tirnt*,  and  rtr? 
therefore,  obi  ig:ed  to  depend  on  wrot^  dm 
or  lawyer  fur  information.  "«  |« 
Speaker  to  examine  all  bills  to  see  wbetkr 
the  breviate  was  a  faithful  one?  For  h» 
part,  he  thought  the  second  hreFiite  more 
important  than  the  first.  He  thougbt.  rt 
Committees  were  Umited  to  a  small  Duraw 
of  responsible  persons,  their  proceeriro^ 
would  be  much  more  creditable  to  the 
House  than  those  which  now  tookplJ^ 

Mr.  Aglionby  begged  to  call  the  attec 
tion  of  the  House   to  the  evidena  ttiK» 
before  a  Committee  which  sat  two  Sesso^ 
ago,  of  which  he  was  chairiijan,  not  is  » 
public  or  private  acts,  but  as  to  tbc^^^ 
ing   of    Acts   of    Parliament    He  ti^ 
understood  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  sav,  that  though  he  did  b^ 
wish,  at  that  time,  to  originate  « BO«^'"jj| 
which  would  give  a  commission  o^  **'"/' 
officer  the  power  of  preparing  Acts  ot  /' - 
liament,  yet  he  would  give  the  tn^iU^  '- 
best    consideration.     He    was   Bomerwi 
disappointed,  that  the  noble  Lord  nw  "*' 
brought  forward  a  measure  on  *^^*?"  ||!l. 
It  was  not  his  intention  to  oppose  ^"^J^ 
lotions,  which  he  considerea  valutW* 
far  as  they  went.  ,    . 

Sir  R.  Peel  did  not  make  tbtf  s/'«*^** 
objection  to  the  trial  of  tbe  ««P®J'  j  ^ 
which  was  proposed.  He  presumeo/^''^ 
it  was  intended  that  a  particulftT  ofticfl 
whose  especial  duty  it  should  be  to  pwp^ 
a  breviate  should  be  appointed,  aini  ^"V^ 
should  not  be  left  to  the  parties  who  vci« 
the  HUthors  of  the  private  Bill.  He  V^ 
sumed,  also,  that  the  officer  selected  wouli^ 
!>e  a  man  of  experience  and  high  chara<^^^'^' 
But,  at  the  same  time,  that  he  felt  perfw 
confident  that  the  instructions  which  f>^^ 
an  ofltcer  would  receive  would  be  sucb  ^ 
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fpoia  the  experience  and  knowledge  of  the 
Speaker  might  be  expected,  and  also  that 
tbe  officer  would  be  nimself  unexception- 
able in  point  of  character.  He  could  not« 
however,  conceal  that  the  task  which  was 
inopoeed  on  the  Speaker  was  a  yery  difficult 
one.  He  was  afraid  that  in  giving  a  short 
and  elear  breviate  which  would  iSoft^  an 
insight  into  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  the 
mischief  which  now  frequently  resulted 
from  singled  expressions  being  used  and 
the  forise  of  which  was  not  discovered  until 
the  measure  came  into  operation,  however 
cognizant  of  their  effect  the  promoters  of 
these  bills  might  be,  would  not  be  effectually 
avoided. 

Lord  O.  Somerset  thought,  that  the  bre-  j 
viate,  if  introduced  on  the  report,  would  be 
a  better  safeguard  against   objectionalile 
provisions  than  if  it  were  limited  to  the 
second  reading. 

Mr.  S.  Lefevre  said,  that  every  one  ac- 
quainted with  the  manner  of  conducting 
the  private  business  in  that  House  must 
be  aware  that  exaggerated  statements  were 
often  put  into  Members'  hands  by  tbe  pro- 
moters of  private  bills*     But  a  breviate, 
drawn  up  by  an  experienced  officer,  would 
at  once  inrorra  the  House  of  the  nature 
and  character  of  the  proposed  measure. 
He  Mt  that  they  had  cast  great  responsi- 
bility oo  the  officer  who  was  to  prepare 
this  docoment,  and  who  ought  to  be  a  man 
of  great  experience  and  skill ;  but  when  he 
knew  the  matter  was  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  Speaker  he  felt  perfectly  satisfied. 

Mr.  A  ThomsoHt  in  explanation,  stated 
that  he  meant  to  propose  the  second  bre* 
viate  as  soon  as  arrangements  were  made 
for  the  plan  which  he  had  now  submitted. 
Resolutions  agreed  to* 
The  Speaker  B»id :   AstheHousehas  im- 
posed on  me  a  heavy  and  responsible  duty, 
I  think  it  right  they  should  clearly  under- 
stand the  view  I  take  of  the  question.     If 
a  breviate,  snch  as  that  expressed  in  the 
resolutions,  were  to  be  proposed,  pointing 
out  any  change  which  private  bills  might 
effect  ra  the  general  law  of  the  country,  it 
was  obvious  that  no  such  instrument  could 
be  introduced,  unless  it  was  proposed  by  a 
responsible  person,  and  one  well  versed  in 
the  law.     It  appears  to  me,  that  in  carry- 
ing into  effect  this  experiment,  which  is  in 
entire  accordance  with  my  own  opinion, 
there  will  be  great  difficulty  in  getting  a 
person  qualified  for  the  duty,  because  a 
qualified  person  will  be  loath  to  undertake 
it  for  one  Session.     All  I  can  say  is,  that 
having  stated  the  obstacle  which  appears 


to  me  to  be  to  the  way  of  giving  effect  to 
these  resolutions,  I  shall  contribute  what- 
ever services  are  in  my  power  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  House. 

CANADA.^^An/OtTRNED  DEBATE.]      The 

Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the  ad- 
journed debate  on  the  Canada  Government 
Bill  having  been  read, 

Sir   W.   Molesworth  said,  although  he 
felt  it  his  duty  to  vote  against  the  further 
progress  of  the  Bill  then  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House,  because  it  would 
suspend  the  constitution  of  a  free  penplf*, 
yet  he  offered   no  objection  to  what  he 
understood  was  the  most  important  feature 
of  the  Ministerial  measure,  namely,  that 
there  shall  be  sent  to  Canada  a  ])erson  in 
whom  confidence  could  be  placed  ;  whose 
duty  it  would  be  to  administer  the  affairs 
of  the  province,  and  to  reduce  the  people 
to  contented  allegiance.      It  was  both  a 
dangerous  and  a  delicate  thing  to  express 
a  decided  opinion  as  to  the  fitness  of  any 
individual  for  so  difficult  a  task  as  that  iX 
Governor  of  this  insurgent  province.     He 
did   not,  however,   hesitate  to  state  his 
humble,  thooeh  decided,  approbation  of 
the  choice  of  her  Mtyesty's  Ministers.     If 
there  were  a  nobleman  in  this  ooontry  for 
energy,  decisloD  of  diameter,  manly  and 
libeni  sentiments,  better  fitted  than  an- 
other for  so  arduous  a  task,  that  nobleman 
was  the  Earl  of  Durham.     Reluctant  as 
he  was  to  pin  his  faith  on  any  individual, 
still  he  felt  confident  that  Lord  Durham, 
if  left  to  the  unfettered  exercise  of  his 
judgment,  would  accomplish  the  object  of 
his  mission.     Understanding,  as  he  did, 
that  the  purposes  for  which  Lord  Dur- 
ham was  deputed  to  Canada  were  to  re« 
store  peace  and  tranquillity,  to  recal  the 
revolted  subjects  of  the  empire  to  their 
allegiance,  to  enforce  in  every  quarter  the 
majesty  of  the  laws,  to  sustain  the  honour 
and  dignity  of  this  country —best  sustained 
by  acts  of  grace  and  mercy ;  and,  lastly, 
to  devise  along  with  tbe  delegates  of  the 
people    what    form   of  free  constitution 
would  be  best  suited  to  the  province,  and 
in  what  respect  the  existing  institutions 
of  the  country  ought  to  to  changed*- 
these    undoubtedly    were    most    onerous 
duties,   requiring  for  their    performance 
the  soundest  judgment  and  discretion,  and 
every  requisite  power  should  in  justice  be 
given  to  the  Governor  who  took  upon 
himself  so  weighty  a  responsibility.    At  the 
same  time^  for  the  exercise  of  his  delegated 
authority,  the  Ooyernor  should  be  roost 
N  % 
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strictly  responsible.  He  alone  should  be  made 
answerable  for  every  act  done  or  omitted ; 
all  responsibility  should  be  concentrated 
upon  his  single  head  ;  and  the  noble  Lord 
should  be  made  to  feel  that,  though  he 
alone  would  merit  all  the  praise  of  success^ 
he  must  equally  bear  all  the  odium,  blame> 
and  deep  discredit  of  failure.  If  success- 
ful, he  would  render  the  most  valuable 
and  enduring  services  to  his  country,  and 
acquire  the  greatest  political  renown  ;  but 
failure  would  make  the  state  of  aifairs  in 
Lower  Canada  still  more  complicated,  and 
still  more  disastrous,  and  failure  would  be 
accompanied  by  the  utter  destruction  of 
the  political  character  of  the  nobleman 
from  whom  so  much  was  expected,  and  to 
whom  so  much  was  intrusted.  Every  re. 
quisite  power  should,  therefore,  be  granted 
to  him,  but  he  should  also  be  made  strictly 
responsible,  and,  above  all  things,  unfettered 
by  any  specific  instructions  from  the  Colo- 
nial ofiice ;  for  every  impartial  person,  after 
a  careful  perusal  of  the  despatches  which 
had  been  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House, 
must  be  convinced  of  the  ignorance  and  in- 
<!apacity  of  that  office.  The  necessity  of 
sending  Lord  Durham  on  so  extraordinary 
a  mission,  proved  of  itself  that  the  head  of 
the  Colonial  Office  had  been,  and  was  un- 
able to  carry  on  the  administration  of  the 
aifairs  of  Canada  in  the  ordinary  manner 
—  that  he  had  permitted  events  to  occur 
which  rendered  it  imperative  to  place  in 
other  hands  an  extraordinary  control  over 
the  province.  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
had  selected  the  person  whom  they  deemed 
fittest  for  the  office  of  Governor-general ; 
it  would,  therefore,  be  most  absurd  to 
shackle  him  in  any  way  by  the  orders  of 
persons  who  were  virtually  acknowledged 
to  be  less  capable  than  himself.  In  pro- 
portion as  Lord  Durham  was  independent 
of  the  control  of  the  Colonial  Office,  or 
even  of  her  Majesty's  Government,  in  ex- 
actly the  same  ratio  would  the  probability 
of  a  successful  termination  of  these  affairs 
increase.  This  country,  in  its  conduct  to- 
wards Canada,  ought  to  acknowledge  that 
there  were  long-standing  grievances  which 
should  be  redressed ;  that  its  rulers  had 
been  to  blame  for  having  so  long  neglected 
those  wrongs ;  that  it  was  most  sincerely 
anxious  to  make  every  reparation  1  in  its 
power  for  the  negligence  of  the  authorities; 
and  that  in  earnest  of  its  sincerity  it  had 
taken  the  administration  of  the  affairs  of 
the  province  out  of  the  hands  of  the  ordi- 
nary authorities,  and  intrusted  Lord  Dur- 
hatii  with  plenary  power  to  accomplish  its 


benevolent  in  teotions.    The  first  act  of  the 
noble  Lord   should  be  one  of  grace  and 
mercy,  an   oblivion   of  all  past  political 
offences,  a  pardon  to  all  political  ofiendm 
— a  general  amnesty.     He  (SirW.  Moks- 
worth)  hailed  with  joy,  the  mention  made 
by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  fbrStrood, 
of  an  amnesty.      He  conld  not  butobsem 
that  the  only  person  who  objected  to  that 
wise  and  humane — the  only  person  who 
thirsted  after  slaughter  and  called  aloud 
for  blood  was  the  representative  of  all  the 
learning  and  the  small  modicum  of  Chris. 
tian   charity  to    be  found    in   the   I'ni- 
versity  of  Oxford,       The  only  means  bf 
which   the  revolted  subjects  of  lier  Ma- 
jesty could  be  reduced  to  a  state  oi  coi- 
tented  allegiance,  were  by  a  redress  of  the 
grievances  of  which  the  House  of  Assembly 
had  so  long,  so  justly,  and  so  consistentlf 
complained,  and  such  an  alteration  in  the 
constitution  of  the  province  as  would  p^ 
vent  the  recurrence  of  similar  abuses.  The 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Stroud  [IM 
J.  Russell)  the  other  night  arraigned  "»e 
conduct  of  the  House  of  Assembly.   1^ 
night  that  body  was  most  aUy  defendfll 
by  theur  agent,  his  friend,  ^r,  ^^°^ 
He  contended  that,  in   the  disputes  be- 
tween the  colony  and  the  mother  coMtrrj 
not  the  House  of  Assembly  but  the  Cokoal 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  were  the  penooJ 
to  blame.    He  had  heard  both  sides,  the 
arraigner  and  the  arraigned,  the  accuser 
and  the  defender,  and  it  was  for  the  Hoo»> 
as  a  tribunal,  to  decide  who  was  in  the 
wrong.      That  a  once  mpst  loyal  colony 
should  have  suddenly  burst  forth  into  re- 
bellion, was  a  matter  for  grave  and  senoffl 
inquiry,  as  it  proved  that  blame  '^^J^ 
somewhere,  and  the  people  of  England  m 
a  right  to  know  who  had  been  chiefly  <**- 
pable,  and  who  ought  to  be  held  up  w 
public  indignation.     The  noble  l^J^»  J^ 
Member  for  South  Lancashire,  said,  ^^ 
he  would  not  inquire  into  past  events, « 
as  to  who  were  the  originators  of  the  pj*' 
sent  disasters.     That  was  judicious  P^'ff 
on  the  noble  Lord's  part.     He  was  wisei 
for  the  sake  of  his  party,  to  evade  the 
question.     From  a  careful  and  anxiflf| 
perusal  of  all  the  documents,  from  a  strict 
examination  of  the  Parliamentary  fc^'^  ^. 
which  that  evidence  was  contained^  he  oi» 
come  to  the  conclusion,  that  the  Tones 
had  been,  to  a  great  extent,  the  cause  w 
the  present  disasters;  that  it  was  i^^ 
mischievous  policy,  continued  thro»^^.* 
long  series  of  years,  which  first  geocral'^' 
then  aggravated,  the  grievaoces  of  *e 
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Canadians,  and  produced  those  feelings  of 
discontent  and  distrust  which  rendered 
conciliation  nearly  impracticable,  and  led 
ultimately  to  revolt.  The  right  Hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  assumed,  as  an 
all  hut  acknowledged  fact,  that  the  Colo- 
nial Government  of  the  Tories  was  nearly 
perfect,  and  that  a  return  of  his  party  to 
power  would  be  the  greatest  beneBt  to  the 
colonies.  He  admired  the  dexterity  with 
which  that  right  hon.  Baronet  made  these 
assumptions,  to  which  some  of  his  (Sir  W. 
Molesworth's)  hon.  Friends,  he  was  sur- 
prised to  find,  lent  the  weight  of  their 
authority,  by  greatly  magnifying  the 
liberality  of  the  intentions  of  Sir  George 
Murray  and  Lord  Aberdeen.  As  far  as 
Sir  George  Murray  was  concerned,  he  was 
inclined  to  suspect  that  those  liberal  sen- 
timents were  only  written  with  the  view 
of  being  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House, 
and  printed,  as,  with  ample  opportunity, 
they  never  gave  birth  to  any  liberal  actions, 
and  he  was  induced  to  believe,  that  on  the 
much  wished  for,  by  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, advent  of  their  party  to  power,  the 
colonial  policy  of  the  empire  would  not  be 
in  any  way  improved — not  to  say  it  would 
be  deteriorated.  A  more  loyal  people  did 
not  exist,  nor  one  more  firmly  attached  to 
the  dominion  of  this  empire,  than  the  in- 
habitants of  the  province  of  Canada.  For 
a  long  time  they  did  not  even  sufficiently 
prise  the  benefit  of  free  institutions.  They 
looked  with  indifference  upon  the  posses^ 
sion  of  electoral  rights,  and  of  a  represen- 
tative Assembly.  Their  boast  was,  that 
under  the  sceptre  of  England,  they  enjoyed, 
without  trouble,  all  the  advantages  of  the 
government  of  the  United  States.  They 
were  soon  aroused  from  their  political 
apathy  by  acts  of  Tory  misrule,  and  taught 
to  value  privileges  which  they  had  previou  sly 
but  little  cherished.  This  change  of  feeling 
took  place  under  the  governmen  t  of  Sir  James 
Craig,  about  the  year  1807^  when  Lord 
Oastlereagh  was  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies.  Sir  James  Crais  acted  in  the 
most  violent  manner  towards  the  people  of 
the  province,  addressed  the  House  of  As- 
sembly in  the  most  disrespectful  termsi 
rejected  their  proposal  to  defray  the  civil  ex- 
penses of  the  province,  twice  dissolved  the 
House  of  Assembly  in  one  year,  and,  in 
order  to  inflnenoe  tne  elections,  caused  the 
press  of  a  Liberal  paper  to  be  seized,  and 
three  of  the  leading  Members  of  the  former 
Assembly  to  be  thrown  into  gaol  on 
charges  of  sedition,  which  were  never 
attempted  to  be  sustained.    This  inMoe 


conduct  of  the  Tory  Governor  destroyed  the 
influence  both  of  the  Administration  and  of 
all  persons  connected  with  it.  Since  that 
period  the  Government  has  never  been  able 
again  to  command  a  majority  in  the  House 
of  Assembly.  These  events  were  soon  fol- 
lowed by  the  American  war,  during  the 
continuance  of  which  the  inhabitants  of 
Lower  Canada  lavislied  their  blood  and 
their  treasure  in  defence  of  the  province, 
and  showed  a  zeal  and  a  courage  in  the 
cause  of  this  country  which  has  been  but 
ill  requited.  From  the  conclusion  of  the 
war  in  1814,  down  to  1818,  little  occur- 
red worthy  of  notice.  The  dissensions 
occasioned  by  Sir  James  Craig's  misgovern- 
ment  were  then  renewed,  and  an  attempt 
was  made  to  impeach  some  of  the  Judges 
for  the  advice  given  to  the  Governor.  In 
the  latter  year  the  House  of  Assembly  ob<- 
tained  permission  to  defray  the  civil  ex- 
penditure of  the  province.  In  the  subse- 
quent year,  the  disputes  about  the  Supply 
Bill  commenced.  When  in  1810  the 
House  of  Assembly  first  offered  to  defray 
the  civil  expenditure,  that  expenditure 
did  not  exceed  40,000/.  per  annum  ;  in 
1817,  it  had  reached  ()0,000/.  ;  and  in 
1819,  the  Assembly  was  called  upon  for  an 
additional  16,000/.  The  House  of  Assem- 
bly became  alarmed ;  they  found  that  in 
proportion  as  the  custom  revenues  of  the 
province  had  increased,  the  civil  expendi- 
ture likewise  increased.  The  House  of 
Assembly  in  consequence  narrowly  scru. 
tinised  tne  expenditure,  struck  off  several 
useless  expenses,  and  passed  a  Supply  Bill 
by  items,  which  was  rejected  by  the  Legis- 
lative Council.  With  this  act  of  the 
Legislative  Council  commenced  the  finan- 
cial disputes  of  the  province,  which  are 
still  undetermined.  From  the  year  1820, 
to  the  year  18S8,  was  the  disastrous  and 
disgraceful  government  of  Lord  Dalhousie ; 
during  seven  years  of  that  period.  Lord 
Bathurst  was  ue  Colonial  Secretary.  Mr. 
Huskisson  was  Colonial  Secretary  only  for 
a  very  short  time.  During  that  period  it 
might  be  seen  what  in  reality  was  the 
conduct  of  a  Tory  Government  in  the  colo- 
nies when  not  underthe  immediate  influence 
of  the  force  of  public  opinion  ;  and  what  acts 
of  injustice  they  could  then  perpetrate.  In 
1822  a  BiU  was  suddenly  introduced  for 
the  purpose  of  uniting  the  two  provinces  of 
Upper  and  Lower  Canada,  without  any 
information  whatever  being  given  to  the 
peopl  e  of  the  two  provinces.  This  act  ofgross 
injustice  was  fortunately  delayed  by  the  ef- 
forts of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkennyi  ( Mr* 
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Hume)  ajnd  Sir  James  Mackintosh*  until  in- 
formation of  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  conveyed  to  the  provinces.  PuUic 
meetings  were  then  held  for  the  first  time 
in  eyery  jjart  of  Lower  Canada,  and  the 
strongest  indignation  and  opposition  to  the 
measure  was  expressed  by  the  inhabitants  of 
both  provinces,  more  especially  by  those  of 
Lower  Canada,  and,  in  consequence  of  the 
universal  feeling  on  this  subject,  the  Bill  was 
never  again  introduced.     In  the  same  year 
the  Canada  Trade  Act  was  passed,  which 
rendered    permanent    certain    temporary 
taxes,    which  had  beep   granted  by  the 
House  of  Assembly,  in  order  to  defray  the 
expenses  of  the  American  war.     Thjs  was 
most  unconstitutional,  and  in  direct  viola- 
tion of  the  Act  of  1791.     The  same  Act, 
and  the  Canada  Tenures  Act  of  1825,   in- 
terfered with  the  whole  tenure  of  private 
property  in  the  province,  und  altered  to  a 
great  extent  the  law  of  real  property.     At 
the  close  of   1823,   the  Receiver  General 
failed  for  96,000/.  of  the  public  money  — . 
about  a  year  and  a  half  of  the  civil  expen- 
diture of  the  province.    *'  It  appears,"  says 
the  Committee  of  1828,  *'  that  no  acquittal 
could  be  traced  from  the  Treasury  of  a 
later  date  than  the  year  1814.     It  appears 
likewise   that   the   fact   of   the   Receiver 
Ceneral's  insolvency   was  known  to    the 
Governor  a  considerable  time  before  he  was 
suspended,  and  the   Goverpor  even  lent 
him  20,000Z.  out  of  the  army  chest-"  »^uch 
was  the  manner  in  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  administered  the  pecuniary  affairs 
of  the  province.     No  securities  had  l>ceu 
taken  in   the  province    for   the   Receiver 
General.  About  the  same  time  twosherins 
failed,  in  whose  hands  were  the  monies  of 
the  poor  suitors.     One  failed  fur  37,obo(., 
and  another  for  a  less  sum ;  it  appeared, 
likewise,  no  securities  had  been  taken  for 
them.     During   the    whole    period,  from 
1820  to  1828.  only  two  Supply  Bills  were 
pa^8ed  by  the  Legislative  Council  on  ac- 
count of  the  disputes  between  the  House  of 
Assembly  and  the   Colonial  Office,  with 
regard  to   the  civil  list,    and  with  regard 
to  the  claim  of  the  House  of  Assembly  to 
iiijiropriate  the  revenues  raised  under  an  Act 
oi'  1771.     Ihc  Legislative  Council  proved 
tltcniselves,  by  their  conduct  with  regard 
to  the   Supply  Bills,  to  be  (to  use   the 
words  applied  to  them  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Lancashire)  the  mere  tools  of  the 
local  Government.     At  one  time,  at  the 
wish  of  one  Govern  men  t,  they  accept^  the 
same  description  of  Supply  Bill  which  they 
rejected  at  another  time  »%  the  bidding  of 


the  Colonial  Office.    But  tb«  GoreraoieDt, 
undoubtedly  with  the  sanction  of  the  Co- 
lonial Office,   did   not  hesitate    to  seixt-, 
without  authority,  the  monies  in  tiie  public 
chest.     The    Committee   ol  IB2S    says, 
"  that  the  local  Government  has  thought 
it  nece$sary>  through  a  long  series  of  years, 
to  have  recourse  to  a  measure    (vhich 
nothing  but  the  most  extreme  neqessitj 
could  justify),   of  annually  appropriating 
by  its  own  authority  large  sums  of  the 
roon/^y  of  the  province,  amounting  to  no 
less  tnan  14!0,000/.,  without  the  coosentof 
the  representatives  of  the  people  under 
whose  control  the  appropriation  of  the^e 
sums  is  placed  by  the  Constitution.     Your 
Committee  cannot  but  express  their  deep 
regret  that  such  a  ^tate  of  things  should 
have  been  allowed   to  exist  for  so  many 
years  in  a  British  colopy  without  any  0010- 
raunication  or  reference  having  been  made 
to  Parlian^ent  on  the  subject."     TheC<2m- 
inittee  likewise  state  other  grave  allega- 
tions  against  the  administration   of  Lord 
Dalhousie :  of  the  dismissal  of  many  militia 
officers  for  the  constitutional  exercise  of 
their  rights ;   of  the  sudden  and  lextensivc 
remodelling  of   the  Com  mission    of  the 
Peace,  to  sefve  political  purposes  ;  of  a 
vexatious  systi^ni  of  prosecutions  for  libel 
at  the  instance  of  the  Attorney  General, 
and    ^^  the  harsh  and    unconstitutional 
spirit  ip  which   th^se  prosecutions  have 
been  conducted.      Such,  accordii^  to   a 
Committee  of  th^  House  of  Commons,  ap- 
pointed on  the  motion  of  Mr.  HuskW>n, 
was  the  mode  in  which  the  Tories  governed 
the  country  for  no  less  a  period  than  eight 
years.     The  jpetition  complaining  of  these 
grievances,  signed  by  no  less  than  87»OQ0 
persons  was  presented  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.    In  consequence  of  the   report  of 
that  Committee,  I/ord  Dalhousie  was  re- 
called from  Canada,  and  his  illeigal,  almost 
iniquitous  conduct  was  recompensed  by  a 
hij^h  military  command  in  India*      In  the 
same  year  Sir  G.  Murray  caine  into  power 
and  wrote  that  despatch  whidi  his  (Sir  W. 
Molesworth's)  hon.  Friends  had  so  praiaed 
for  liberality  of  sentiment,  without  taking 
the  trouble  of  examining  whether  it  gave 
birth  to  any  liberal  acts.     He  did  nothing. 
Few  colonial  ministers  were  ever  placed  in  a 
xjcLore  favourable  position  ;   he  might  have 
rendered  the  greatest  service  to  his  coun- 
try, andaverted  the  difficulties  under  which 
this  country  was  now  labouring  with  re- 
gard to  Canada.    In  shorty  he  might  have 
merited  all  the  praise  bestowed  upon  him. 

Tlie  Hpnw  of  Assemkly  had  eifffwapd 
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almost  extravagant  admiration  of  tHe  report 
of  the  Committee  of    1828 — alL  that  was 
then  required  was  to  follow  out  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Committee^  by  passing  an  Aet 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament  to  relieve  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasury  from  the  dnty  of 
appropriating  the  revenues  raised   under 
the  Act  of  1774*^  no  one  could  doubt  that 
all  those  unhappy  dissensions  about  a  per- 
manent civil    list,   and   about    the  inde- 
pendence of  the  Judges,  would  then  have 
been  easily  settled.  1 828, 1 829>  1 830  passed 
away—  nothing  was  done  by  Sir  George 
Murray.     The  excuse  was,  the  debates  in 
Parliament  on  the  Catholic  Emancipation, 
the  death  of  the  king,  and  other  events 
prevented  him  horn  introducing  the  mea- 
sures required.      These  excuses,   if  well 
founded,  were  the  best  practical  illustration 
of  the  difficulty,  if  not   impossibility,  of 
governing^   with  anything  like   the  sem- 
blance of  justice,  a  colony  removed  three 
thousand  miles  from  the  seat  of  govern- 
ment.    But  the  excuse  was  an  absurd  one  ; 
for  hon.  Gentlemen  were  aware  how  easily 
Colonial  Bills  were  hurried  through  that 
House,  and  tbe  Act  required  would  bave 
consisted  only  of  a  few  lines  and  a  single 
clause.     Indeed,  a  similar  Act  was  passed 
in   1881,    during   the     disputes    on    the 
Reform   Bill.      To    the    non-passing   in 
time  of  the   Act  in    question   he    attri- 
buted   the  present   disasters  ;     and    for 
those    disasters  he  contended,  therefore, 
that  Sir  G.  Murray  and  his  friends  op- 
posite were  in  a  great  degree  responsible. 
The  House  of  Assembly  on  the  one  hand, 
the  Cdonial  Office  on  the  other,   main- 
tained   each    its    right    to    control    the 
revenues  raised  under  the  Act  of  1774. 
Supply  Bills  were  passed  by  the  House 
of   Assembly,  in     which   the    claims    of 
the  Assembly  were  indirectly  maintained. 
They    were    protested    against,    but    ac- 
cepted by  Sir  James  Kempt,  who  acted, 
he  acknowledged,  in  the  most  liberal  and 
conciliatory  manner,  though  it  appeared 
from  the  dispatches  of  Sir  G.  Murray  that 
his  coaduci  hardly  met  with  the  approba- 
tion    of  the    ColoniaUoffice.     The    hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Devonport,  said 
that  all  the  financial  claims  of  tbe  House  of 
Assembly    had    been    granted.     So  they 
were.     That  proved  they  were  just  claims. 
But  when  was  justice  done  ?    The  claims 
were   made  in  179^^ ;  a  portion  of  them 
were  conceded  in  1831,  and   the  rest  in 
1836 ;   forty-two  years'  delay  of  justice  1 
If,  however,  tardy  justice  had  been  done  in 
IS2S,    that   would   ha^-e   sufficed  ^     but 


nothing  was  done.    In  consequence  of  tbe 
delay  to  which  he  had  referred  angry  dis- 
putes   continued,    producing    great    and 
unnecessary  irritation.     The  expectations 
of  the  people  of  the  province  had  been 
greatly  excited  by  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  1828.     Those  expectations  were 
disappointed.      Deep-seated    distrust  had 
succeeded  to  confidence,  and   when  Lord 
Grey's  administration  came  into  power  they 
had  to  contend  with  the  evil  effects  of  more 
than  twenty  years  of  Tory  misgovernment 
and  tyranny.     Their  task  was  a  most  diffi- 
cult one,  and  he  would  not  even  take  it 
upon  himself  to  assert  that,  with  the  then 
state  of  feeling  of  the  inhabitants  of  Lower 
Canada,  it  would  ha^e  been  possible  finally 
to  settle  the  existing  difficulties,  without 
pursuing  a  course  of  policy  which  none  but 
men  of  superior  and  energetic  minds  would 
have  dared  to  attempt,  and  which,  perhaps, 
at  first   would  have  found  but  few  sup- 
porters.    With    the   removal    of   Sir  G. 
Murray  from  the  Colonial-office,  the  reign 
of  Tory  policy  in  that  department  of  the 
State  did  not,  however,  terminate,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  that  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site would  gladly  acknowledge  that  Lord 
Ripon  (who  then  became  Colonial  Secre- 
tary)   belonged    to    their    party.      Lord 
Aylmer    was    made    governor  of    Lower 
Canada  ab(>ut  the  same  time.  Lord  Ripon, 
by  the  act  of  the  1st  and  2nd  of  William 
4th,  surrendered  at  last  to  the  House  of 
Assembly  the  revenues  raised  under  the 
act  of  1774.     He,  however,  most  unfortu- 
nately, determined  to  retain  the  casual  and 
territorial  revennes,  which   had   hitherto 
been  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  colonial 
legislature    for     general     purposes.      He 
retained  them,  it  must  be  observed,  in  order 
to  support  the  Established  Church  of  Eng- 
liind.     A  most  unfounded  charge  had  been 
brought  against  the  House  of  Assembly 
with  regard  to  these  revenues,  namely,  that 
they  laid  claim,  to  the  appropriation   of 
sums  of  money  to  which  they  had  no  right 
whatsoever.      This    charge    was    refuted 
last  night  by  Mr.  Roebuck  by  means  of 

Quotations  from  the  messages  of  Lord 
)orche5ter,  in  1794,  and  of  Sir  James 
Kempt,  in  1828,  both  of  which  documents 
proved  that  those  revenues  were  generally 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  colonial  legis- 
lature— indeed  in  1799  the  House  of 
Assembly  made  a  permanent  graut  of 
5,555L  lis.  Id.  in  return  for  those  reve- 
nues. The  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Devonport,  denied  that  the  message  of 
Lord  Dorchester  did  place  those  funds  at 
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the  disposal  of  the  colony.  He  (Sir  W. 
Molesv^orth)  contended  it  did  ;  that  the 
claim  of  Lord  Ripon  to  apply  them  to  the 
support  of  the  Church  of  England  was  a 
most  unjustifiable  one.  He  would,  in 
proof  of  this  position^  refer  to  the  evidence 
of  Lord  Aylmer,  who,  in  a  dispatch  dated 
January  26,  18S2,  told  Lord  Ripon  with 
regard  to  these  revenues: — "Here,  then, 
the  Crown  and  the  House  of  Assembly  are 
still  at  issue ;    and  I  cannot  conceal  from 

Irour  Lordship  my  apprehensions  that  the 
atter  will  never  be  induced  to  forego  its 
pretensions,  which  certainly  derive  consi- 
derable weight  from  the  circumstance  of 
these  revenues  having  hitherto  been  placed 
at  the  disposal  of  the  colonial  legislature, 
for  general  purposes."  Lord  Ripon  thought 
proper,  however,  to  divert  these  revenues 
from  the  purposes  to  which  they  had  here- 
tofore been  applied,  in  order  to  give 
3,000/.  a-year  to  the  Bishop  of  Quebec, 
and  to  maintain  the  Established  Church  of 
England,  to  which  communion  about  one- 
fifth  of  the  Protestants,  that  is,  about  one- 
twenty-fifth  of  the  whole  population 
belonged.  After  this  act,  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  could  not  for  one  moment  hesitate 
to  acknowledge  that  Lord  Ripon  was  truly 
their  own  colonial  secretary.  In  conse- 
quence of  the  disputes  about  the  casual  and 
territorial  revenues,  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly refused  to  grant  a  permanent  civil  list. 
In  consequence  of  the  conduct  of  the 
House  of  Assembly,  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire,  brought  an 
accusation  against  the  House  of  Assembly 
of  a  breach  of  faith.  He  first  made  that 
charge  in  1 834,  he  had  repeated  it  almost 
every  year,  when  he  was  obliged  by  Mr. 
Roebuck  to  acknowledge  that  it  was  utterly 
unfounded :  but  so  valid  was  the  authority 
supposed  to  be  upon  which  that  charge 
rested,  being  no  less  than  that  of  a  person 
who  had  once  been  colonial  secretary,  that 
it  obtained  the  widest  circulation,  was 
generally  credited ;  and  he  found  from  the 
newHpapers  that  it  was  repeated  a  short 
time  ago  by  the  Fidus  Achates  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  in  a  speech  at  Carlisle, 
wherein  he  proved  to  demonstration  that 
he  had  always  been  a  Tory,  and  the  same 
charge  was  repeated  in  the  leading  article 
of  the  Morning  Chronicle  of  to-day.  Great 
was  the  guilt  of  him  who  had  made 
unfounded  assertions,  and  the  noble  Lord 
had  much  to  nnswer  for  in  that  respect. 
He  would  not  enter  into  an  examination  of 
the  documents,  in  order  to  disprove  the 
accusation  against  the  House  of  Assembly 


—the  documents  were  to  be  found  in  the 
evidence    laid    before  the   Conamitlee    of 
1834.     The  charge  was,  that  the  House  of 
Assembly  had  promised  to  grant  a  perma- 
nent civil  list  on  the  passing  of  the  1st  and 
Snd  William  4th.    Now  he  would  mereij 
observe  that  in  a  dispatch  dated  the  l^th 
of  March,  1831,   Lord  Aylmer  informed 
Lord  Ripon  that  the  House  of  Assembly 
would   not  grant  a  permanent  civil    ii^ 
unless  the  casual  and  territorial  reTeDues 
were  surrendered.      This    dispatch     was 
acknowledged  by  Lord  Ripon  on  the  15tii 
of  May,  1831,  and  it  was  not  till  Septem- 
ber of  the  same  year  that  the  1st  and  Scd 
of  William  4th  was  passed  ;  oonsequently, 
Lord  Ripon  was  well  aware  four  months  at 
least  before  this  act  was  passed,  that  the 
House  of  Assembly  would  not  assent  to  his 
proposal  of  a  permanent  civil  list.     Con- 
nected with  these  disputes  about  the  terri- 
torial revenue  and  the  {lermaneot  civil  list, 
was  the  question  of  the  independence  <if  the 
judges.    The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
Stroud,  whilst  arraigning  the  other  night 
the  conduct  of  the  House    of  Aasembly, 
complained  of  their  refusing  to  grant  per- 
manent salaries  to  the  judges.     It  woold 
hardly  be  believed,   after  all  that  had  been 
said  on  this  subject,  that  the    House  of 
Assembly  did  pass  an  act  granting  the  per- 
manent salaries  required  ;  that  the  act  was 
thankfully  accepted  by  Lord  Aylmer  ;  and 
that  Lord  Aylmer  most  earnestly  requested 
Lord  Ripon  to  accept    it ;    and  if  Lord 
Ripon  had  accepted  it,  the  disputes  would 
have  terminated,  but  Lord  Ripon  refnavd 
the  bill  for  some  inconceivable  reason.  He 
would  produce  the  proof  of  these  assertions. 
Lord  Aylmer,  in  his  address  of  the  5th  of 
December^    1831,  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  of  Assembly  chiefly  to  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  judges.     He  says,  in  con- 
clusion, after  referring  to  other  subjects, 
^*  But  he  is  most  anxious  to  see  the  ques- 
tion of  the  independence  of  the  judges,  and 
of  permanent  provision  for  their  salariesi 
retired  allowances,  and  incidental  expenses, 
finallv  disposed  of  by  a  distinct  and  sub- 
stantive enactment,   before  bringing   the 
other,    and  comparatively  less  important, 
measure,  specifically  under  their  consider- 
ation."   The  House  would  find    in  the 
evidence  of  the  Committee  of  1834  the 
Bill  passed  by  the  House  of  Assembly,  in 
compliance  with  the  request  of  Lord  Ayl- 
mer.    An     objection     had     been    urged 
against  that  Bill,  that  the  amonnt  of  the 
salary  of  the  judges  was  not  stated,  and 
that  they  were  to  be  voted  annually ;  but 
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the  words  of  the  Bill  were^-''  that  from 
and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  the 
salaries  which  are  now  annually  allowed 
and  paid  to  the  said  judges  shall  he 
secured  to  them  in  a  fixed  and  permanent 
manner  ;**  and  Lord  Aylmer  fully  explained 
the  reason  for  not  mentioning  the  amount 
of  the  judges'  salaries  in  the  Bill.  He 
tells  Lord  Ripon,  in  a  dispatch  dated  the 
26th  of  January,  1832—'*!  think  it  neces- 
sary to  mention  to  your  Lordships  that  in 
framing  my  message  to  the  House  of 
Assembly  upon  the  independence  of  the 
judges,  I  conceived  it  unnecessary  to  make 
any  specific  statement  regarding  their 
salaries  and  retired  allowances,  for  it  was 
well  understood  beforehand  tliat  the 
Assembly'  was  fully  prepared  to  continue 
the  salaries  of  the  judges  upon  their  pre- 
sent footing,  and  to  make  a  liberal  provi- 
sion for  their  retired  allowances.  The 
event  has  justified  this  expectation/*  This 
Bill  received  the  unanimous  assent  of  the 
Legislative  Council,  and  the  following 
were  the  terms  in  which  Lord  Aylmer 
spoke  of  this  measure  in  his  address  to  the 
House  of  Assembly  and  the  Legislative 
Council : — *'  Amongst  the  many  important 
measures  adopted  this  session,  all  of  wliich 
are  more  or  less  calculated  to  promote  the 
interests  of  the  province,  I  have  (he  said ) 
great  satisfaction  in  noticing  the  Bill  for 
establishing  the  independence  of  the  Judges. 
1  think  it  necessary,  at  the  same  time,  to 
inform  you  that,  although  the  principle  of 
this  Bill  coincides  altogether  with  the 
views  of  his  Majesty's  Government,  it 
contains  one  or  two  provisions  which 
impose  upon  me  the  necessity  of  reserving 
it  for  the  signification  of  his  Mi\|esty's 
pleasure*  The  passing  of  the  Bill  for 
securing  the  independence  of  the  jud^, 
may  be  considered  as  the  first  practical 
effect  of  the  dispatch  of  Viscount  Goderich 
of  the  7th  of  July."  Such  were  the  terms 
in  which  Lord  Aylmer  spoke  of  this  Bill  to 
the  House  of  Assembly ;  at  the  same  time 
he  wrote  to  Lord  Ripon,  entreating  him 
to  agree  to  the  measure.  He  says, 
in  his  dispatch  of  the  26th  of  Jan- 
uary, 1832: — "I  take  leave,  with^  the 
utmost  submission y  to  recommend  it  to 
the  favourable  consideration  of  his  Ma- 
jesty. Ouce  rejected,  it  is  highly  probable 
that  no  other  from  the  House  of  Assembly 
at  a  fiitare  period  can  be  expected  upon 
more  favourable  terms,  or  even  upon  terms 
equally  favourable."  Such  was  the  Ian* 
guage  of  Lord  Aylmer  to  Lord  Ripon; 
p^verthelees,  Lord  lUpon  rejected  the  Bill. 


Who  was  to  blame  ?  The  Colonial  Minister. 
There  were  no  other  events  of  any  note 
which  occurred  during  the  remainder  of 
Lord  Ripon*s  Colonial  Administration, 
except  that  in  1832,  on  account  of  the 
Supply  Bill  being  reserved  for  the  consi- 
deration of  the  home  authorities.  Lord 
Aylmer  thought  proper  to  take,  without 
sufiicient  authority,  a  certain-  portion  of 
the  public  monies.  For  this  act,  however, 
it  must,  in  justice  to  Lord  Ripon,  be  stated 
that  Lord  Aylmer  was  severely  censured. 
In  the  year  1833,  Lord  Ripon  was  suc- 
ceeded by  another  noble  Lord,  whom  he 
doubted  not  the  Tories  would  most  readily 
claim  as  their  own,  and  be  willing  to  bear 
the  responsibilitv  of  his  acts.  That  noble 
Lord,  in  his  previous  ofiice,  had  not  won  the 
affections  of  the  Irish  people,  nor,  on  account 
of  his  Colonial  Administration,  did  the 
inhabitants  of  Lower  Canada  bear  towards 
him  kindlier  feelings.  In  consequence  of 
the  conduct  of  the  Legislative  Council  in 
rejecting  the  Supply  Bill  passed  by  the 
Assembly,  the  House  of  Assembly  became 
convinced  of  the  impossibility  of  carrying 
on  the  Grovernment  in  harmony  with  the 
other  branch  of  the  Legislature.  They 
sent  an  humble  address  to  his  Majesty, 
praying  him  to  sanction  a  general  assembly 
of  the  people,  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
what  alteration  should  be  made  in  the 
constitution  of  the  province.  The  reply 
of  the  noble  Lord,  in  a  dispatch  which  was 
laid  before  the  House  of  Assembly,  was  in 
a  tone  better  fitted  for  the  angry  disputes 
and  contentions  of  this  House  than  for  the 
replv  of  a  Colonial  Minister  to  the  pro- 
vincial Parliament.  And  the  noble  Lord 
offended  the  House  of  Assembly  by  saying, 
that,  *'  on  the  mode  proposed,  bis  Majesty 
is  willing  to  put  no  harsher  construction 
than  that  of  extreme  inconsiderateness ; 
to  the  object  sought  to  be  obtained*  his 
Majesty  can  never  be  advised  to  consent, 
as  deeming  it  inconsistent  with  the  very 
existence  of  monarchical  institutions." 
This  language  to  the  House  of  Assembly 
was  extremely  inconsiderate,  if  not  deserv- 
ing of  a  harsher  appellation ;  the  House  of 
Assembly  were  justly  indignant,  and  in 
their  famous  ninety-two  resolutions  of  the 
succeeding  year  they  denounced  the  noble 
Lord  in  set  terms.  They  said  *'  That  it 
is  with  astonishment  and  grief  that  they 
have  seen  in  the  extract  from  the  dis- 
patches of  the  Colonial  Secretary,  commu- 
nicated to  this  House  by  the  Governor-in« 
chief  during  the  present  Session,  that  one 
at  least  of  the  Members  of  his  Migesty'^ 
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CovarnmeDt  in  England  cDtertc^ins  towards 
them  feelings  of  prejudice  and  animosity, 
and  inclines  to  favour  plans  of  oppression 
and  revenge  ill  adapted  to  change  a  system 
of  abuses,  the  contmuance  of  which  would 
altogether  discourage  the  people,  extinguish 
in  them  the  legitimate  hope  of  happiness, 
which,  as  British  subjects,  they  enter- 
tained." The  noble  Lord  opposite  was 
succeeded  by  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  whose  only  official  act  was  to 
take  31,000/.  out  of  the  army  chest,  to 
defray  the  salaries  of  the  unpaid  officials  of 
the  province.  Mr.  Roebuck  stated,  on 
what  authority  he  knew  not,  or  how  trust- 
worthy, probably  it  was  upon  the  word  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  himself, 
that  a  dispatch  was  written  which  would 
have  settled  all  the  difficulties  in  Lower 
Canada,  but,  unfortunately,  the  very  day 
it  was  to  have  been  sent  off  the  Melbourne 
Administration  were  dismissed,  and  no 
one  knew  what  became  of  the  dispatch. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  succeeded 
by  Lord  Aberdeen,  who,  likewise,  accord- 
ing to  some,  wrote  u  most  admirable  dis- 
patch, wliich  likewise  produced  no  effect. 
Up  to  this  period  the  Tories,  and  the 
Tories  alone,  with  the  exception  of  Mr. 
Spring  Rice,  were  responsible  for  the 
Colonial  Government,  and  as  he  thought 
he  had  shown,  there  was  no  reason  what- 
soever to  suppose  that  their  conduct  would 
he  one  iota  better  than  that  of  the  Whigs  : 
they,  in  reality,  had  been  the  cause  of 
those  angry  emotions  and  bitter  feelings 
whioh  had  led  to  the  present  disasters. 
Since  that  period — since  the  beginning  of 
18S4— ^her  Majesty's  present  Ministers 
were  alone  responsible  for  colonial  mis- 
government.  They  sent  out  commissioners 
to  Lower  Canada.  The  first  object  of  the 
Comniissioners  was  to  deceive — they  con- 
cealed their  instructions,  and  pretended 
that  they  were  unfettered  upon  every  sub- 
ject. Now,  the  popular  party  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  no  arrangement 
would  be  satisfactory  without  a  complete 
change  in  the  constitution  of  the  Legisla- 
tive Council.  The  House  of  Assembly 
had  expressed  that  opinion  in  their  resolo- 
tions,  and  the  Colonial- office  had  been  re- 
peatedly warned  that,  without  agreeing  to 
such  a  change,  any  attempt  to  settle  the 
disputes  woiUd  be  useless ;  but  in  the  in- 
structions to  the  Commissioners  the  ques- 
tion of  an  elective  council  was  a  forbidden 
one.  This  foct  the  Commissioners  care- 
fiilly  concealed,  and  endeavoured,  by  hold- 
ing oi\t  &lse  hopesi  to  obtain  the  supplies. 


The  following  was  the  account  of  ibiik 
which  must  at  least  be  termed  an  extraor- 
dinary proceeding,  given  by  Sir  George 
Gipps ; — 

'^  Had  we,  on  our  first  arrival,"  he  sai'J, 
«  declared  that  the  question  of  an  Elective 
Council  was  absolutely  a  forbidden  ope,  we 
should  have  failed,  in  limine,  with  one  parts, 
for  we  have  now  the  best  reason  for  kn  owiiig 
that  there  would,  in  such  case,  have  been  no 
session  of  the  Assembly.  Had  we,  on  the 
other  hand,  spoken  of  our  instructions  as  more 
favourable  to  the  democratic  party  than  th^j 
were  represented  in  the  Governor's  opening 
speech,  we  should  not  only  have  sinned  against 
truth,  but  have  driven,  perhaps,  the  English 
party  to  violence.  I  do  not  think  we  were 
ever  at  liberty  to  publish  our  instructions  tn 
extenso;  but,  had  we  even  done  so,  no  goo-l 
effect  would,  in  my  opinion,  have  been  pro- 
duced by  it.  The  course  which  we  parsuttl 
was  so  far  successful  that  there  was  every  rea- 
sonable prospect,  up  to  the  9th  of  last  month, 
that  the  arrears  of  the  last  three  years,  and  tiie 
supplies  of  the  current  year,  would  have  been 
granted.  We  have  the  most  complete  assu- 
rances that  on  the  7th  of  last  month  such  a 
determination  was  provisionally  adopted  at  a 
private  meeting  of  the  persons  of  most  influ- 
ence in  the  Assembly,  the  question  being  tiien 
to  come  on  in  the  House  on  the  11th." 

Unfortunately,  however,  for  this  acfaeoie. 
Sir  F.  Head,  the  governor  of  the  upper 
p]X)vince,  published  extracts  from  his  in. 
structions,  which  were  of  a  similar  descrip- 
tion to  those  of  Lord  Gosford.  From  those 
extracts  the  House  of  Assembly  found  they 
had  been  deceived,  and,  justly  indignant, 
they  set  aside  the  question  of  paying  the 
arrears,  and  voted  a  Supply  Bill  only  for 
six  months,  which  was  rejected  by  the 
Legislative  Council.  With  the  exception 
of  the  resolutions  of  last  year,  and  which 
were  the  proximate  cause  of  rebel tion,  be 
did  not  know  any  other  charge  which  could 
justly  be  brougnt  against  her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  besides  that  of  having  placed 
Lord  Glenelg  at  the  head  of  the  Cotoaial 
Department.  Every  person  readiaff  the 
dispatches  laid  upon  the  taUe  of  the 
Houge,  or  perusing  the  brilliant  and  sar- 
castic  examination  of  those  docuraents 
made  in  another  assembly,  must  acknow. 
ledge  that  the  noble  Lord,  though  by  no 
means  the  least  competent  of  her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  was  wholly  incompetent  for  his 
high  and  responsible  situation.  Such  was 
the  brief  outline  of  the  history  of  the  Tory 
roixgovernment  of  Lower  Cuuiday  sod  oi 
the  financial  disputes  which  agitated  that 
province.  The  persons  to  he  blamed,  end 
the  most  eriminal  (for  he  did  not  airaigv 
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tbe  miserable  tools  in  the  province^  but 
called  the  chiefs  to  accouDt),   were  the 
Tory  Secretaries  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
~-Lord  Castlereagh,  Lord  Bathurst,   Sir 
George  Murray,  Lord  Ripon,  and   Lord 
Stanley.     There  were  other  grievances  of 
the  Canadians  caused  by  these  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, which  required  to  be  mentioned, 
and  could  be  proved  by  the  report  of  the 
Commissioners,  whose  observations  applied 
chiefly  to  the  conduct  of  the  three  labt- 
mentioned  Secretaries — Sir  George  Mur. 
ray,  Lord  Eipon,  and  Lord  Stanley.     The 
greatest  grievance  next  to  the  financial 
ones,  and  the  most  frequent  topic  of  com- 
plaint, was  the  constitution  of  the  Legis- 
lative Council.    That  body  had  been  framed 
on  the  notion  that  it  should  represent  in 
Canada  the  House  of  Lords  of  this  country ; 
but,    instead    of   being    an    independent 
assembly,    sometimes     siding    with     the 
popular  party  against  the  encroachments 
of  official  authority,  at  other  times  uniting 
with  the  Government  against  the  too  rapid 
extension  of  popular  principles,  it  sacrificed 
its  independence  by  leaguing  itself  entirely 
with  the  Government;  it  became  the  mere 
tool  of  the  Government,  to  use  the  words  of 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire.    The  conduct  of  the  Colonial 
Government  was  equally  impolitic.     In- 
stead of  perceiving  and  acknowledging  the 
importance  of  the  House  of  Assembly  as 
representatives  of  the  people,  it  relied  ex- 
clusively for  support  upon  the  Legislative 
Council.     The  Commissioners,  in    their 
general  report,  stated,    ''Instead  of  the 
Government  shaping  its  policy  so  as  to 
gain  the  confidence  of  the  House  of  As- 
sembly it  adopted  the  unfortunate  course 
of  resting  for  support  exclusivfely  on  the 
Legislative  Council."    Thence  arose  feel- 
ings (tf  jealousy  and  animosity  between  the 
two  assemblies,  and  frequent  and  well- 
founded  complaints  of  the  constitution  of 
the  Legislative  Council  were  made  by  the 
House  of  Assembly.     In  18d8,  the  Canada 
Committee  reoomnended  "  that  a  more 
independent  character  should  be  given  to  the 
Executive  and  Legislative  Councus ;  that  the 
majority  of  their  naembers  should  not  consist 
of  persons  holding  offices  at  pleasure  of  the 
Crown  ;  and  that  any  other  measures  that 
may  tend  to  connect  more  intimately  this 
branch  of  the  constitution  with  the  inter- 
est of  the  colonies  would  be  attended  with 
the  greatest  advantage."     As  long  as  the 
Tories  remaioed  in  the  Government  offices, 
up  to  the  middle  of  the  year  1834,  what 
had  been  their  conduct  ?    The  evidence  of 


the  Commissioners,  which  applied  almost 
entirely  to  the  conduct  of  Sir  George 
Murray,  Lord  Ripon,  and  Lord  Stanley, 
was  very  valuable  upon  this  subject^  and 
he  would  not  refrain  from  referring  to 
some  of  the  extracts  which  were  made  by 
Mr.  Roebuck.  They  ascribed  the  fact  of 
no  formal  demand  for  an  Elective  Council 
having  been  made  before  183S,  simply  to 
the  expectation  entertained  by  the  popular 
party,  that,  in  consequence  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  of  1828, 
very  essential  alterations  in  the  composi- 
tion of  the  colonies  were  on  the  point  of 
beiog  effected.  An  alteration  was  indeed 
efifected  in  1832.  Tbe  judges  ceased  to 
take  part  in  its  proceedings,  and  thirteen 
new  members  unconnected  with  the  Govern- 
ment were  added  in  the  course  of  the 
vear:  but  that  these  new  nominations 
were  unsatisfactory  to  the  Assembly,  and 
that  the  disappointment  they  felt  at  the 
alterations  of  the  Council  was  the  cause  of 
their  fresh  proceedings  against  it,  might 
be  inferred  from  the  fact  that  in  the  next 
Session  of  the  Legislature  was  voted  the 
first  Address,  in  which  a  demand  for  an 
Elective  Council  was  put  forth.  The  Com. 
missioners  state  that  the  popular  party 
expected  tliat  the  Legislative  CounoU 
would  be  made  to  harmoniae  to  a  great 
extent  with  the  House  of  Assembly.  With 
regard  to  the  appointments  just  mentioned 
they  say — *•  We  may,  we  think,  venture 
to  say,  that  whilst  they  satisfied  the  terms 
of  the  recommendation  made  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  1828,  as  far  as  the  matter 
of  pecuniary  independence  of  the  Crown 
was  concerned,  they  scarcely  produced  an 
alteration  in  the  political  character  of  the 
body  to  which  the  new  Members  were 
aggregated."  The  following  was  the  deli- 
cate manner  in  which  the  Commissioners 
spoke  of  the  feelings  and  conduct  of  the 
Legislative  Council : 

"  In  tbe  coarse  of  these  protracted  disputes, 
too,  it  has  happened  that  the  Assembly,  com- 
posed almost  exclusively  of  French  Canadians^ 
have  constantly  figured  as  the  asserters  of 
popular  rights,  and  as  tbe  advocates  of  liberal 
institutions,  whilst  the  Councils  in  which  tbe 
English  interest  prevails  have,  on  the  other 
hand,  been  made  to  appear  as  the  supporters 
of  arbitrary  power,  ana  of  antiquated  political 
doctrines ;  and  to  this  alone  we  are  persuaded 
tbe  fact  is  to  be  attributed  that  the  majority  of 
settlers  from  the  United  States  have  hitherto 
rather  sided  with  the  French  than  the  English 
party.  The  Representatives  of  Stanstead  or 
Misissquoi  have  not  been  sent  to  Parliament 
to  defend  the  feudal  system^  to  protect  th^ 
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French  language,  or  to  oppose  a  system  of 
registration.  They  have  been  sent  to  lend 
their  aid  to  the  asserters  of  popular  rights,  and 
to  oppose  a  Government  by  which,  in  their 
opinion,  settlers  from  the  United  States  have 
been  neglected  or  regarded  with  disfavour. 
Even  during  our  residence  in  the  province  we 
have  seen  the  Council  continue  to  act  in  the 
same  spirit,  and  discard  what  we  believe  would 
have  proved  a  most  salutary  measure,  in  a 
manner  which  can  hardly  be  taken  otherwise 
than  to  indicate  at  least  a  coolness  towards 
the  establishment  of  customs  calculated  to 
exercise  the  judgment  and  promote  the  gene- 
ral improvement  of  the  people.  We  allude  to 
a  Bill  for  enabling  parishes  and  townships  to 
elect  local  officers,  and  assess  themselves  for 
local  purposes,  which  measure,  though  not 
absolutely  rejected,  was  suffered  to  fail  in  a 
way  that  showed  no  friendliness  to  the  prin- 
ciple," 

And  the  following  was  the  still  more 
delicate  manner  in  which  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Government  replied  to  the 
question,  whether  the  Govemment-^that 
is  to  say,  whether  Sir  George  Murray, 
Lord  Stanley,  or  Lord  Ripon — had  per- 
formed their  duty  of  following  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  of  1828. 

*'  If  these  recommendations  are  satisfied  by 
the  appointment  of  a  large  number  of  new 
Councillors,  none  of  them  dependent  on  the 
Government  for  their  income,  but  all  living  by 
their  own  means,  and  possessing  property 
engaged  in  pursuits  connected  with  the  general 
interests  of  the  country,  we  have  to  report  that 
the  advice  of  the  Committee  has  been  fol- 
lowed. But  if,  on  the  other  hand,  their  words 
be  taken  to  mean  that  a  change  ought  to  have 
been  made  in  the  political  character  of  the 
body,  we  can  onlv  repeat  what  we  observed  in 
paragraph  four  of  our  preceding  report  on  the 
Council  itself— that  tliere  does  not  appear  to 
have  been  an  alteration  effected  in  that 
respect.'' 

He  thought,  after  this  expression  of 
the  opinion  of  the  Commissioners,  no 
one  could  doubt  that  such  alterations 
had  not  been  made  in  the  constitution 
of  the  Legislative  Council  as  ought  to 
hare  been  made.  He  would  not  enter 
into  any  rery  minute  detail  of  the  evil 
effects  of  the  Legislative  Council—- he 
would  not  enumerate  the  number  of  im- 
portant subjects  upon  which  it  had  resisted 
the  House  of  Assembly,  and  upon  which 
it  had  been  reluctantly  obliged  to  give 
way.  They  were  stated  in  the  fourth 
report  of  the  Commissioners.  He  would, 
however,  mention  a  few  of  them.  The 
Legislative  Council  resisted  the  right  of 
the  Aesembljr  to  accuse  and  bring  to  triftl 


public  officers.     The  Legislative   Coob**' 
refused  to  {lermit  the  House  of  Assemb'r 
to  appoint  an  agent  in  England — a  matter 
which  the  House  of  Assembly  coDsidere*: 
of  the  utmost  importance,  on  acoount  >~*' 
the  frequent  unjustifiable,  and^  sometime-:. 
most  unexpected,  attempts  of  the  Coloohl- 
office  to  interfere  with  the  internal  con- 
cerns of  the  provinces — as,  for  instance,  in 
the  case  of  the  attempted  union  of  the  tw-* 
provinces  in  1 822 ;  of  the  Canada  Tra-^e 
Act  of  the  same  year,  by  which,  as  he  haii 
already  observed,  the  House  of  CommoLs 
most  unconstitutionally,  and  contrary  t^ 
the  Declaratory  Act  of    1778,    tendered 
permanent  certain  temporary  taxes  imposed 
by  the  Legislature  of  Lower  Canada  for 
the  purpose  of  assisting  Great  Britain  io 
defending   the  province  during  the   last 
American  war;  of  the  Canadian  Tenures 
Act  in  1 825,  by  which  the  whole  dvil  Uv 
of  England,  with  all  its  incidents,  was  at 
once  introduced  into  the  province.     The 
Agent's  Bill  hadiieen  regularly  passed  bj 
the  House  of  Assembly  every,  or  nearlj 
every,   year  for  the  last  thirty  years,  and 
as  regularly  rejected  by  the   Legislatiire 
Council,  though  the  Committee  of  18^8 
stronely  recommended,   that    permiisioo 
should  be  granted  to  the  House  of  Aaseu- 
bly  to  appoint  an  agent    The  Legisiatire 
Council  likewise  long  resisted  the  riglit 
of  the  House  of  Assembly  to  control  their 
own  contingent  expenses.   The  Legislatire 
Council  long  opposed  the  demand  of  the 
Assembly  for  the  surrender  of  the  {HtKreedi 
of  the  Jesuits'  estates ;  and  for  the  with- 
drawal of  the  judges  from  politiad  affain, 
from     their     seats     in     the    LegislatiTe 
and  Executive  Council — ^indeed  they  had 
opposed    every    measure    which    would 
tend  to  make  the  judges  independent,  and 
liable    to    impeachment   for  misconduct. 
Instead  of  the  judges  holding  their  offices, 
as  in  this  country,  during  good  behavionr, 
tfaev  held  their  appointjnents  during  the 
will  of  the  Crown ;  and  this  fact,  coupled 
with  the  fact  that,   on  account  of  the 
expiration  of  the  jury  laws,  which  the 
Legislative  Council  reused  to  renew,  the 
sheriffs,  who  were  mere  tools  of  the  €rof  em- 
ment,  could,  by  selecting  the  district  out 
of  which  the  jury  were  to  be  diosen,  padc 
the  jury,  had  destroyed  the  oonfideoee  of 
the  people  in  the  due  administration  of 
justice.    Moreover,  judges  sat  upon  the 
bench  who  were  totally  un6t  for  the  office. 
For  instance,  Mr.  Spring  Rice,  while  Secre. 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies^  acknow- 
ledged Mr,  Gale  was  an  improper  penpa  to 
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be  a  judffe ;  yet  Mr.  Gale  still  remained 
in    that  nigh   and   responsible    situation. 
Mr.  Thompson  likewise  (who  was  proved 
to  have  been  drunk  on  the  bench^  and  an 
habitual  drunkard),  nevertheless  continued 
to  be  judge.     To  return,  however,  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Legislative  Council,  they 
rejected,  in  1826,    the   School   Bill,    by 
which  not  less  than  40,000  children  were 
suddenly  deprived  of  the  means  of  educa- 
tion.    "  They  proved  (to  use  the  words  of 
the    Commissioners)   at  least   a  coldness 
towards  the  establishment  of  customs  cal- 
culated to  exercise  the    judgment,  and 
promote  the  general  improvement,  of  the 
people,"  by   their    conduct   towards    the 
Parish  and  Townships  Officers  Bill.    The 
evil  which  they  did  in  rejecting  this  Bill 
might  be  understood  from  the  following 
extract  from  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Neilson, 
given  before  the  Canada  Committee  of 
1828. 

*'  Id  Canada  (he  said)  we  have  been  plagued 
with  an  old  French  system  of  goveniment; 
that  is  to  say,  a  Goveraroont  in  which  the 
people  have  no  concern  whatever.  Everything 
must  proceed  from  the  city  of  Quebec  and  the 
city  of  Montreal^  and  persons  must  come  to 
the  city  of  Quebec  and  the  city  of  Montreal  to 
do  everything,  instead  of  being  able  to  do  for 
themselves  in  their  own  localities.  In  the 
United  States  they  have  the  English  system, 
by  which  every  locality  has  certain  powers  of 
regulating  its  own  concerns,  by  which  means 
they  regulate  them  cheaper  and  much  better; 
whereas,  with  us  a  man  must  make  a  journey 
to  Quebec,  he  must  go  to  a  great  expense,  he 
roust  bow  to  this  man  and  to  that  man,  and 
rap  at  this  door  and  rap  at  that  door,  and 
spend  days  and  weeks  to  effect  a  little  improve- 
ment in  a  road,  or  something  of  that  kind  of 
common  convenience  to  a  district,  whereas  all 
tlutt  is  done  in  the  United  States,  without 
going  out  of  his  own  small  district/' 

The  object  of  this  Parish  and  Township 
Officers  Bill  was  to  remedy  this  great  evil, 
and  consequently  it  was  rejected  by  the 
Legislative  Council,  the  determined  hos- 
tility of  which  to  the  wishes  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  was  sufficiently 
proved  by  the  facts  which  he  had  narrated. 
To  these  facts  he  might  add  a  number  of 
others — to  tliese  facts,  however,  he  appealed 
when  he  affirmed  that  the  Legislative  Coun. 
cil,  up  to  the  latest  moment,  had  been  a  real 
grievance  te^e  Canadians ;  and  the  Cana- 
dians  were  justified  in  asserting  either  that 
there  had  been  the  most  culpable  negli- 
gence on  the  part  of  the  Colonial  Secreta- 
ries in  not  improving  the  constitution  of 
that  boJy,  or  that  its  constitution  was  so 
radically  t»d  that  it  ought  to  be  abolished 


or  rendered  elective.  He  would  wish  to 
show  by  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners, 
that  the  demand  of  the  House  of  Assembly 
for  an  Elective  Council  was  not  so  extra- 
vagant as  some  hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to 
think.  The  Commissioners  said,  ''We 
will  even  say,  that,  under  more  favourable 
circumstances,  at  an  earlier  time^  or  had 
less  animosity  been  excited,  we  can  con- 
ceive that  good  might  have  resulted  from 
the  principle  of  election."  The  chief  ob- 
jection of  the  Commissioners  to  an  Elective 
Council  seemed  to  have  been,  that  they 
feared  that  the  other  party,  the  anti- 
popular  party,  would  have  broken  out  into 
insurrection.  The  Commissioners  said  in 
the  same  Report,  *'The  concession  of  an 
Elective  Council  in  the  present  excited 
state  of  public  opinion  would  afford  a  tri- 
umph to  one  portion  of  the  people,  which, 
we  say,  would  be  fraught  with  danger."  It 
had  been  argued  by  some  persons,  that  the 
contest  between  the  Legislative  Council 
and  the  House  of  Assembly  was  not  a  con- 
test between  a  small  party  and  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people,  but  between  those 
who  were,  and  woulcTbe,  the  defenders,  and 
between  those  who  were,  and  would  be 
still  more,  the  oppressors  of  the  English 
race.  He  acknowledged,  that  it  was  in 
accordance  with  the  generous  and  noble 
feelings  of  a  free  people  to  be  moet  anxious, 
and  to  take  care  that  wrong  should  be  done 
to  no  one  connected  with  them  by  blood ;  and 
he,  for  one,  should  be  ready,  when  it  was 
proved  that  there  was  a  risk  of  injury  to 
the  just  rights  of  his  fellow  countrymen  in 
Canada,  to  support  any  measure  duly  cal- 
culated to  protect  their  interests,  and  ad- 
vance their  well-being,  and  so,  he  was  con. 
vinced,  would  every  Member  in  that 
House.  At  the  same  time,  however,  espe- 
cial care  should  be  taken  lest  under  the 
influence  of  their  national  feelings,  lest 
moved  by  affections  towards  those  con- 
nected with  them,  they  should  be  induced 
to  sanction  the  wicked  desires,  and  gratify 
the  odious  passions  of  cunning  and  unscru- 
pulous men,  whose  only  object  was  power 
and  whose  purposes  were  more  hateful 
even  than  those  of  the  Orange  faction. 
Such,  however,  would  be  the  disastrous 
effect  of  being  guided  in  their  conduct  to- 
wards Canada  by  persons  who  asserted, 
that  the  House  of  Assembly  did  not  repre- 
sent the  wishes  of  the  Canadians  both  of 
French  and  English  origin.  A  few  simple 
facts  which  he  would  now  state  from  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners,  with  regard 
to  the  representation,  would  prove  the  con^ 
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extiDction  on  reasonable  UTms  of  tbe  bur- 
thens of  the   seigneurial   tenure."      The 
French    Canadiatig^    therefore,    were   not 
blindly  and  foolishly  attached  to  the  mis- 
chievous effects  of  the  feudal  tenure,  but 
they  did  object    to    the  conduct   of  this 
country  in  attempting  to  interfere  with  a 
matter  which  ought  to  be  one  of  internal 
arrangement,     and    they    objected     for 
this   reason   to  some  Acts  of  the   Impe- 
rial   Parliament  —  for    instance    to    two 
clauses    of  the  Canuda  Trade  Act   (3rd 
George  4th.,  cap.  110,  sec.  SI  and  32),  and 
to  the  Canada  Tenures  Act  (6th  George 
4th,  cap.  59).      Now,    with    regard    to 
the  two  laws  which  he  had  just  mentioned, 
the  Commissioners  stated  ihat  complaints 
had  been  made  on  the  following  grounds : — 
First,  '*  That  the  subject  of  tenures    is 
one  of  internal  arrangement,  in  which  the 
Imperial  Parliament  ought  not  to  interfere, 
and  on  which  it  could  not  possess  sufficient 
knowledge  to  legislate  without  falling  into 
error."     With  regard  to  this  complaint  the 
Commissioners  said,  "  We  think  there  is 
reason  for  it,  and  that  the  interference  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament  in  matters  of  this 
nature  ought,  if  possible,  to  be  avoided. 
As    an    example    of   the    inconvenience 
which  it  is  liable  to  create,  we  may  state 
that,  most  probably  from  an  insufficiency 
of  local  knowledge  it  has  been  found  law- 
fid  to  commute,  for  the  unconoeded  parts 
only  of  seigneuries,  in   two  cases  out  of 
three  that  have  occurred  under  the  Tenures 
Act."     The  second  objection  was,  '*  Thai 
the  Act  of  1825,  in  a  part  of  it,  purport- 
ing to  be  declaratory,  establinhed   a  law 
different  from  what  had  prevailed  in  prac- 
tice, and  unsettled  various  rights  of  pro- 
perty."    The   Commissioners  say,  •'  The 
second  objection  was  also  in  their  opinion, 
well  founded.'*     "  We  conceive  that  the 
unqualified    introduction    of  the  English 
law  of  real  property  was  at  any  rate  not 
suited  to  the  circumstances  or  to  the  wishes 
of  any  class  of  the  people."     The  third 
objection  was,  that  the  Act  of  1825  was 
far  too  favourable  to  the  seigneur,  whilst 
it  did  very  little  for  the  censitaire,  that  is 
to  say,  that  it  was  very  advantageous  to 
the  great  landlord,  but  not  to  the  small 
tenant ;  this  objection  likewise,  said  the 
Commissioners,  "  is,  we  think,  founded  in 
&ct."    Thus,  he  considered  that  he  had 
shown,  from  the  report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, that  the  people  of  the  province 
had  had  good  reason  to  complain  of  the 
Tenures  Act.     He  would  observe  that  the 
Government  was  to  blame  for  the  small 


number    of   roluntary  commutatioiis    of 
tenures  between  seigneurs  and  oeosltaires. 
The  censitaire  was  only  entitled    to    de- 
mand a  commutation  of  tenure   ^wlien  the 
seigneur  had  previously  commuted   with 
the    Crown.       Now,    the    Committee  of 
1828  recommended  that  the  seigoenriai 
rights  of  the  Crown  sbould  be  giren  up, 
and  the  droits  de  quint — which  is  a   fine 
on  the  transfer  of  seigneurial  property — 
should  be  remitted,  in  order  to   facilitate 
voluntary  commutation  between  seigneurs 
and  censitaires,  under  the  Act    of  1835. 
This  recommendation  of  the  Conamittpe 
of  1828  had  not  been  attended  to  by  the 
Colonial   Office,  and  for  this  inattent^oa 
the  Colonial  Office  was  justly  deserving  of 
blame  ;  for,  said  the  Commissioners — ''  If 
the  impediment  which  is  presented  by  the 
droit    de  quint    were  thus   surmounted, 
nothing  would  be  more  easy  than  the  ar- 
rangement    of     voluntary     agreements 
between     seigneurs    and  censitaires     for 
the  discharge  of  lands  from  the  does  and 
services  of  their  actual  tenure,"  and  for 
these  reasons  they  recommended  tJiat  the 
droit  de  quint  should  be  given  up.      Jo 
short  the  Commissioners   fully  and  com- 
pletely showed  the  validity  of  the  com- 
plaints of  the  House  of  Assembly  wilki 
regard   to  the  Tenures  Act ;  and,  in  the 
conclusion  of  their  report,  they  stated — 
''  We  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that,  io 
our  opinion,  the  Tenures  Act  of  1825, 
and  the  clauses  in  the  Trade  Act  of  182^ 
which    relate  to  tenures,  should  be  re- 
pealed." Thus  he  had  assigned  his  reasooi 
for  deciding  that  not  the  House  of  Asst^m. 
bly,    but  the  Colonial   Secretaries,  mo»t 
especially  the  three — Sir  George  Murray, 
Lord  Ripon,  and  Lord  Stanley— -were  io 
blame.     He  had  enumerated  a  series  of 
grievous  wrongs  inflicted  on    the  Caoa- 
dian  people  by    the    tools  of   the  Colo* 
nial  Office,  and  for  which  the  Ministers 
who  had  presided  over  that  department  of 
the  State  ought  to  be  held  strictly  respon- 
sible. But  it  should  be  remarked  that  of  all 
the  high  functionaries  the  Colonial  Seav* 
tary  was  the  one  least  exposed  to  effective 
responsibility,   because   the    people  of  a 
mother  country  are  necessarily  uninterested 
and  unacquainted  with  the  affiiirs  of  their 
remote  dependencies.     Therefore  it  was 
only  on  extraordinary  occasions  that  the 
public  attention  could  be  directed  from 
matters  of  nearer  interest  to  colonial  con- 
cerns:  it  was  rarely  that   the  Colonial 
Office  could  be  made  to  fieel  the  weight  of 
public  opinion,  and  to  fear  censure  and 
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exposure,  ^here,  howerer^  responsibility 
Mras  waDtittgy  the  experience  of  all  ages 
had  provod,  that  abiues  would  exists  aod 
continue  to  exist,  unredressed,  until   at 
last  tbey  readied  that  amount  which  in- 
duced them  no  kmger  to  trust  to  prayer 
and  humble  petition,  but  raise  the  cry  of 
war,  and  have  leoourse  to  arms.    Such  had 
been  the  case  of  Canada.     In  that  pro- 
vince for  the   las    thirty  years  acknow- 
ledged abuses  had  existed  ;  acknowledged 
by  Committees,  and  by  Members  of  eirery 
party  in  the  House  of  Commons.     Great 
changes  had  taken  place  in  the  GoFem- 
ment  of  this  country,  yet  no  changes  had 
taken  place  in  the  sidniinistration  of  colo- 
nial affairs.     The   same  odious  system  of 
colonial  misgorernment  which   wus  pur- 
sued by  the  Tories  had   been  acted  upon 
by  the  Whigs.     The  causes  for  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  same  colonial  system  under 
Ministers  of  the  most   adverse  principles 
were  easily  to  be  explained.    The  Colonial 
Secretary  seldom  remained  long  enough  in 
hisolfice  to  become  acquainted  with  the  con- 
cerns of  the  numerous  colonies  which  he 
goTerned.    In  the  last  ten  years  there  had 
been  no  less  than  eight  different  Colonial 
Secretaries.     They  had  seldom,  therefore, 
the  time,  and  still  more  seldom  the  incli- 
nation,   to  make   themselves   acquainted 
with  the  complicated  details  of  their  office ; 
their  ignorance  rendered  them  mere  tools 
in  the  hands  of  the  permanent  Under-Se- 
cretaries and  other  clt^rks.     It  was  in  the 
dark  recesses   of  the  Colonial  Office — in 
those  dens  of  peculation  and  plunder — it 
was  there  that  the  real  and  irresponsible 
rulers  of  the  millions  of  inhabitants  of  our 
colonies  were  to  be  found.     Men  utterly 
unknown    to    fame,  but    for    whom,    he 
trusttfd,   some    time  or    other,  a  day  of 
reckoning  would  come,  when  they  would  be 
dragged  t)efoTe  the  public,  and  punished 
for  their  evil  deeds.     These  were  the  men 
who,  shielded  by  irresponsibility,  and  hid- 
den from  the  public  gaze,  continued  the 
same    system    of    misgovern  me  ot   under 
every    party  which  alternately    presided 
over  the  destinies  of  the  empire.    By  that 
misgovernment  they  drove  the  colonies  to 
doperation — they  connived  at  every  de- 
scription  of  abuiic,  because  they  profited 
by  abuse— they  defended  every  species  of 
corruption,  because   tliey  gained  by  cor- 
ruption.    These  men   he  now  denounced 
as  the  originators  and  peri^etrators  of  those 
grievances  in  Canada,  the   evil  effects  of 
wliich  this  country  had  already  begun  to 
experience.     He  trusted   the    experience 
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thus  gained  would  convince  the  people  of 
the  necessity  of  a  sweeping  reform  in  the 
Colonial  Office.  There  remained  for  him 
one  other  Canadian  grievance  to  mention 
— the  great — the  master  grievance  of  ail ; 
for  this  grievance  not  only  was  the  Colonial 
Office  responsible,  but  the  whole  of  her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  and  even  unfor- 
tunately, the  Imperial  Legislature  of  this 
country;  that  grievance  consisted  in  the 
resolutions  passed  last  Session  by  Parlia- 
ment. Those  resolutions  virtually  de. 
stroyed  the  Constitution  of  Lower  Canada 
— it  was  the  grossest  absurdity  to  call 
together  last  autumn  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly, for  the  purpose  of  informing  them 
that  the  Imperial  Legislature  had  deprived 
them  of  their  most  valuable  rights,  and 
he  contended  that  the  conduct  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  was  on  that  occasion 
most  praiseworthy,  and  consistent  with 
the  spirit  and  determination  which  they 
had  always  evinced.  It  was  fortunate 
that  her  Majesty's  Ministers  could  find 
one  individual  fit  to  be  sent  to  Canada 
who  took  no  share  in  those  wicked  resolu- 
tions ;  for  if  Lord  Durham  h»id  either 
assented  to,  or  approved  of,  or  in  any  way 
directly  or  indirectly  participated  in  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  on  that  occa- 
sion, not  the  slightest  confidence,  not  the 
smallest  reliance,  could  be  placed  in  him, 
and  his  mission  to  Canada  would,  without 
doubt,  be  a  complete,  a  miserable,  and  a 
disgraceful  failure.  These  fatal  resolu- 
tions were  the  proximate  cause  of  the  pre- 
sent revolt,  and  though  he  must  deeply 
lament  that  blood  had  been  shed,  still  if 
the  insurrection  should,  by  sending  Lord 
Durham  to  Canada,  tend  to  bring  the 
unhappy  affairs  of  that  province  to  a  satis- 
factory settlement,  he  for  one  should  not 
consider  that  on  the  whole  there  was  much 
reason  for  deep  sorrow  and  regret  on 
account  of  late  events.  With  regard  to 
the  issue  of  the  struggle  which  was  now 
taking  place  in  our  North  American  colo- 
nies he  had  already  expressed  what  were 
his  hopes,  his  fears^  and  iiis  wishes.  For 
so  doing  he  had  been  held  up  to  public 
indignation,  and  received  unmeasuied 
abuse.  But  whether  he  was  denounced  as 
traitor  or  rebel  in  the  courteous,  thoui^h 
somewhat  wearisome,  tones  of  the  noi>Ie 
Lord,  the  Member  for  South  Lancashire,  or 
in  the  more  energetic  vituperations  t>f 
interested  orators,  was  a  matter  to  him  of 
utter  indifference. .  Not  one  expression 
wiich  he  used,  nut  one  opinion  which  he 
uttered,  not  one  word  which  esca|)ed  from 
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his  lips  with  regard  to  this  question  did  he 
in  any  way  regret  or  retract;  and  if  he 
did  not  at  the  present  monient  reiterate 
those  sentiments  it  was  partly  out  of  re- 
spect for  the  feelings  of  that  Assembly, 
partly  because  he  could  not  find  terms 
strong  enough  to  embody  his  sentiments^ 
and  partly  because  he  wished  no  longer  to 
trespass  upon  their  patience. 

Mr.  jr.  S.  O'Brien  said,  that  although 
he  was  quite  aware  it  would  not  be  in  his 
power  to  engage  for  any  length  tlie  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  still  he  was  extremely 
anxious  to  state  shortly  the  grounds  upon 
which  it  was  his  intention  to  sufiport  the  i^ill 
now  under  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
During  the  last  Session  of  Parliament, 
when  the  resolutions  relating  to  Canada 
were  brought  forward  by  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  Stroud,  he  had  felt  it  to 
be  his  duty  to  vote  with  the  minority  who 
had  opposed  those  resolutions — a  proof 
that  he  did  not  participate  in  the  views 
and  feelings  of  the  noble  Lord  upon  that 
or  on  the  present  occasion.  He  had  done 
so,  because  he  believed  and  anticipated 
thtft  those  resolutions  would,  when  known 
in  the  colony,  throw  into  rebellion  and 
revolt  the  peoplewhosepeaceabledemeanour 
had  frequently  been  the  subject  of  compli- 
ment and  respect.  And  after  looking  at 
the  events  which  had  since  occurred,  he 
had  never  ceased  to  rejoice  at  the  part  he 
had  on  that  occasion  taken,  because,  hum. 
ble  as  his  single  vote  was,  if  it  had  been  in 
the  majority  with  the  noble  Lord,  he 
should  have  felt  himself  to  be  a  partici- 
pator in  the  responsibility  for  the  awful 
consequences  which  had  ensued.  In  coming 
to  a  decision  upon  the  present  question  he 
had  kept  in  view  but  a  simple  ^uidc,  and 
that  was,  to  return  to  that  course  of  policy 
which  would  be  likely  to  prevent  the 
shedding  of  blood,  to  restore  tranquillity, 
and  to  give  to  the  people  of  Canada  in  a 
very  short  time  the  full  enjoyment  of  their 
rights,  and  he  could  not  conceive  any  pro- 
ject more  likely  to  effect  this  object  than 
that  which  had  been  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Home  De|Yartment. 
The  constitution  of  1791  was  already  vir- 
tually suspended  ;  the  House  of  Assembly 
had  ttnelf  abrogated  its  functions,  and  it 
thtTefbie  could  not  be  expected  that  of  its 
own  will  it  would  soon  meet  for  the  purpose 
of  resuming  those  functions  to  the  benefit 
and  advantage  of  the  Canadian  people. 
And  then  came  the  question  whether  there 
should  be  martial  law,  an  attempt  to  esta- 
blish a  civil  government^  or  an  uuinu  with 


such  associations  as  the  Doric  Clob.     It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  much  safer  cr»ur^' 
would   be,   to  intrust,   as    proposed,    the 
government  of  that  colony  to  the  hands  ni 
an  able  statesman,  and  in  the  character  of 
the  Earl  of  Durham  he  found  an  anifl^ 
guarantee.that  as  soon  as  order  was  est.i?>- 
lished  in  the  province,  the  constitutioMJ 
rii,hts  of  free  men  would  not  be    trainpl«»<f 
upon,  but  that  a  new  constitution  wniii<l 
be  framed  (he  trusted  more  successfulli 
than  formerly),  and  that  the  liberties  K>i 
the  people  would   be  entirely   respecter). 
On  these  grounds,  he  should  support  tty^ 
Bill  before  the  House,  and  he   could  r><'f 
but   hope  that  hon.  Members  would  h-fl. 
to  it,  as  he  should,  in  a  manner  thut  wculij 
indicate  to  the  Colonial -office,  and  to  thf 
colonies   themselves   the   spirit    in    w}ii<*}i 
hereafter   the   British   Parliament   woij.'<f 
lei^islate  in  their  respect,  and  he  bad  no 
difficulty  in  coming  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  would  give  a  character  to  their  futnn- 

Proceedings,   that  past  ditfcrences  shmiM 
e  consigned   to  entire  oblivion  ;  for  G^ni 
knew  there  had  been  sufficient  faults  itn 
each  side  to  teach  both  mutual  forbearan<v 
He  admitted,   that   the   persons   or    iU^ 
parties  who  first  Khed  blood  in  civil  striA* 
rendered  themselves  amenable  to  the  nm. 
demnation   of  mankind,    but    there   werp 
cases  in  which  resistance  by  an  oppressed 
people  was  justifiable,  but  then  that  <>}». 
pression  must  be  intolerable,  and  all  ho\w: 
of  otherwise  removing  it  lost.     Now,  h** 
did  not  admit  that  .such  were  the  charac- 
teristics of  the  resistance  i  n  Canada  — on  tho 
contrary,  he  believed  that  if  the  Canadian^ 
had  abstained  from   revolt  and  had  o»ri« 
tented  themselves  with  constitutional  re- 
sistance, they  would  have  ultimately  sue 
ceedf.'d  in  their  just  demands,  and  wou)<i 
have  excited  that  sympathy  which  by  tlieir 
recent  conduct  they  had  forfeited.     But 
while    he  condemned   the   colonists   tints 
much,  he  did  not  participate  in  the  spiiit 
in  which  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  U>r 
Stroud,  had   arraigned  the  House  of  A*i- 
sembly  :  on  the  contrary,  so  far  as  he  conhl 
trace,  he  thought  many  of  their  cla}m.<:  li:i<l 
been  conceivi  d  in  a  wise  spirit,  and  wv\f 
asked  in  a  manner  deserving  the  approki- 
tion  of  the  House,      lie  uould  take  th** 
lilierty  to  recapitulate  the  diflerent  points 
for   which   the   House   of  Assembly  had 
successfully    struggled,    and   which   wtre 
ha8e<l  in   reason   and  justice.     He  founH, 
first,   the  demand    for  a  conlrol   over  all 
their   oivn    revenues,    and    after    a    lon^ 
s»tru«iirgl*^  lietvreen  the  H<»u8e  of  As^eoiblv 
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and  the  Colonial- office  on  that  subject^  it 
endjcd  by  the  expressed  conviction  of  this 
House  that  the  Colonial-ofiice  was  in  the 
wrong.     Then  came  the  demand  for  the 
independence  of  the  judges^  and  the  re- 
sponsibility to  the  Assembly  of  the  public 
officers  of  the  colony.     The  principles  of 
those  measures  had  been  admitted,    but 
never  carried  into  effect  by  the  colonial 
aathorities  at  home,  though  this  demand, 
as  well  as  that  relating  to  the  clergy  re- 
serves, was  conceded  to  be  just  in  princi- 
ple.    He  was  one  of  those  who  thought 
that  this  country  had  done  wisely  in  ad- 
hering to  the  arrangement  with  the  Land 
Company,    to    which    the    Crown    stood 
pledged,  but  was  it  proiier  or  right  for  the 
cotmtry  to  alienate  a  million  Hcres  of  land 
in   Canada,  without  first  consulting  the 
Colonial  Legislature?     Certainly  not,  and 
therefore   the  House  of  Assembly  had  a 
right    to   demand    (though    this  country 
ought  not  to  concede)  the  abolition  of  the 
charter  to  that  company:  with  respect  to 
the  responsibility  of  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cil to  the  House  of  Assembly,  the  resolu- 
tion of  last  year  stated,  that  the  fVillest 
confidence  ought  to  exist  between  those 
two  bodies,  and  he  took  it  for  granted,  if 
such  confidence  did  exist,  the  House  of 
Assembly  would  be  satisfied.  Now  nothing 
coald  be  more  anomalous  than  the  form  of 
Executive  Council  fixed  upon  by  the  Com- 
missioners ;  he  denied  the  existence  of  any 
analogy  between  that  body  and  the  Privy 
Council    here.     The    present    Executive 
Council  were  neither  responsible  to  the 
Legislature  there,  nor  to  the  Government 
at  home.     He,  therefore,  maintained  that 
the  House  of  Assembly  had  been  justified 
in  its  demand,  and  this  brought  him  to  the 
last  point,  namely — whether  or  not   the 
Legislative  Council  ought  to  be  elective; 
on  this  head,  he  thought  the  House  of 
Assembly  altogether  wrong.     But  if  there 
existed   any  confidence  between  the  two 
bodies,  as  stated  by  Mr.  Roebuck  in  his 
speech  at  the  bar  last  night,  the  House  of 
Assembly  would  have  never  raised    the 
speculative  theoretical  question  as  to  whe- 
ther the  council  ought  to  be  nominated  by 
the  Crown  or  elected  by  the  people.  All  the 
Assembly  desired  was  good  government.  It 
was,  however,  impossible,  firom  the  consti- 
tution of  the  council,  that  such  confidence 
could    exiiit      That    council     had    been 
foimded  on  the  supposition  that  it  would 
be  analogous  to  the  House  of  Lords,  but  no 
analogy    existed  ^the    Legislative  Coun- 
cil had  no  title  to  the  respect  and  vener- 


ation of  the  colonists ;  neither  was  it  com- 
posed of  men  of  great  rank,  talent,  wealth, 
or  character;    on  the  contrary,  many  of 
them  were  totally  dependent  upon  the  Go- 
vernment, others  were  of  bn»ken-down  for- 
tunes, ruined  men,  public  defaulters;  such 
was  the  body  to  whom  was  committed  the 
Government  of  a  great  empire  with  a  great 
income.      It   appeared   that   in   the   year 
1828,  out  of  the  twenty-three  members  of 
the  Legislative  Council,  twelve  held  ofiice 
under  the   Government,    there    being    a 
positive  majority  of  official  men  in  that 
branch   of  the  Legislature.     But  look  to 
the  constitution  of  that  body  in  another 
point  of  vieiv.     The  majority  of  the  Cana- 
dian people  were  in  religion  Roman  Catho- 
lics,  ana  yet  in   the  Legislative  Council, 
out  of  the  twenty- three  members  sixteen 
were  Protestants  and  only  seven  Roman 
Catholics,  and  again  fifteen  were  natives 
of  the   United  Kingdom  and  eight  only 
were  natives  of  the  provinces.     Since  that 
period,  when  the  number  became  reduced 
to  nine,  there  were  eight  Protestants  and 
only  one  Roman  Catholic  in  the  Legisla- 
tive Council.     Was  it  then  to  be  wondered 
at  that  under  such  circumstances  a  body 
so  constituted  could  not  give  satisfaction  > 
That  body  had  thrown  out  all  good  bills, 
and   the  people  of  Canada  hud   entirely 
given  up  all   hopes'  of  good  legislation. 
What  could  be  more  natural  than  that  the 
Canadians  should   look  to  neighbouring 
countries,    and   when    they  saw  that  it 
worked  well  in  the  United  States  they 
thought  it  ought  to  work  well  with  them, 
und  therefore  it  was,  that  they  had  asked 
for  an  elective  Legislative  Council.     The 
address  of  the  Assembly  making  this  de« 
mand  had  been  carried  by  a  majority  of 
55,  only  seven  members  of  that  Assembly 
denying  that  a  change  to  that  eflTect  would 
be  of  advantage.     And  then  the  Colonial, 
office  at  home  stepped  forward  and  said, 
'^  We   will  give  effect  to  the  opinions  of 
those  seven."   It  had  been  said,  that  if  the 
other  course  had  been  taken,  the  result  would 
have  been  the  surrender  of  the  province 
to  the  majority — namely,  the  French  party. 
That  such  language  should  have  been  used 
by  the  ultra-Tories  did  not  surprise  him  ; 
but  he  owned  he  was  astonished  to  hear 
that  argument  adopted  by  those  who  had 
resisted   the   doctrine  in   the  discussions 
upon  the   Irish   Corporation  Bill.     That 
the  noble  I^ord  who  had  told  the  Protest- 
ants of  Ireland  that  they  were  a  miserable 
monopolising  minority  should   apply  this 
doctrine  to  Canada,  and  tell  the  Canadians 
02 


391 


Canada — 


{  COMMONS  }  A djoumed  Debate. 


39-2 


**  We  will  legisiute  in  your  case  for  the 
benefit  of  tbe  minority  of  the  people,  and 
we  distrust  nine-tenths  of  our  fellow- 
citizens  on  the  other  side  of  the  water/* 
he  owned  did  (istonish  him.  If  the  ma^ 
jority  was  not  safely  to  be  trusted  in  one 
Assembly,  they  were  not  to  be  trusted  in 
the  other.  But  when  the  resolutions  of 
last  session  went  out,  the  utmost  indigna- 
tion was*  created,  public  meetings  were 
held,  and  certainly  strong  language  was 
made  use  of  at  those  meetings.  But  did 
not  the  noble  Lord  remember  the  strong 
language  used  at  Birmingham  in  the  year 
1831,  and  that  it  was  then  thought  expe- 
dient to  tell  the  people  of  Birmingham  that 
those  who  set  at  nought  that  language 
spoke  but  as  the  "  whisper  of  a  faction  ?" 
He  contended  that  the  Government  at 
home  ought  to  pay  attention  to  the  ex- 
pressions of  sentiment  by  their  fellow 
citissens  whether  in  Canada  or  at  Birming- 
hsm.  There  had  again  been  great  want 
of  policy  in  taking  away  tbe  commissions 
of  tbe  peace  and  in  the  militia  from  those 
indindaals  in  Canada  who  had  attended 
audi  meetings.  There  had  been  a  still 
greater  want  of  policy  in  the  prosecution 
of  the  hot-headed  young  man  who  tore 
down  the  proclamation  of  advice  of  Lord 
Gosford.  The  grand  jury  of  Montreal 
ignored  the  bill  of  indictment,  and  then  an 
ex  officio  prosecution  was  directed  ,*  this 
extremity  of  the  law  in  such  a  case  became 
the  subject  matter  of  scoffing  and  derision, 
because  it  was  directed  to  so  trumpery  a 
case.  What  followed  everybody  knew  and 
deplored.  The  people  and  the  ignorant 
peasantry  rose^  but  it  did  not  appear  that 
any  of  the  prominent  leaders  of  the  House 
of  Assembly  had  instigated  the  people  to 
commit  themselves  by  hostilities.  He  had 
taken  this  short  review  that  he  might  not 
be  supposed  to  participate  by  supportiuff 
this  Bill  in  the  views  of  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  condemned  the  House  of  as* 
sembly  when  they  deserved  admiration. 
He  was  ^f  opinion  that  both  parties  had 
been  sufficiently  in  the  wrong,  and  that, 
therefore,  a  general  amnesty  ought  at  once 
to  be  proclaimed.  But  let  us  turn  from 
the  past,  and  direct  our  views  to  the 
future.  If  our  statesmen  instead  of  casting 
aspersions  on  the  Canadians  which  they 
did  not  deserve,  would  throw  out  some 
ideas  as  to  the  best  kind  of  constitution 
that  could  be  established  in  Canada  with 
advantage  to  themselves  and  to  the  mother 
country,  they  would  have  an  object  before 
them  worthy  of  consideration.     He  could 


not  Rgree  with  the  suggestion  thrown  out 
by   the.  hou.  Member  for  Bridport,   that 
England  ought  to  dissociate  herself  from 
her  colonies.     If  colonies  were  well   gru 
verned,  there  was  no  surer  basis  on  whidi 
to  rest  national  power  and  national   pm^- 
perity.     He  could   not  conceive  a    rac^ 
noble  source  of  pride  to  the  inhabitants  vt 
this  country  than  that  she  should  be  tin 
parent  of  mighty  nations,  and  transplant 
the  nurslings  of  the   British  oak   to  tiie 
remotest  regions  of  the  earth.     He  denied 
that  it  could  in  any  case  be  the  interest  <»f 
either  country  to  be  dissociated.      He  w^fs 
for  allowing  the  colonies  self,  govern  men  t 
in   connexion  with   the  mother  couiiiry. 
He  wished,  therefore^  that  the  statesmen 
of  this  country  would  consider  what  wa 
the    best  arrangement  ibr  carrying    this 
principle  into  effect.     Matters  should  be 
so  contrived  as  to  give  satisfactiou  to  tbe 
people  of  Canada.     If  they  deaianded  an 
elective  Legislative  Council,  give  it  them ; 
if  they  asked  for  a  responsible  £xecuiire, 
let  them  have  it.     He  felt  long  speedier 
were  very  bad  things,  but  he  felt  stcoogly 
on  this  question  as  an  Irishman^  in  oonse- 
quence  of  the  similarity  of  circumstances 
Uiat  existed  in  the  two  countries.     He  re- 
joiced at  the  triumph    of    tbe    Queen*< 
troops>  because  we  could  now  do  with  a 
good  grace   what  we    might  have    been 
obliged  to  do  from  fear. 

Mr.  W.  Wiliiams  regretted  that  he  felt 
himself  called  upon  to  oppose  that  Bili. 
but  he  did  so  upon  the  ground  that  it  coo- 
tuined  an  enactment  which  he  thought 
would  tend  to  aggravate  the  aire^r 
existing  feeling  of  discontent  among^t  the 
people  of  Canada.  He  considered  that 
the  resolution  to  take  the  public  money  of 
the  province,  contrary  to  the  express  will 
of  the  House  of  Asseinbly,  was  a  great 
violation  of  the  rights  of  the  colonists,  but 
he  considered  the  Act  suspending  the  con- 
stitution  a  still  greater  violation  of  their 
rights.  He  would  beg  the  House  to  be^r 
in  mind,  the  statement  made  hy  Lord 
North  in  177^9  when  he  brought  bis  cele- 
brated motion  before  the  House.  He  then 
stated,  that  disaffection  only  existed  in  otie 
of  the  thirteen  provinces.  But  what  wa«i 
the  result  ?  No  sooner  was  the  intelligence 
received  in  America  than  the  whole  of  ti>e 
colonies  there  broke  out  into  open  rebelliou, 
and  in  a  very  short  time  after,  the  battle  of 
Lexington  was  fought.  He,  moreover,  liad 
heard  no  real  reason  to  justify  the  suspeiL^^iou 
of  the  Constitution.  His  opinion  of  such  u 
proceeding  was,  that  it  would  tend  to  pro- 
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duce  so  strong  a  feeling,  so  deep  a  sense  of 
tlie  insalty  that  the  people  as  a  body  would 
become  disaffected  to  the  mother  country. 
The  only  reasons  which  he  had  heard  used 
vr&re,  that  there  were  certain  local  Acts 
wb  ch  would  expire  in  the  course  of  this 
yeaTj  and  onlyafiecting  a  particular  district 
in  the  country ;  and  that  it  was  requisite 
that  the  Legislature  should  be  summoned 
each  year.    These  reasons  did  not  appear 
to  him  to  have  any  wei<<ht^  for  all  objec 
tion  might  be  obnated  by  deferring  unto 
the  last  possible  moment  the  proceedings 
contemplated   by  the  Bill.      It   was  also 
very  important  to  consider  the  statement 
in  the  speech  of  the   President,  and  the 
evident  preparations  for  war  which  it  re- 
commended.    He  would,  however,  confess 
that  he  could  not  see  that  statement,  and 
regard  the  present    situation  of  Canada 
without  apprehension.     In  the  event  of  a 
war,  if  the  United  States  were  to  obtain 
possession   of  Canada  how   would  it    be 
possible  for  this  country  to  retain  its  other 
colonies  in  that  part  of  the  world — Nova 
Scotia,  New  Brunswick,  and  the  islands  in 
the  Gulph  of  St.  Lawrence  ?     If  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Durham^  went  out  as  a  pacifi- 
cator, but  carrying  with  him  the  suspension 
of  the  Constitution,  all  his  efforts  would 
be  worse  than  useless.     But  he  would  like 
to  know  what  loss  this  country  would  have 
sustained  if  it  had  granted  an  elective  Le- 
gislative    Council    twenty    years    ago? 
Thinking,  therefore,  that  this  Bill  would 
exasperate  the  feelings  of  the  Canadians, 
he  could   not  help  both    expressing   his 
regret,  and  condemning  the  course  which 
the   Government  was  pursuing;   but  be 
was  still  glad  that  in  the  Ministerial  plan 
twenty  persons  were  to  be  elected  as  a 
counal   from    the    inhabitants    of    both 
provinces. 

Mr.  E.  L,  Bulwer  thanked  the  Govern- 
ment as  an  Englishman  (feeling,  as  he  did, 
a  warm  desire  for  the  honour  and  the 
power  of  England  paramount  to  all  party 
considerations)  for  their  determination  to 
uphold  the  integrity  of  the  empire,  and 
the  maintenance  of  the  laws.  He  thanked 
them  scarcely  less,  as  a  friend  to  a  liberal 
and  popular  policy,  for  their  declared  re- 
solution to  redress  the  grievances  of 
Canada,  and  to  restore  to  her,  as  speedily 
as  posnble,  the  blessings  of  a  free  constitu* 
tion.  The  Government  had  been  assailed 
by  a  variety  of  arguments,  as  singular  and 
incongruoua  as  any  that  the  invention  of 
an  opposition  ever  conceived.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Droitwich,  who  spoke  with 


much  ability  last  night,  wound  up  his 
peroration  by  declaring,  that  for  the  Cana- 
dian insurrection,  the  loss  of  property,  the 
effusion  of  blood,  the  Government  were 
deeply  responsible ;  and  as  far  as  he  could 
gather  from  the  hon.-  Member's  speech^ 
the  main  argument  on  which  he  rested  so 
grave  a  charge,  and  on  which  he  expatiated 
for  a  quarter  of  an  hour,  was  in  the  hesita- 
tion of  the  Government  about  the  bishopric 
of  Quebec,  and  the  inadequate  salary  of  that 
unfortunate  prelate.  Then  the  noble  Lord« 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire,  who,  not 
more  from  his  station  than  from  his  ac- 
quirements and  the  dignified  tone  of  mode- 
ration he  ever  assumed,  was  always  so 
welcome  an  ornament  to  their  debateSj 
after  first  blaming  the  measures  of  Lord 
Gosford,  most  curiously  complained  that 
Lord  Gosford  was  removed,  and  here  he 
fell  upon  a  very  original  argument.  The 
roost  proper  man,  said  he,  for  coercion  was 
the  man  who  had  tried  conciliation  in  vain 
—in  other  words,  the  best  person  to  carry 
out  one  line  of  policy  was  the  man  who 
was  most  pledged  to  another.  This  might 
be  very  philosophical,  but  it  was  against 
the  universal  practice  of  parties.  If  it 
was  true  in  one  case,  it  was  true  in  an- 
other. If  he  who  had  tried  concession  was 
best  for  resistance,  he  who  had  tried  re- 
sistance was  the  best  for  concession ;  and 
yet  so  little  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  act  up  to  this 
policy  of  sagacious  tergiversation,  that, 
after  he  had  exhausted  all  the  arts  of  re- 
sistance to  the  Reform  Bill,  he  refused, 
when  the  Duke  of  Wellington  meditated 
to  supersede  Lord  Grey's  Government^  to 
have  recourse  to  that  concession  for  which 
his  previous  resistance  had,  according  to 
the  noble  Lord's  theory,  so  eminently 
qualified  him.  The  speech  of  the  learned 
gentleman  they  had  heard  at  the  bar  had 
been  characterised  as  effective  and  un- 
answerable. The  learned  gentleman,  no 
doubt,  made  the  most  of  his  case ;  but  he 
must  say,  that^  considering  the  flourish  of 
trumpets  with  which  he  was  announced'— 
considering  the  solemn  menaces  of  proving 
high  crimes  and  misdemeanours  against 
the  Government — considering  the  length 
and  elaborate  bitterness  of  his  oration,  he 
must  say,  that  he  never  knew  a  speech  of 
80  formidable  an  exordium  arrive  at  more 
feeble  and  impotent  conclusions.  He  passed 
over  the  learned  Gentleman's  long  histori- 
cal recapitulation,  which  had  no  more  to 
do  with  the  Bill  before  the  House  than  a 
I  history  of  the  Deluge  would  have  to  do 
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with  «  Bill  to  guard  against  the  overflow  | 
of  the  River  St.  Lawrence.    The  main  ob- 
ject of  tlie   learned   Gentleman  waA,  to 
show  that  there   Rtill   existed  grievances 
among  the   Canadians.      Unquestionably 
there  did,  and  that  •  House  would  now  be 
examining  these  grievances  if  Uie  party 
tlie  learneil  Gentleman  defended  had  not 
converted  a  petition  into  a  declaration  of 
wat*.   The  learned  Gentleman  next  wished 
to  prove,   because  we  acknowledged   the 
grievances,  and  especially  the  expediency 
of  reforming  the  Legislative  Council,  that 
M'e,  therefore,  justified  the  stubborn  resist- 
ance of  the  lower  House  of  Assenibly»  and 
almost  also  justified  the  revolt.     It  was 
exactly  the   reverse.     When   we   allowed 
the  grievance,  when  we  declared  we  would 
redress  it,  when  the  leader  of  that  House, 
on  the  14th  of  Juoe  last,  had  declared  his 
willingness  to  listen  to  authorised  propo- 
saU  of  compromise,  we  took  away  all  excuse 
for  t>»e  Lower  Assembly,  and  all  palliation 
for  a  gratuitous  revolt.     They  were  told 
that  this  Uill,  this  8US|)ension  of  the  con- 
stitution, was  nothing  but  punishmcut  and 
coercion.      But,  taking  the   Bill  in  con- 
nexion with  the  8|)eeches  that  explained 
it,  he  must  say,  that  he  saw  in  the  whole 
measure  the  mildest  and  most  generous 
|>olicy  ever  pursui^d  by  a  Government  to- 
wards di>anc(-tionf  or  by  a  conqueror  to- 
wards defeated  opponents.     In  the  first 
place,  there  wns  n  general  amnesty  to  all 
offenders ;  in  the  »eoond  plaoe^  there  was 
not  only  a  promise  but  a  provision  for  a 
free  and  reformed  constitution ;  and  as  a 
pledge  of  the  hearty  sincerity  and  good 
faith  of  the  Government,  the  measures  of 
reform^  the  policy  that  was  to  put  down 
discontent,   were  intrusted  —  to  whom  ? 
To  a  military  chief? — to  a  lover  of  arbi- 
trary power  ?  No ;  to  a  man  whose  whole 
life  Imd  been  devoted  to  the  enforcement 
of  principles  the  moat  popular,  and  whose 
name  was  identified,  not  with  coercion  to 
the  |)opular  will,  but  with  concession  to 
|K)pular  grievances.     In  the  principles  of 
that   noble    Lord,    the  Government   had 
given  to  this  country  and  to  Canada  an 
earnest  of  intentions  the  most  generous; 
and  in  the  peculiar  talents  of  that  noble 
Lord,  his  long  civil  and  legislative  experi- 
ence, his  singleness  of  purpose,  his  enlargeil, 
vigorous,  and  commanding  intellect,  they 
had  afforded  every  reasonable  hope  that 
those    intentions  would   he  carried    tri- 
umnhantly  into  effect.     He  (Mr.  Bulwer) 
could  not  but  admire  the  sacrifioe  of  self 
which  had  induced  the  noble  Lord  to  ac- 


cept this  office.  It  was  a  sacrifice*  thn 
honourable  exile! — it  was  a  sacriiice  to  ■ 
man  in  the  high  station  of  that  nokiie 
Lord:  nor  could  he  be  actuated  hw  am 
ambition  than  that  of  serving  his  country 
wherever  that  country  most  needed  ;  oi't 
a  dictator  and  a  despot,  but  a  reformer .  a 
pacificator,  and  a  framer  of  wise  laws  arA 
enlightened  institutions.  But  the  coii>ti* 
tution  was  suspended!  And  who  wen 
they  who  complained  of  this  susfienstmi  f 
Why,  the  very  men  who  bad  told  thfin 
for  years  that  the  constitution  could  dch 
work — that  the  constitution  was  ike  wuna 
grievance  of  the  Canadians — that  it  \vaH 
powerless  for  good,  and  oiilj  a  legitiniutc' 
obstacle  to  the  popular  demands — the  yen 
men  who  called  upon  them  not  to  suspeud 
but  to  overthrow  that  constitution.  Fi»r 
the  Legislative  Council  which  they  asked 
the  House  to  sweep  away,  was  precisely  a> 
integral  and  fundamental  a  part  of  tUv 
constitution  us  the  Lower  Assembly,  whoM- 
functions  it  was  proposed  to  suspend 
But  the  constitution  was  virtually  su!^- 
pended  when  for  nearly  four  years  tbo 
Lower  Assembly  itself  stop])ed  all  sup|Wies 
to  the  mo^t  urgent  wants  which  any  cons- 
munity  redeemed  from  barbari&ai  couiil 
require.  They  stopped  the  payroent  of  h 
police  and  of  judges,  or,  in  other  wonls. 
the  expenses  necessary  for  the  niaint«»amv 
of  order  and  the  dispensation  of  justice.  It 
was  virtually  suspended  when  the  Lower 
Assembly  demanded  as  the  price  of  alle- 
giance to  the  mother  country  a  new  con> 
stitution  altogether.  It  was  suspended 
when  it  was  found  that  all  the  wheels  of 
legislation  were  locked,  and  that  the  Lower 
Assembly  and  the  Legislative  CkMindl, 
would  not,  or  could  not,  act  together.  It 
was  annihilated — a  dead  letter — a  capni 
mortuum,  the  moment  that  a  civil  war 
commenced.  The  constitution  was  now 
suspended.  But  for  what  purpose  ?  Wh  v, 
in  order  to  reform  it  Who  by  the  Bill 
were  to.be  the  advisers  and  coadjutors  of 
Lord  Durham?  Foreigners — natives  of 
the  mother  country-* -men  anxious  only  for 
her  supremacy  ana  selfish  interests  ?  No ! 
Canadians  themselves,  the  mBJortty  of 
them  delegates  of  the  people-— authorised 
and  responsible  organs  of  their  complaints 
and  desires.  Why,  this  Committee  pro. 
posed  by  his  noble  Friend  was  exactly  the 
course,  not  that  a  colony,  but  a  free 
republic,  would  adopt,  it  it  seriously 
designed  an  entire  reform  of  its  oonstitu« 
tion.  This  Bill  might  fail — the  mother 
country  might  be  deceived;  but  if  so  tt 
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>would  be  hy  the  liberality,  tbe  coDfideDce> 
»nd  not  by  the  severity  and  distrust  of  the 
parent  state.     It  was  for  the  Canadians  to 
decide   whether  it  should  stand  forth  to 
posterity  :is  an  example  of  the  wisdom  of 
a  lenient  and  generous  colonial  \\o\icy,  or 
whether  it  should  be  by  that  failure  an 
encouragement  to    the  sterner   measures 
which  he  believed  every  other  country  in 
Europe  would    have    adopted   to   a  dis- 
affected province  and  a  defeated  enemy. 
Tie  thanked  the  Government  for  this  Bill. 
He  went  farther :  he  thanked  them  also 
for  their  whole  conduct  to  Canada  since 
ttie  passing  of  the  resolutions  lust  Sebsion. 
He  thanked  them  for  not  having  sent  out 
troops    as    the    accompaniment  of  those 
resolutions.      The     right     lion.    Baronet 
blamed  them   the    other    night    for   not 
having  done  so.     Against  the  opinion  of 
the  right  bon.  Baronet  he  called  into  court 
the  opinion  of  the  noble  Duke,  the  leader  of 
his  party  in  the  other  House.     [_Noy  no!] 
What !   was  the  noble  Duke  no  longer  the 
head  of  the  party  ?  Yes,  the  noble  Duke  had 
acquitteil  the  Government  on  this  head , 
and  who  in  that  House  was  the  solitary 
accuser  of  the  supineness  and  negligence  of 
the  Government?     None  of  the  right  bon. 
Baronet's  own  party.     No:  a  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  who,  after  coquetting  with 
all    parties^    seemed    to    iiave  thrown — 
[]The  Speaker:  Order!]     He  would  not 
press  that   point  further.     Yes,  he  would 
re|ieaty  that  he  was  glad  that  troops  were 
not  st'Uto  ul.     it  was  something   to  have 
robbed  revolt  of  all  justification.    Had  you 
sent  out  troops  as  the  heralds  and  carriers 
of  your    resolutions — had    you    by   that 
parade  of  power,  justly  irritated  the  pride 
of  men  to  whom  you  have  communicated 
the  jealous  English  spirit  of  liberty  and 
honour-— you  J  would    not    now  find  the 
imtrous  of  Mr.  Papineau  confined  in  this 
country  to  a  council  of  six — you   would 
have  procured  for  them  the  popular  sym* 
)mthy  of  England ;  and,  for  his  own  part, 
iDstead  of  being  tbe  supporter  of  the  Go- 
vernment, he  should  now  have  been  iheir 
opponent*     He  did  not  blame  tbe  Govern- 
ment for  their  not  guarding  against  a  vio- 
lence which  the}  had  no  right  to  antici. 
pate,  and  which  premature  anticipation 
would   have  justified.      The  result  had 
proved  the  wisdom  as  well  as  generosity  of 
their  policy.    The  forces  had  been  suffi- 
cient for  the  safety  of  the  colony.     He 
equally  commended  the  Government,  now 
that  the  violence  had  broken  out,  for  their 
vigorous  exerCloQS  entirely  to  suppress  and 


to  gusrd  against  its  recurrence.  He 
should  not  enter  into  the  premature  and 
inexhaustible  field  of  speculation  which 
was  opened  to  them  as  to  the  future  con- 
stitution of  Canada.  In  that  constitution, 
whatever  it  might  be«  he  for  one  should 
hn|)e  that  if  the  English,  or  rather  the  com- 
mercial, interests  were  to  be  more  haoislied 
from  the  Legislative  Council,  they  would 
by  a  better  dibtribution  of  the  suffrage 
obtain  a  fair  share  of  influence  in  tbe  re- 
presentative assembly.  If  this  were  done 
— if,  whenever  at  some  distant  period  they 
should  have  to  listen  to  any  demunds  for 
a  separation,  they  might  feel  sure  that 
French  and  English  were  united  in  one 
common  interest,  then,  he  confessed,  he 
should  not  object,  if  by  the  popular  prin* 
ciples  of  that  constitution  they  educated 
the  Canadas  to  that  safe  and  gradual  in- 
dependence which  should  be  the  last  and 
crowning  boon  that  a  colony  should  receive 
from  a  parent  state.  But  look  to  the  >iews, 
the  intelligence  of  the  party  deluded  by 
Mr.  Papineau.  Fortunately  the  merchants 
of  England,  whom  the  hon.  Member  for 
London  represented,  knew  that  that  party 
had  professed  the  most  benighted  iiostility 
to  all  the  principles  of  commerce  itself. 
But  did  the  hon.  Member  for  Westmuister 
in  his  harangues  at  the  Crown  and 
Anchor — did  he  tell  his  admiring  audience 
what  it  was  that  the  Papineau  party  were 
most  wedded  and  attached  to.^  Not  to 
the  great  and  wise  institutions  of  this  day, 
but  to  the  worn-out  and  obsolete  customs 
and  feudalisms  of  four  centuries  ago.  And 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport,  and  those 
who  were  called  philosophical  Radicals, 
and  would  wisely  proportion  the  extent  of 
popular  suffrage,  to  the  amount  of  popular 
education,  were  they  not  aware  that  till 
within  the  last  seventy  years  printing 
presses  were  forbidden  at  Canada ;  that  at 
this  day  the  vast  majority  of  the  electoral 
population  could  neither  read  nor  write, 
and  that  it  often  happened  that  a  foreman 
of  a  jury  could  not  give  in  the  verdict  from 
the  inability  to  read  it.  Was  this  a  colony 
fit  for  independence?  Why,  if  it  were  a 
republic  to-morrow,  it  would  be  a  monster 
in  legisbtion — half  jacobinism,  half  feu- 
dalism. The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire,  had  said  something  re* 
lative  to  Whigs  and  Radicals  which  in- 
duced him  to  make  one  remark.  He  wished 
the  House  and  the  countrv  to  observe  that 
it  was  the  same  small  and  isolated  knot  of 
Gentlemen,  who,  on  the  first  day  of  this 
session  declared  so  much  contempt  of  the 
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the  subject  upon  which  they  bad  all  met 
to  deliberate,  was  the  very  one  amongst 
them  who  having   but  just   landed  from 
England,  might  be  supposed  to  be  least 
informed  of  any  on  the  practical  details 
of  these  great  interests.     Now,  it  appeared 
to  him   that  if  the  govern  or- general  had 
been  invested  with  the  power  to  elect  this 
council  and  to  dismiss  it  at  pleasure,  there 
could  be  no  possible  necessity   for  tying 
lip  the  hands  of  the  councillors  in  the  way 
proposed.     He   would   not  enter  further 
into  these  details    at    present.     He  had 
thought  it  right  to  give  this  full  notice  to 
the  House  of  the  amendments  which  he 
if^tepded  to  propose  in   this  measure,  in 
ordir  respectfully  to  beg  hon.   Members 
not  to  pledge  their  opinions  in  favour  of 
thete  propositions,  merely  upon  the  con- 
sideration of  the  feelings  of  confidence  and 
respect   which   they  might  entertain   for 
the  noble  Lord  into  whose  hands  these 
high    and    peculiar  powers  were    to  be 
reposed.     This  bill  was  limited  in  its  ap- 
plication  for  two  years,  and   he  should 
readily  assent  to    any  suggestion  which 
might  be  adopted  forgiving  the  Canadians 
a  restoration  of  their  constitutional  rights. 
All  that  he    objected  to  was,*  that   the 
Crown  should  have  the  power  of  suspend- 
ing absolutely  and  without  limitation  the 
provisions  of  the  most  solemn  and  important 
act  passed  in  his  time.     Sir,  (continued  the 
right  hon.  Baronet),  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  express  reference  has  been  made 
to  me   by  the  hon.   Member  for  Lincoln 
(Mr.  Bulwer)  in  reference  to  that  part  of 
the  subject  which  has  occupied  a  portion 
of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.     And  I 
must  say,  that,  giving  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman credit  for  the  acuteness  and  nbility 
which  he  is  known  to  possess,  and  being 
perfectly  satisfied  that  he  introduced   to 
the  notice  of  the  House  every  paper  which 
could  support  bis  case,  and  being  aware 
that  he  filled  the  office  of  Secretary  of  the 
Colonies,  and  must  be  well  versed  in  its 
aflTairs— -if  the  statement  which  he  made 
be  intended  as  a  defence  of  the  Govern- 
ment against  the  charge  preferred  by  my 
hon.   Friend  the  Member  for  Newark  it 
was  a  lamentable  failure.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says,  "  we  have  at  least  this 
satisfaction,    that    the    charge  preferred 
against  us  is  not  that  of  precipitation  and 
harshness,  of  tyranny  and  severity — the 
whole  charge  against  us  is,  that  we  have 
pushed  to  excess  the  principles  of  lenity 


and  conciliation."     Sir,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  at  liberty  to  prefer  an  indict- 
ment against  himself.     The  charge  is  not 
that  he  and  his  colleages  have  pushed  the 
principles  of  lenity   and    conciliation  lo 
excess,    but  it   is    this — that  they   have 
spoiled  their  conciliation  and  neutralized 
their   vigour  by   the  nature  of  their  pro- 
ceedings.    It  is,  that  they  have  never  tieen 
either    consistently   conciliatory,  or  con- 
sistently vigorous.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln 
seemed  to  imply  that  on  the  military  part 
of  the  question,  the  Government  received 
a  complete  acquittal  from  my  noble  Friend 
the  Duke  of  Wellington.     "  Here,"  says 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  "  is  the  highest 
military  authority  in  this  country,  and  ho 
has  pronounced  that  we   are  completely 
justified  in  all  our  proceedings  respecting 
the  augmentation  of  the  military  force  ia 
Canada.*'     Why,   Sir,   I   think  my  right 
hon.  Friend  is   mistaken  as  to  the  testi- 
mony of  the  Duke  of  Wellington.     My 
noble   Friend,  I    believe,   did  state  tha^ 
the    Government    had    ample    force    in 
Canada  for  the  purpose   of   suppressing 
any  revolt;  but  I  am  much  mistaken  if  my 
noble   Friend  did  not  state  this  charge, 
which   he  preferred   against  the  Govern- 
ment,    namely,    that     when     you     had 
given  directions    to  the   governor  of  the 
Canadas  to   withdraw  troops  from   New 
Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia,  the  navigation 
being  there  open,  you  did  not  take  care  to 
send  other  troops  thither  ;  and.  Sir,  after 
the  high  and  merited  compliment  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  paid  to  my 
noble  Friend,  if  that  was  the  charge  which 
he  preferred  against  the  Government  that 
the  navigation  being  open,  although  there 
was   a    sufficient    number    of   troops    in 
Canada,  yet  still  you  compelled  the  with- 
drawal of  forces  from   Nova  Scotia   and 
New  Brunswick,   which  you  might,  and 
ought  to  have  supplied  by  fresh  augmen- 
tations, let  me  tell  you  that  the  high  mili- 
tary authority  which  you  have  cited,  so 
far  from  being  liable  to  be  pleaded  as  a 
vindication  of  your  conduct,  constitutes  a 
strong  accusation  against  it.     But  as  has 
been  just  said  in  the  very  able  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Newark,  this  is  not 
a  military   question.     This   is  a   case  of 
which  every  civilian  is  competent  to  judge, 
namely,   whether  or  no  after  the  resolu- 
tions of  last   year  and   the  state  of  the 
public  mind  in  Canada,  every  rational  mau 
must  not  have  believed  that  on  the  arrive  I 
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found   in  each   most  remarkable  internal 
evidence  oF  a  desire  that  such  appointments 
should  be  made  to  the  Legislative  Council 
as  would  have  permitted  the  Assembly  to 
go  on  at  least  for  a  time  in  harmony  with 
the  Leeislative  Council ;  and  he  thought, 
that  Ministers  should  have  given  a  foir 
trial  to  the  working  of  the  Council  with 
the  new  additions.     If  the  experiment  had 
failed,  neither  this  country  nor  the  colony 
would  have  been  worse  off;  and  if  it  had 
succeeded.   Parliament  would   have  been 
relieved  from  a  serious  difficulty,  and  from 
the  necessity  of  imposing  upon  the  colony 
a  Bill  which  would  not  fail  to  produce  a 
reluctant  and  irritated   state  of  feeling 
throughout  the  province.     He  could  see 
no  necessity,  when  the  Government  and 
the   Parliament    had    recommended  that 
amendments  in  some  parts  of  the  Canadian 
constitution  should  be  carried  into  effect, 
why  the  existing  constitution  should  be 
suspended.    He  thought  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men wlio  advocated  this  course  of  proceed- 
ing, had  not  paid  any  attention  to  what 
took  place  in  the  United   States,   where 
conventions  for  the  purpose  of  amending 
the  constitution  were  of  frequent  occur- 
rence, and  where,   because  amendments 
were  to  be  made,  there  was  no  interval 
without  any  constitution,  but  where  the 
old  constitution  was  allowed  to  go  on  till 
it  was  replaced  by  the  amended  one ;  and 
he  could  not,  for  the  life  of  him,   under- 
stand because  the  Government  supported 
amendment,  why,  therefore,  it  was  neces- 
sary for  the  people  of  the  colony  to  pass 
through  a  year  of  purgation  before  they 
entered  into  the  happiness  of  their  im- 
proved constitution.     He  would  say,  im- 
prove the  constitution  by  all  means,  but 
keep  all  the  powers  of  the  old  constitution 
and  the  rights  of  the  people  alive  till  the 
new  system  be  introduced.     But  by  far 
the  most  important  view  in  which  this 
subject  could   present  itself  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Parliament  was,  would 
it  aid  or  embarrass  the  proceedings   of 
Lord  Durham }      Hon.   Gentlemen  who 
had  spoken  on   this  sulnect,   seemed  to 
imagine  that  it  would  liehten  the  difficul- 
ties of  their  present  situation ;   but  he 
must  confess,  that  he  entertained  an  en- 
tirely different  opinion ;  for  he  conceived, 
that  it  would  add  materially  to  the  trouble 
of  mastering  the  difficulties,  and  they  were 
very  considerable,  which  the  noble   Lord 
(the  Earl   of  Durham)  would  be  called 
upon  to  surmount;   and  his  opinion  was 
founded  on  a  deep  consideration  of  the 


source  of  those  difficulties,  the  discontent 
and  mistrust  which  existed  in  Canada^— 
discontent  at  the  past,  and  mistrust  as  to 
the  future.  And  was  it  possible  to  con- 
ceive, that  the  present  Bill  would  not  be 
received  as  an  aggravation  of  that  discon- 
tent and  that  mistrust?  Let  the  House 
well  consider  that  many  moderate  persons, 
who  had  disapproved  of  the  first  proceed- 
ings of  the  local  legislature,  disapproved 
still  more  of  the  resolutions  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and  had  since  taken  part  with  the 
opponents  of  Government  in  that  colony ; 
and  ought  they  not  to  take  warning  from 
what  had  passed,  and  to  take  care  that 
still  further  coercions  did  not  alienate  more 
of  the  moderate  party  }  For  if  they  dis- 
approved so  much  of  the  noble  Lora's  re- 
solutions, what  would  they  think  of  the 
present  Bill,  which  broke  down  the  con- 
stitution in  all  its  parts,  and  which 
struck  dumb  the  whole  province,  by 
depriving  it  of  the  only  legitimate  source 
of  making  known  its  grievances  P  Would 
not  discontent  be  thus  aggravated ;  and 
when  Lord  Durham  arrived  at  the  colony, 
could  they  suppose  that  with  all  his  talents 
and  with  all  his  character  be  would  be  re- 
ceived with  satisfaction  and  content  by  the 
people  of  Canada  ?  The  success  of  Lord 
Durham's  mission  would  mainly  depend 
upon  the  opinion  which  the  people  would 
entertain  of  the  intentions  and  the  spirit 
in  which  he  went  out.  Now,  there  were 
only  two  sources  on  which  the  people 
could  found  their  belief  and  their  infer- 
ence; one  was  the  Bill  which  he  then 
held  in  his  hand,  and  the  other  was  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
Stroud,  on  the  first  night  of  the  debate, 
'/vhen  he  introduced  the  address  to  the 
Crown,  and  both  the  one  and  the  other 
were  calculated  to  lead  to  the  belief  and 
the  inference  that  Lord  Durham  would 
go  out  animated  by  a  spirit  of  rigour  and 
coercion,  and  with  little* intention  of  ad- 
ministering that  redress  of  grievances 
which  was  essential  to  the  success  of  his 
mission.  Hon.  Gentlemen  who  supported 
this  Bill  seemed  to  rely  on  the  benefits  to 
be  derived  from  a  disconnected  convention 
which  Lord  Durham  was  to  call  together. 
But  what  did  the  Bill  declare? — why, 
"  that  in  the  present  state  of  the  province 
of  Lower  Canada  the  House  of  Assembly 
of  the  said  province  could  not  be  called 
together,"  and  it  then  forbids  the  assem- 
bly to  meet,  and  if  they  could  not  be  called 
together  when  they  were  designated  the 
House  of  Assembly,  bow  were  the  parties 
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similarly  chosen  to  meet  when  they  pos- 
sessed merely  the  altered  character  of  a 
convention  of  delegates  ?  Because  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  province  was  such  that 
the  representatives  of  the  people  could  not 
meet  without  danger  to  discuss  the  con- 
dition of  the  province  they  were  not  al- 
lowed to  assemble,  and  this  reason,  if  of 
any  value,  would  apply  equally  to  the  con- 
vention of  delegates;  and  if  it  did  not 
apply,  the  Assembly  would  not  really  be 
a  convention  representing  the  people.  If 
they  meant  to  succeed  they  must  endca. 
vour  to  meet  the  wislics  of  the  Canadians ; 
they  might  indeed  calculate  upon  keeping 
down  insurrection  by  a  large  military  force, 
they  might  calculate  on  having  under  their 
thumb  several  of  the  popular  leaders,  who 
might  fear  the  exercise  of  the  law  ;  they 
might  calculate  on  subduing  for  a  time  the 
opposition  of  the  press,  but  he  would  ask 
hon.  Members  if  they  could  conceive  a 
state  in  which  the  minds  of  the  people 
would  be  more  alive^  and  in  which  more 
discussion  would  arise  than  when  active 
measures  were  announced,  on  the  authority 
of  the  Government,  for  making  important 
amendments  in  the  constitution  of  the 
country.  He  had  before  expressed  an 
opinion,  which  was  not  very  favourably 
received  in  that  House,  but  which  he 
nevertheless  sincerely  eutertained,  that  a 
separation  between  the  colony  and  the 
mother  country  was  the  most  desirable 
thing  which  could  happen,  both  for  the 
mother  country  and  the  colony.  This 
was  his  opinion,  however  much  it  might 
differ  from  the  sentiments  of  the  House ; 
and  with  a  view  to  separation,  he  thought 
that  nothing  was  so  likely  to  lead  to  a 
separation  as  this  Bill,  which  he  viewed 
with  great  pain  and  regret,  because  he 
was  anxious  to  keep  alive  the  best  feelings 
between  the  colony  and  the  mother  coun- 
try ;  and  when  the  hon.  Member  for  Lin- 
coln said  that  he  anticipated  a  junction 
with  America,  he  must  say  that  he  enter- 
tained a  difierent  opinion;  but  still  he 
thought  that  nothing  was  more  likely  than 
the  passing  of  measures  of  severity,  which 
would  lead  to  an  alienation  of  the  feelings 
of  the  Canadians,  and  than  a  forced  con- 
nection with  this  country,  to  bring  about 
a  coQoexiOQ  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada.  It  roust  be  observed  also, 
that  there  was  already  the  commencement 
of  a  feeling  of  sympathy,  or  an  implied 
sympathy  between  the  people  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Canadas ;  and  they  sliould 
bear  in  mind)  that  when  the  proposed  re- 


medial measures  should  have  passed,  the 
colonial  convention  actuated  by  a  coluniaftl 
and  American  feeling,  they  would  be  sub. 
mitted  for  approval  to  that  House,  which 
was  impressed  with  other  and  English  seo. 
timents,  and  in  which  there  existed  a  8troo|^ 
fear  lest,  if  they  implanted  the  tree   oi 
liberty  on  the  American  shore,  the  westerly 
winds  might  by  accident  waft  across  the 
ocean    some    chance  seeds   which    mi^^bt 
flourish  in  this  country.     Such  were  the 
feelings  and  the  fears  which  actuated  hoii. 
Gentlemen  in  this  country,  and  the  con- 
tiguity of  the  Canadas  to  the  borders  of 
the  United  States  naturally  led  the  people 
to  participate  more  or  less  in  American 
feeling  and  in  American  desires.  And  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  talked  of  t  (le 
conciliation  which  he  had  observed  in  tho 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  fvr 
Stroud,  he  must  confess  that  he  did  not 
recollect  any  such  proposition  ;  but  he  did 
recollect  that  the  then  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  proposed  a  conciliation,  which  was 
distinctly  rejected  by  the  noble  Lord,  who 
declared  that  he  would  not  concede  a  Le^ 
gislative  Council,  neither  would  he  consent 
to  abolish,  nor  would  he  agree  to  its  re- 
composition,  with  the  view  of  rendering  it 
more  consonant  with  the  feelings  of  the 
majority  of  the  people.     And  if  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  concede  this  little  measure, 
how  could  it  be  supposed  that  he  enter- 
tained opinions  favourable  to  a  still  larger? 
And  he  was  led  to  despair  at,  not  to  say 
distrust,   the  success  of  Lord  Durham  s 
mission  when  he  knew  the  feelings  enter- 
tained by  the   Legislative  Council,  from 
among  whose  Members,  notwithstanding 
his  necessarily  personal  ignorance  of  their 
merits,  he  would  be  obliged  to  select  per- 
sons, who  were  to  aid  him  in  the  improve- 
ments of  the  constitution.  If  Lord  Durliam 
were  not  allowed  to  sanction  the  appoint- 
ment of  an  elective  Legislative  Council, 
he  feared  that  Lord  Durham  would  not 
be  allowed  to  produce  harmony  of  feeling 
and  action  between  the  Legislative  Council 
and  the  Legislative  Assembly;  and  if  be 
were  to  produce  harmony  between  them, 
he  feared  that    the  alteration    proposefl 
would  be  by  eventually  abrogating  the  re- 
presentation of  the  people,  and  that  it 
wonld  be,  not  by  bringing  the  Leg;islatin* 
Council  into  harmony  with  the  Legislative 
Assembly,  but  the  Assembly  into  harmoQj 
with   the   Council,    by   giving    only  the 
shadow  of  a  Legislative  Assembly,  withcnit 
its  vitality  or  its  substance ;  and  at  toy 
rate  be  feared  that  bis  Lordship  would  oot 
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effect  the  purpose  of  his  mission  if  he  were 
surrounded  bj  the  Legislative  Council^  or 
were  under  the  mauacles  and  the  shackles 
of  the  Colonial  office  here.     For  these  rea- 
sons his  views  were  not  so  sanguine  as 
those  of  some  hon.  Members  who  had  pre- 
viously  addressed  the   House   as  to    his 
Lordship's  success^  or  as  it  would  have 
been  if  Lord  Durham  had  been  applied  to 
to  frame  a  constitution  after  his  own  incli- 
nation.    He  feared,  from  the  tone  of  the 
speeches  of  many  Members  of  the  House^ 
and  from  the  endeavours  which  had  been 
made  to  inculpate  the  Legislative  Assembly 
aud   to  prove  that  they  had  forfeited  all 
right  to  the  exercise  of  their  functions, 
that  the  sentiments  of  that  House  were 
not  such  as  to  lead  to  contentment  and 
satisfaction  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
Canada^     If  they  would  have  colonial  pos- 
sessions such  us  Canada,   they  had   this 
difficult   problem   to  solve,   they  had  to 
maintain  the  supremacy  of  this  country, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  give  satisfaction 
to  the  Canadian  people ;  and  unless  they 
could  solve    this    diliiculty,   unless  they 
could  provide  for  both  these  things,  it  was 
idle  to  talk  of  the  benefit  of  the  colony,  for 
if  they  would  misgovern  it,  it  would  be 
necessarily  costly  and  burdensome^  and  its 
retention  would  be  an  absolute  loss  with- 
out any  gain.  It  was  usual  to  make  severe 
remarks  on  the  speeches  of  what  was  called 
the  Radical  party  in  that  House,  and  to 
speak  contemptuously  of  the  smallness  of 
their  numbers,  but  he  was  rather  surprised 
thc't  if  the  Radical  party  were  really  so 
small  and  contemptiMe,  that  hon.  Members 
should  find  so  much    in   their   speeches 
worthy  of  comment ;  but  he  must  say  of 
the  speeches  which  had  been  delivered  in 
that  House,  and  which  would  alienate  the 
feelings  of  the  colonists,  it  was  not  the 
speeches  of  those  who  spoke  for,  but  of 
those  who  spoke  against  them  which  were 
more  likely  to  produce  such  a  result.     He 
could  not  conceive  anything  more  likely 
to  provoke  hostility  of  feeling  than  the 
references  which   had  been  made  during 
that  debate,  and  than  the  idea  of  dealing 
with  the  Canadian  people  as  a  nation  of 
serfs ;  and  he  would  appeal  to  the  House 
whether  such   allusions  would  not  with 
more  probability  create  a  feeling  of  hostility 
to  the  English  interests,  than  would  what 
had  been  called  the  violent  and  inflammable 
speeches  of  the   Radical   Members.     He 
hoped  that  hon.  Gentlemen  would  lay  well 
the  difficulties  of  the  case  to  their  hearts, 
for  he  must  express  his  conviction  that  the 


difficulties  of  the  case  would  be  much  ag- 
gravated and  embittered  by  that  Bill.  He 
had  abstained  from  voting  against  the  first 
reading  of  the  Bill,  after  hearing  the  de. 
termination  of  the  Government  to  send 
out  the  Earl  of  Durham ;  and  he  did  not 
like  to  vote  against  it  until  he  had  seen  its 
provisions,  hoping  to  find  in  it  some  admix- 
ture of  mildness  and  conciliation  to  weigh 
against  the  rigour,  but  in  this  ho^ie  he  had 
been  disappointed;  he  could  see  nothing 
in  the  measure  but  rigour  and  coercion; 
ahd  feeling  as  the  free  citizen  of  a  free 
country  he  repudiated  it,  and  he  feared 
that  it  would  spoil  the  effect  of  Lord  Dur- 
ham's mission,  and  would  dissipate  the 
hopes  which  were  entertained  of  its  suc- 
cess. 

Sir  E.  B.  Sugden  had  listened  with 
much  attention  to  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  arguments  against  the  measure  were 
founded,  and  more  particularly  to  the  argu- 
ments urged  by  Mr.  Roebuck  at  their  bar, 
because  that  gentleman  was  considered 
to  speak  the  sentiments  of  the  House  of 
Assembly,  and  was,  moreover,  supposed  to 
be  better  informed  on  the  subject  than 
any  other  Gentleman  likely  to  address 
the  House.  He  could  sincerely  say,  that 
he  thus  listened  with  a  view  to  information, 
and  not  at  all  for  the  purpose  of  finding 
topics  for  cavil.  It  occasioned  him^  then, 
great  surprise  to  find  that  in  the  speech 
made  at  the  bar  many  of  the  most  mate- 
rial features  of  the  case  were  kept  out  of 
view  —  a  circumstance  which  he  must 
suppose  to  arise  from  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Roebuck  either  regarded  those  topics  as  of 
no  importance,  or  that  he  considered  those 
which  were  the  most  material  as  so 
exceedingly  important  (hat  he  felt  himself 
incapable  of  entering  into  that  part  of  the 
subject.  In  any  observations  which  he 
should  have  then  to  make,  he  begged  at  the 
outset  to  declare  that  he  desired  to  abstain 
from  a  single  word  calculated  to  give  pain 
to  the  French  Canadians  ;  he  should  rest 
no  argument  that  he  intended  to  submit  to 
the  House  upon  any  such  ground  as  the 
origin  of  any  portion  of  the  colonists,  for 
he  most  strongly  felt  that  no  such  ground 
should  enter  into  the  discussion,  and  for  this, 
amongst  other  reasons,  that  he  reroembeied 
it  was  for  a  i>articular  purpose,  that  the 
two  colonies  were  kept  distinct.  Whatever 
distinctions  arose  from  origin,  or  from 
measures  of  legislation,  or  from  any  other 
cause,  he  wished  to  consider  French 
Canadians  precisely  in  the  same  light  as 
British  Canadians,  and  in  every  respect  as 
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Crown  as  any  prcmerty  any  private  gentle- 
man possessed  belonged  to  biro,  with  the 
difference  of   course  which    existed,   and 
must  always  be  recognised,  between  private 
and  Crown  property.     Acquit  ed  by  con- 
quest and  treaty,  it  now  belonged  to  the 
Crown.     Every  one  of  the  acts  of  Parlia- 
ment recognised  it  as  such  ;    the  act  of 
1 774  contained  an  express  provision  that 
nothing  in  it  should  at  all  be  deemed  to 
affect  in  any  manner  the  landed  property 
belonging  to  the  Crown ;  in  like  manner 
the  act  of  1791,  so  far  from  treating  these 
revenues    as    under    the    power    of   the 
As'Sembly,  contained  an  express  prohibi- 
tion   against  the  Assembly  dealing  with 
these  funds  without  being  firsjt  mentioned 
in  an  address  sent  over  to  this  country, 
laid  on  the  table  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  if  either  House  addressed  the 
Crown  praying  that  such  a  bill  might  not 
pass,  the  power  of  the  Crown  to  give  an 
assent  to  that  bill  was  taken  away.     There 
never  was  a  clearer  case ;  in  all  dealings 
with  the  colonies  the  property  was  treated 
as  vested  in  the  Crown.     Did  Lord  Dor- 
chester's  message,   then,  take    it  away? 
That  message,  he  confessed,  was  somewhat 
ambiguous;   he  was  satisfied  upon  it  him- 
self, but  he  should  like  to  have  it  a  little 
more  explained.     First  of  all,  it  was  to 
be  observed,  that  there  had  been  no  claim 
upon  that  message  for  a  very  long  series  of 
years.     In  1 834  the  claim    was   put  on 
constitutional  right,  not  on  any  message. 
Then  nothing  had  ever  been  done  to  divest 
the  Crown  of  that  property.     Considering, 
therefore,  that  there  had  been  during  that 
period  no  renunciation  of  the  right  on  the 
part  of  the  Crown,  and  no  vesting  it  in  the 
colony,  he  did  not  see  any  sufficient  ground 
in  the  message  for  vesting  it  in  the  colony. 
What  was  done  in  1774  ?  When  this  coun- 
try acquired   Canada,    we  found    duties 
imposed  on  all  wines  imported  into  Lower 
Canada,  and  all  dry  goods  exported  and 
imported.     Imposed   by  whom  ? — by  the 
simple  will  and  power  of  the  French  King. 
When  we  came  to  regulate  Canada,  those 
duties  were  repealed,  and  by  an  act,  not  of 
the  King  but  of  the  Imperial  Legislature, 
new  duties  were  imposed — not  to  be  put 
into  the  coffers  of  the  British  treasury  or 
prrry  purse,  but  to  be  specially  dedicated 
to  the  expenses  of  the  judicial  establish- 
ment, and  the  civil  government  of  the  pro- 
vince.    In  1831    Lord   Ripon's  act  placed 
the  disposition  of  these  funds  in  the  legisla- 
ture of  Lower  Canada.     Ffe  must  say,  with 
every  disposition  to  act  fairly  towards  the 


Canadians,  but  with  a  determinatioD  to 
place  everj  thing  on  its  right  footing,  be 
thought  tnere  was  no  ground  ibr  charging 
them  with  any  direct  breach  of  good  &ith 
in    reference  to  that  act     He  did   not 
think  they  had  entered  into  any  direct 
undertaking  that  on  condition  of  the  aor- 
render  of  the  revenues,  they  would  gnot 
a  permanent  civil  list,  although  a  promise, 
an   engagement,    to  that  t^ect  had    un- 
doubtedly been  beld  out  by  those  supposed 
to  represent  the  opinions  of  that  people  ; 
but  the  control  was  granted  on  the  nodon 
and  belief  that  they  would  do  so  ;  and  the 
noble  Lord  who  brought  in  the   bill  then 
stated,  that  if  the  Lower  Canadians  should 
not  grant  a  civil  list,  the  revenues  would 
remain  as  they  were  before,  under  the  con- 
trol  of  the   Crown.     A   very   important 
question  for  the  consideration  of  the  House 
arose  upon  that  act.     Before  the  bill  of 
1831  those  funds  did  not  belong  to  the 
Crown,  although  they  were  receivable   by 
the  Crown  without  any  right  of  interven- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  AssemUy  of  Lower 
Canada,  and  they  were  dedicated  by  the 
imperial  act  of  1774  to  paying  the  judicial 
establishment  and  civil  government  of  the 
province.     The  question  then  assumed  this 
shape— he  had  heard  it  stated  that  the  act 
of  1 831  repealed  that  of  1774.     It  did  no 
such  thing ;  but,  reciting  the  act  of  1774, 
which  vested   the  duties  in  the   Crown, 
subject  to  their  disposition  for  the  judicial 
establishment  and  ciril  government  of  the 
province,  it  said  it  was  desirable  to  make 
further  provision,  and  then  it  was  enacted 
that  those  sums  should  be  within  the  dis- 
position of  his  Majesty,  with  the  advice 
of  the  Colonial  Legislature.     The  funds 
fairly  and  fully  being  submitted  to  the  con- 
trol of  the  House  of  Assembly  in  case  they 
provided  a  permanent   ciril  list,  if,  after 
due  time  had  elapsed,  the  Colonial  Legis- 
lature did  not  avail  itself  of  that  ofier,  the 
question  was,  whether  in   default  of  anv 
other  arrangement  the  funds  were  not  stifl 
applicable   to    the    maintenance    of    the 
judicial  establishment  and  civil  government 
of  the  province.     He  should  feel  no  diffi- 
culty in   repealing  the  act  of  1831,   with 
this  proviso,  that  if  the  Colonial  Legisla- 
ture should  at  any  time  proride  for  the 
civil  government  and  juaicial  establish- 
ment, then,  during  the  continuance  of  that 
prorision  not  only  the  duties  of  1 774,  but 
the  casual  and  territorial  revenues,  should 
be  under  the  dis^iosition   of  the  Cohini.nI 
Legislature;     he   would    ^ive    them    the 
power,  if  they  chose  to  avail  themselves  of 
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the  full  disposition  of  these  revenues.     It 
was  most  important  in  discussing  this  ques- 
tion   that  they  should  consider  whether 
there  was  any  well-founded   complaint  on 
the  part  of  the  House  of  Assembly  as  to 
that  part  of  the  case  in  which  it  was  com- 
plained that  they  had  not  made  a  perma- 
nent allowance  by  way  of  providing  for  the 
judicial   and  civil   establishments.     They 
desired  in  words  that  they  should  have  all 
the  benefit  the  mother  country  possessed 
in  point  of  representation  and  power  over 
the  purse.     Now,  if  they  would  be  content 
with  the  power  which  ihat  House  had — if 
they  would  take  the   House  of.  Commons 
for  a  pattern,  they  would  at  once  provide 
for  their  civil  and  judicial  establishments 
This  country  did  nothing  so  absurd  hs  to 
leave  its  civil   and  judicial   officers  who 
fairly  pcrf(»rmed  their  duties  without  salar. 
ies.     If  honour  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question — if  it  were  a  mere  question  of  self- 
preservation,   no  people  of  common  sense 
would  leave  their  judicial  establishments 
ex^wsetl  to  all  the  influency  of  poverty. 
The  first  rhing  n  free  people  thought  of  was 
not  simply  to  place  their  judicial  officers  on 
a  footing   of  perfect  freedom,   but  with 
character  and   station  to  afford  them  the 
means  of  keeping  up  external  appearance 
suitable  to  their  dignity  in  communicating 
with  the  great  body  of  the  people.     He 
looked  upon    this  question  as  one  of  the 
most  vital  importance.     Having  heard  Mr. 
Iloebuck  at  the  bar,  it  was  their  duty  to 
show  the  House  of  Assembly  that  they  had 
been  compelled  to  refuse  their  claims  upon 
no  slight  or  unimportant  grounds.     He 
was  glad  that  the  debate  had  been  an  ad- 
journed one  in  order  that  Members  might 
have  the  opportunity  of  fairly   and   fully 
stating  their  opinions  upon  it.     It  would 
be  a  disgrace  to  them  if  they  allowed  a  bill 
of  such  a  nature  as  this  to  pass  as  a  matter 
of  course,  and  that  because  a  revolt  had 
broken    out   in    Canada   they   must  take 
away  the  free  constitution  of  the  people  in 
thnt  province.     But  he  supported  this  bill 
bt'CHUse  he  believed  that  a  suspension  of 
that  constitution  for  a  time  was  the  only 
mode  of  saving  to  them  the  free  constitu- 
tion  which  he  wisht^d  them  to  enjoy.     He 
for  one  was  prepared  to  give  as  free  a  con- 
stitution to  the  people  of  Canada  as  they 
were  capable  of  enjoying.     With   respect 
to  the  Tenures    Act,   there  could  be   no 
doubt  it  was  an  unwi^te  act,  made  without 
a  sufficient  knowledge  of  the  subject,  and 
which  never  ought   to  have  been  made  at 
all.     It  was  a  subject  for  local  legislation. 


He  should  be  perfectly  ready  to  repeal  it, 
simply  reserving  to  all  parties  the  rights 
they  had  acquired  under  it :  thus  they 
would  show  the  Canadians  that  where  there 
were  grievances  they  were  determined  to 
remedy  them.  Although  he  would  not 
say  they  should  force  on  the  Canadians  a 
mode  of  tenure  they  did  not  desire,  still  if 
the  Assembly  insisted  that  the  Crown  had 
no  right  to  grant  land  in  free  and  common 
soccage,  they  were  wholly  wrong,  for  the 
Crown  had  always  reserved  explicitly  the 
right  to  make  such  grants.  In  the  act  of 
1774,  and  in  that  of  1791  >  there  was  an 
express  enactment  that  all  lands  theretofore 
granted  and  thenceforward  to  be  granted  by 
the  Crown  in  fee  and  common  soccage 
should  be  supported  and  upheld.  From 
first  to  last  this  country,  dealing  with  the 
Canadians  and  granting  them  a  representa- 
tive constitution,  had  taken  care  to  reserve 
that  right  to  the  Crown.  Upon  the  whole  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  his  reluctant  opinion 
was,  that  the  House  of  Assembly  having  re- 
fused the  supplies  after  obtaining  the  act  of 
1 831  had  done  it  factiously — he  did  not  use 
the  word  offensively — they  had  done  so 
with  an  indirect  purpose,  not  for  the  re- 
dress of  any  wrong,  but  for  the  assertion 
of  a  right  which  did  not  belong  to  them, 
and  which,  if  conceded,  would  destroy  the 
connexion  between  this  country  ana  the 
Canadas.  In  this  country  the  stopping  of 
the  supplies  was  the  exception,  and  not 
the  rule.  The  Canadas,  on  the  contrary, 
had  made  it  the  rule,  and  not  the  excep- 
tion. And  it  was  upon  that  ground  that 
he  justified  the  vote  which  he  was  about 
to  give  in  support  of  the  present  measure. 
At  the  same  time,  he  would  not  conceal 
from  the  House  that  there  were  many 
parts  of  it  which  he  disapproved  of  entirely, 
and  which,  in  the  Committee,  he  should 
use  his  utmost  endeavours  to  amend.  Nor 
must  he,  in  supporting  this  Bill,  be  con- 
sidered as  approving  of  the  conduct  adopted 
by  her  Majesty's  Ministers  towards  Canada 
since  the  passing  of  the  resolutions  of  last 
Session.  In  his  opinion  that  conduct  was 
open  to  great  and  just  blame ;  but  he  re- 
frained from  saying  a  word  on  that  subject 
at  present,  further  than  to  protest  against 
being  supposed  to  approve  of  their  conduct 
because  he  gave  his  support  to  the  present' 
measure.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man then  sat  down  amid  general  cheering. 
Mr.  jMboiiclieie  assured  the  House,  that 
he  did  not  rise  at  that  late  period  of  the 
evening  to  prolong  the  discussion  on  this 
measure ;    but  as  he  had  taken  part  in 
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every  discussion  which  had  occurred  upon 
the  affairs  of  Canada  since  he  had  had  the 
honour  of  enjoying  a  seat  in  that  House, 
he  was  unwilling  to  give  a  silent  vote 
when  a  measure  of  such  vital  importance 
to  its  future  condition  was  proposed  to 
the  consideration  of  Parliament.  He  had 
listened  with  the  greatest  delight  and 
satisfaction  to  the  excellent  speech  wiiich 
had  been  delivered  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  u-ho  had  just  sat  down  —  a 
speech,  of  which  he  must  say,  that,  so  far 
as  it  related  to  the  legal  tenures  of  Canada, 
it  was  worthy  of  the  high  professional  cha- 
racter which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  acquired  for  him&elf,  but 
which  was  entitled  to  lasting  praise  on  the 
still  higher  ground  of  having  stated  the 
opinion  of  a  British  senator  in  that  free, 
lioeral,  and  conciliatory  language,  wiiich 
represented  the  feelings  of  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  Members  of  that  House,  al- 
though they  might  differ  on  some  minor 
points  arising  out  of  the  subject  itself. 
He  thought  that  nothing  could  be  more 
unjust  than  the  imputation  which  had 
been  thrown  upon  the  House  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  London,  when  he 
said,  that,  in  the  observations  which  had 
fallen  from  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  language  had  been  used  most 
harsh  and  unwarrantable  towards  the 
Canadians,  who  had  been  spoken  of  as  if 
they  were  serfs  and  inferiors,  whom  we 
were  not  bound  to  consider  with  the  same 
regard  in  our  legislation  as  we  would  con- 
sider other  subjects  of  the  British  empire. 
He  was  sure,  that  if  any  expression  which 
could  bear  such  a  construction,  had  fallen 
in  the  course  of  debate  from  any  hon. 
Member,  it  would  have  sounded  harsh 
and  grating  upon  his  ear;  but,  having 
listened  with  the  utmost  attention  to  every 
word  that  had  been  uttered  in  this  debate, 
he  must  say,  that  nothing  had  given  him 
greater  satisfaction  than  the  tone  in  which 
every  hon.  Member,  without  exception, 
who  had  yet  addressed  the  House,  had 
expressed  himself  with  regard  to  the  rights 
to  which  the  colonists  of  this  great  empire 
were  entitled.  He  believed,  that  when  this 
debate  went  forth,  as  it  would  do  to  the 
colonies,  the  tone  of  it  would  produce  as 
beneficial  an  effect  among  them  as  any 
legislative  measure  which  the  House  could 
enact  on  their  behalf.  He  had  said,  that 
he  bad  listened  with  the  greatest  delight 
and  satisfaction  to  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  There  were 
many  of  his  observations  in  which  he  cor- 


dially concurred ;  but  there  were  also  some 
of  them  from  which  be  was  compelled  to 
withhold  his  concurrence.     But  as  it  was 
not  the  business  of  the  House  to  discuss  at 
present  the  possible  changes  in  the  consti. 
tution   of  Canada  which    might   be  sug. 
gested  at  a  future  period,  and  as  those 
changes,  when  they  were  suggested,  roust 
undergo  full  discussion  in  both   Houses  of 
Parliament,  he  would  reserve  what  he  had 
to  say  upon  them  for  the  proper  period  of 
their  discussion,  and  would  refrain  from 
entering  upon  them  at  present.     He  had 
seen  no  reason  to  alter  the  opinions  which 
he  had  formerly  expressed  when  this  sub- 
ject was  under  their  consideration.     He 
was  sure  now,  as  he  had  ever  been,  that 
any  constitution  fitted   for  the  Canadas, 
must  be  founded  on  the  broadest  principles 
of  liberty.     For  his  own  part,  he  would 
not  asseut  to  any  measure  which  would 
permanently  deprive  the  Canadians  of  a 
constitution  founded  on  those  principles  of 
liberty,  although  he  felt  himself  compelled, 
by  the  necessity  of  the  case  to  suspend  the 
constitution  which  they  enjoyed  at  preseut. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
had  said,  ^'  Why  not  summon  the  House 
of  Assembly  again,  and  allow  the  constitu- 
tion of  Canada  to  remain  in  full  operation  V' 
ITiat  *^  why  "  he  would  meet  with  a  dis- 
tinct **  wherefore."     The  proposition  was 
impracticable,  for  there  was  a  wide  dis- 
tinction between  leaving  the  constitution 
of  Lower  Canada  in  full  operation  under 
the  present  House  of  Assembly,  and  sus- 
pending it  for  a  time,  until  that  Assembly 
was  better  regulated.     To  suppose  that 
the  calling  that  House  of  Assembly  to- 
gether, flagrante  hello,  could  be  jiroduc- 
tive  of  any  beneficial  result  was  a  notion 
which,  though  it  might  enter  the  head  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London, 
could  scarcely  be  entertained  for  a  mojiient 
by  any  practical  man,  who  looked  calmly 
and  deliberately  at  the  working  of  Imroan 
affairs.     It  had  been  urged,  as  an  objection 
to  this  measure,  that  the  Earl  of  Durham 
was  going  to  Canada  with  the  powers  of  a 
dictator,  to  frame  for  it  a  new  constitution. 
He  asserted  that  this  was  not  the  fact, 
on  the  contrary,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  most  valuable  part  of  this  measure  was 
that  part  of  it  which    went  to  K»^  p 
colony  the  guarantee,  not  only  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  but  also  of  that  House; 
that  it  was  their  intention  permanently  to 
revert  to  that  system  of  constitutional  go- 
vernment,  which  was   the  only  one  thai 
was  practicable  and  feasible  for  so  grea 
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and  important  a  community.     He  begged 
to  state  distinctly,  that,  though  no  one 
could  attach  more  importance  than  he  did 
to  the  continuance  of  the  connexion  be- 
tween   the    Canadas    and   this    country, 
though  he  thought  it  would  be  a  positive 
loss  of  strength  and  reputation  to  us  to 
have  that  connexion  dissevered,   though 
he  was  determined  as  far  as  in  him  lay 
to  maintain  the  integrity  of  the  British 
empire  in  all  its  parts,  though  he  thought 
it   was    the     duty    of    the    country    to 
assert  its  supremacy  over  all  its  colonial 
dependencies,  yet  if  it  could  be  proved  to 
him  that  we  could  not  maintain  them  as 
colonies  of  freemen,  he  would  rather  give 
them  up  at  once  and  for  ever,  than  incur 
the  danger,   the  folly,  and   the  disgrace 
of  endeavouring  to  govern  a  large  portion 
of  the  British  Empire  on  such  unworthy 
principles.     He  looked  forward,  however, 
to  the  future  administration  of  the  Canadas 
with  some  anxiety,  but  without  any  feeling 
of  despondency.     His  humble  advice  to 
the  Government  during  all  these  unfor- 
tunate  differences    haa    been   invariably 
this — to  persevere  to  the  utmost  in  a  mild 
and  conciliatory  course,  and  to  despise  the 
taunts  of  those  who  were  for  ever  calling 
for  wbat  they  considered  vigorous  strokes 
of  authority.     So  far  was  the  course  of 
events  from  proving  that  he  was  wrong  in 
giving  that  opinion,  that  it  had  absolutely 
confirmed  him  in  the  propriety  and  policy 
of  it.     The  country  was  now  reaping  the 
reward  of  that  conciliatory  conduct.     FJe 
had  always  thought  that  if  that  line  of 
conduct  were  perseveringly  pursued,  and 
if  the  unreasonableness  of  the  leaders  of 
the  House  of  Assembly  should,  notwith. 
standing,  break  at  last  into  open  rupture. 
Parliament  would  have  in  the  first  place 
the  support  of  its  own  consciousness  that 
it  had  Qone  all  it  could  to  avert  the  crisis, 
and  in  the  next  place  the  sympathies  and 
verdict  of  the  civilized  world  in  its  favour, 
which  in  the  present  enlightened  state  of 
public  opinion  was  no  mean  support  to  any 
Government.     Much   had  been  said  last 
night  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
who  appeared  at  the  bar  respecting  the 
Unitea  States,  and  the  effect  which  this 
contest  with   Canada  must   of  necessity 
produce  there.      As  one  who  valued  ex- 
tremely the  importance  of  our  continuing 
on  good  terms  with  that  great  and  flourish- 
ing republic,  he  had  observed  the  mani- 
festation of  public  feeling  on  this  subject 
there   with    great    satisfaction.      It   was 
natural  that  the  late  events  should  have 
VOL.  XL.     {5S2} 


produced  some  excitement  in  the  United 
States ;   but  as  far  as  he  could  judge  of 
the  state  of  public  opinion  there,  from  the 
statements  of  the  public  press  and  from 
the  declarations  of  their  public  men,  the 
opinion  of  the  United   States  was,   that 
Great  Britain   had    acted  a  fair,  an  ho- 
nourable, and  a  just  part,  in  her  present 
contest  with  the  Canadas  ;  and  he  believed 
that  there  was  not  a  single  American  who 
would  not  feel  it  to  be  a  most  foul  libel 
on  the  immortal  achievers  of  their  inde- 
pendence,  their   Washingtons   and    their 
Franklins,  to  have  them  compared  with 
the  leaders  of  the  present  Canadian  revolt. 
To  what  did   he  attribute   this   state  of 
public  opinion  in  the  United  States?     To 
this — that  ever  since  the  year  1828,  all 
the  administrations  which  had  succeeded 
each    other    in    this    country    had    been 
anxious  to  do  justice  to  the  Canadas.    He 
did  not  mean  to  say,  that  all  they  had  done 
had  been  right;  no — all  of  them  had  made 
some  mistakes ;  it  was  only  natural  that 
at  the  distance  they  were  from  the  scene 
on  which  their  measures  were  to  be  tried 
they  would  make  some  mistakes ;  but  no 
one  who  was  desirous  of  getting  at  the 
truth,  and  who  had  attentively  watched 
the  course  taken  by  the  different  Admin, 
istrations  to  whom   the   affairs  of  Great 
Britain   had   been  intrusted   since  1828, 
could  deny  that  they  had   one   and  all 
wished  to  do  justice  to  tbe  Canadas.    This 
was  the  feeling,  the  general  feeling,  of  the 
Canadians  themselves.     In  former   times 
he  had  himself  been  well  acquainted  with 
the  opinions  entertained  by  their  leading 
politicians.    He  had  been  acquainted,  well 
acquainted^   with    those    gentlemen   who 
came  from  Canada  in  1828,  to  represent 
to  the  Colonial  Department  the  grievances 
under  which  they  then  considered  them- 
selves to  labour.     He  had  never  seen  men 
who  took  a  more  honourable  and  justifi.ible 
pride  than  they  did  in  the  country  which 
nad  given  them'  birth,  or  who  had  a  warmer 
or  better  founded  attachment  to  free  in- 
stitutions, or  who  would  more  strenuously 
resist  anything  which  they  considered  an 
infringement  on  that  free  constitution  to 
which  they  were  by  birth  entitled.     And 
he  had,  therefore,  great  pleasure  in  inform- 
ing the  House,  that  two  out  of  three  of 
them,  and  he  believed  all  the  three,  had 
taken  a  decidedly  active  part  in  supporting 
the  just  claims   of  England    against   the 
arrogant  pretensions  of  the  House  of  As- 
sembly.    He  felt  deeply  indebteil  in  the 
House  for  the  patient  attention  with  which 
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it  had  listened  to  his  observations ;  it  was  I  character,  and  when  it  fully  established 
not  his  intention  to  trespass  much  longer    the  triumph  of  the  British  armft,  the  hikD. 


on  its  indulgence,  but  he  could  not  help 
addressing  these  few  words  to  it  on  a  mea- 
sure  so  deeply  affecting  a  colony  with 
which  he  had  been  so  intimately  connected. 
Whil>t  he  stated  that  he  entirely  con- 
curred in  the  propriety  of  the  course  taken 
by  her  Majesty's  Government  to  suppress 
the  revolt  which  had  unfortunately  taken 
place  in   the  Canadas,  he  could  not  help 
adding,  that  when  he  heard  Mr.  Roebuck 
representing  to  the  House  last   night  at 
the  bar  that  this  was  the  case  of  a  colony 
goaHed  into  revolt  by  the  measures  of  the 
mother  country,  it  was  an  attempt  to  mis- 
lead the   House  and  the  country,  which 
could  not  fail  to  excite  the  disgust  of  all 
who  knew  any  thing  of  the  real  circum- 
stances of  the  case.     They  had  all  either 
heard  or  read  of  the  speeches  made,  and 
the  resolutions  passed,  by  the   House  of 
Assembly — they  had  all  heard  or  read  of 
the   speeches    made    and   the   resolutions 
passed  at  the  different  district  meetings  of 
Lower  Canada — ^they  knew  that  there  had 
been   drillings   of  trooj>s,   acquisitions   of 
arms,  meetings  bv  night,  processions   by 
day,  and  all  the  preparations  for  war  in 
time  of  profound  peace.      Of  all   these 
thingti  Mr.  Roebuck  said  not  a  single  word 
— he  passed  them  over  in  silence  as  pru- 
dent as  it  was  complete,  and  yet  no  Go- 
vernment, worthvot  the  name  of  Govern- 
ment,  could  hesitate  for  a  moment  about 
putting  such  things  down,  when  once  they 
were  brought  under  its  notice  and  atten- 
tion.    The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  ex- 
pressing his  gratitude  once  more  to  the 
House  Tor  its  attention,  on  whi<h  nothing 
but  a  sense  of  duty  would  have  induced 
him  to  trespass  so  long. 

Mr.  Gladstone  thought  it  nothing;  more 
than  a  debt  of  justice  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  to  acknowledge 
the  candour  and  fairness  with  which  the 
hon.   Member  had  stated   both    now  and 


Member  in  the  same  calm  and  deliberate 
tone,  and  without  indulging  in  any  asperity 
or  violence    of   language}    came  frankly 
forward  to  maintain  the  same   opinion. 
How   well    did    the    consistency    of   hts 
speech  on   the  former,   with   his    speech 
on  the  present  occasion,  contrast  with  tbe 
wonderful    difference    observable    in    the 
speeches    made    then  and    now    by    the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds,  the  boa.  Member 
for    Cornwall,     the    hon.     Member     fur 
Kilken  y,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
rainsten  What  was  the  burden  of  the  sonj? 
of  tho  r.  hon.  Members  before  the  recess  ? 
We  heard  of  nothing  from  them  but  tUe 
certainty  of  Briti:>h  defeat,  and  the  con- 
fiscation  of    British  properly — we   heard 
of  nothing  but  instructions  how  the  insur- 
gents were   to  6 re  to  inHict  the  greatest 
loss  upon  the  British  troops — we  heard  ot 
nothing  but  the  curses  and  the  execrations 
which  would  be  the  doom  of  the  B^ti^h 
Government  if  they  dared  to  maintain  in 
either  of  the  Canadas  the  supremacy  of 
British  authority.     Where  were  all  those 
boasts    and    assertions   now?     Vanished 
into  thin  air,  not  on  account  of  their  in- 
justice and  falsehood,  but  on  account  of 
the  different  aspect  which  the  intelligence 
contained  in  the  newspapers  of  the  day 
gave  to  the  revolt  in  that  colony.     Those 
hon.  Members  talked  of  the  vacillation  oi 
her  Majesty's  Government.  '  They  to  talk 
of  vaccillation !     Thev  to  accuse  her  Ma- 
jesty's  Government  of  vacillation  !    Bef<in? 
they   used  that  word  again,  let  them,  for 
their    own  sakes,   look   at   home.     Tht  v 
proposed  one  day  the  separation  of  the 
Canadas   from   the  mother-country,  and 
the  next,  when  intelligence  arrived  fr'">ni 
the    colony    proving  that  there    was  m* 
desire  for  such  a  separation  enterlain»tl 
there,  they   were  struck  suddenly  dumb, 
and  no  such  proposition  issued  from  tl>.  ir 


formerly  the  strong  opinions  which  he  en-    ^jps-     J^'  i^»s  were  consistency,  he  sho-.M 
tertained  on  this  question,  and  the  con-    *»ke  to  know  what  constituted 


sistemy  with  which  he  had  urged  them 
both  in  good  and  in  ill  fortune.  When 
a  month  ago  the  intelligence  received  from 
Canada  was,  so  far  as  regarded  the  success 
of  the  British  arms,  of  an  equivocal 
character,  the  hon.  Member  calmly  and  de- 
liberately avowed  it  to  be  his  opinion  that 
we  f»ught  to  resort  to  a  separation  from 
Canada  as  the  liest  mode  of  putting  an 
end  10  the   differences    between   us  ;  and 


now,  when  the  news  was  of  a  very  different  I  wa!$    only  one    point   raised    by  tlie  hon 


in  consis- 
tency. If  this  were  not  vacillation,  Iv 
should  like  to  know  of  what  lortuosuier 
of  language  and  of  conduct  it  was  coin* 
posed.  He  should  not  know  how  to 
account  for  these  discrepancies  betwcm 
the  professions  of  one  day  and  the  pro. 
fesslons  of  the  next,  if  he  did  not  rtcoi- 
It'Ct,  that  they  proceeded  from  liiai  nov 
srhool  ofnior.!!?  which  taught  that  suof^ 
\va«   the  only  ciilerion   of   merit.     Thi  a 
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Member  for  Leeds  in  his  speech  of  that  1 
evening  respecting  the  g^evances  alleged 
to  have  been  sustained  by  the  inhabitants 
of  Canada  which  had  not  yet  been  raised 
in  the  debate.   That  point  admitted,  as  he 
conceived,  of  a  very  plain  and  easy  reply ; 
and  with  the  permission  of  the  Hoose  he 
would  then  proceed  to  afford  it.  The  hon. 
Member  for    Leeds   had  said,  that  the 
judges  in  Canada  were  not  independent — 
that    the    House    of    Assembly,     seeing 
the  impropriety   of   leaving   the   judges 
in  a  dependent  situation,  had   passed  a 
Bill  to    render  them    independent — and 
that  that   Bill,  on  being  referred  to  the 
authorities  in  England  for  approval,  had 
been  rejected  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonial   Department.     Those    hon. 
Members  who  advocated  the  cause  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  were  never  tired  of 
declaiming  against  the  ignorance  which, 
according   to  them,  their  opponents  dis- 
played of  all  Canadian  affairs.   They  must 
really    conceive    the   ignorance  of  their 
opponents  to  be  as  gross  as  they  repre- 
sented it  to  be,  or  they  would  never  dare 
to  employ  arguments,  he  would  not  say  so 
inaccurate,    but    so    totally    unfounded. 
What  were  the  facts  ?  It  was  undoubtedly 
true,  that   the  House  of  Assembly  had 
passed  a  Bill  providing  nominally  for  the 
independence  of  the  judges.    But  what 
was  the  other  provision  contained  in  that 
Bill  ?     It  established  a  court  of  impeach- 
ment  for  all  public  officers,  with  which 
he  imagined  that  the  independence  of  the 
judges  had  no  natural  connexion  what- 
soever.    Moreover  it   asserted  the  claim 
of  the  House  of  Assembly  to  dispose  as  it 
pleased  of  the  hereditary  and  territorial 
revenues    of    the  Crown^  to   which    the 
House  of  Assembly  had  no  ie^al  claim  at 
all.     Thirdly,  it  made  no  provision  for  the 
permanent  payment  of  the  salaries  of  the 
judges,   although    it    nominally   asserted 
their  independence  ;  so  that,  if  from  mis- 
taken policy  it  had  been  assented  to,  we 
should  have  had  the  judges  made  inde- 
pendent  of  the  Crown,  whilst  their  salaries 
were  to  be  voted  as  before  year  after  year 
by  the   House  of  Assembly.     Whilst  he 
was  listening    last    night   to  the  speech 
made  at  the  bar  by   Mr.   Roebuck,   on 
behalf  of    the    House  of  Assembly,  he 
certainly  did  expect,  from  its  commence- 
ment,  that  Mr.   Roebuck  was  about  to 
advance  much  higher  claims  than  those 
on  which  he  afterwards  rested.    But  when 
he  compared  the  lameness  of  his  perora- 


tion with  the  magniloquence  of  his  proe- 
mium,  he  could  not  refrain  from  asking, 
with  the  Latin  poet, 

"  Quid  dignnm  tanto  tulit  hie  promissor  hiatu  ?" 

He   threatened    to  indict  her  Majesty's 
Government  of  sundry  high  crimes  and 
misdemeanours,  and  yet  the  only  parties 
on  whom  he  pressed  with  any  degree  of 
severity  were  his  own    peculiar   Friends 
and  supporters.     '*  Here,"  said  he,  **  am 
I   standing    alone    against    hundreds  of 
Members."    Alone  I     Had  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman    then    forgotten   the 
Friends  and  allies  whom  he  had   in  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds,  in  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bridport,  in  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westminster,    in    the   hon.    Member  for 
Cornwall,  and,  to  complete  the  climax,  in 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny,  who  was 
in  himself  a  host,  as  he  took  care  to  speak 
on  this  question  every  night,  and  who  only 
last  night  had  madea  speech  upon  it  forthe 
mere  purpose  of  telling  the  House  that  he 
had  nothing  at  all  to  say  about  it  ?    What, 
he  would  ask,  was  the  nature  even  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  own  argu- 
ment on  this  question?     It  was  twofold. 
He  argued  first,  that  the  House  of  As- 
sembly had  an  absolute  claim  to  the  dis- 
posal of  all  the  hereditary  and  territorial 
revenues  of  the  Crown  ;  and  next,  that  as 
the  Legislative  Council  was  either  incom- 
petent or    unwilling    to    administer  the 
affairs  of  the  colony,  the   House  of  As- 
sembly was  entitled  to  demand  an  organic 
change  in  the  constitution  of  that  Council. 
Now,  after  what  had  been  so  well  urged 
last  night  by  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  and  again  to- 
night  by  another  hon.  Friend  of  his,  in 
explanation  of  the  real  nature   of  Lord 
Dorchester's  messages  to   the   House  of 
Assembly,  he  would  not  enter  into  that 
discussion  further  than  to  say,  that  even 
the  passage  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
gentleman  had  himself  read  did  not  bear 
out  the  construction,  or  rather  the  assump- 
tion, which  he  had  put  upon  it,  and  that 
the  hon.  and    learned    gentleman   must 
have  calculated  largely  on  the  inattention 
and  carelessness  of  the  House   when  he 
read   the   passage  and  said  that  it  did. 
That    message    merely  adverted   to   the 
application  of  the  revenues  of  the  Crown 
to  the  purposes  of  the  colony — it  merely 
stated,  that  the  manner  in  which  they  were 
appropriated  to  those  purposes  should  be 
laid  before  the  House  of  Assembly,  but  it 
P  2 
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turbulent  and  disaffected  persons,  inciting  the 
peasantry  to  rebellion,  would  not  be  declared 
guilty  by  any  jury  called  in  the  ordinary  course 
of  law." 

Such  was  the  state  of  that  law  which 
was  declared  to  be  an  instrument  of 
despotism  in  the  hands  of  Government. 
A  bill,  introducing  several  alterations  in 
the  law,  passed  the  House  of  Assembly, 
and  was  amended  by  the  Legislative 
Council ;  but,  on  being  sent  back  to  the 
House  of  Assembly,  it  rejected  the  mea- 
sure without  even  demanding  a  conference; 
and  with  that  House  rested  the  responsi- 
bility of  that  step.  He  had  now  gone 
through  all  the  allegations  of  grievances 
put  forward  by  those  who  appeared  as  the 
advocates  of  the  insurgent  colonists,  and 
he  thought  he  had  suBictently  shown  the 
hollowness  of  their  pretences.  But  it  was 
said,  and  the  statement,  though  it  could 
not  be  interpreted  into  a  practical  griev- 
ance, was  calculated  to  create  an  im- 
pression favourable  to  the  justice  of  the 
rebel  cause,  that  the  United  States  were 
prosperous  and  flourishing  as  an  inde^ 
pendent  community,  while  the  ener|j^ies  of 
Canada  were  crippled,  her  commerce  fet- 
tered, the  developement  of  her  resources 
retarded  by  her  connexion  with  Britain. 
They  were  told  of  the  rapid  progress  of 
the  American  colonies  of  Britain  when 
emancipated  from  her  sway,  as  compared 
with  the  slow  rate  of  their  advances  be- 
fore. He,  indeed,  believed  that  there  was 
no  more  remarkable  example  in  history  of 
speedy  advancement  in  all  that  constituted 
the  greatness  of  a  nation  than  was  fur- 
nished bv  the  career  of  the  American  colo- 
nies  of  Great  Britain,  now  forming  the 
United  States,  during  the  past  century. 
As  one  remarkable  instance  of  their  pros- 
})erity  he  might  mention  that  the  duties 
collected  at  Philadelphia  advanced  iu  fifty 
years  frt>m  25,000/.  to  500,000/.  But  the 
foundations  of  the  power  and  grandeur  to 
which  these  colonies  have  obtained  were 
laid  by  the  fostering  care  of  Great  Britain 
^  during  the  term  of  its  dominion,  and  it 
V  was  under  the  protection  of  this  country 
y  'lat  their  infant  resources  were  allowed  to 
^\  rjand.  The  benefits  which  they  received 
exp^  m^  lliQ  rule  of  the  parent  state  were  thus 
^*"<^"v5  ^'•bed  by  Mr.  Burke  in  his  celebrated 
flescrlc^  00  American  taxation  : — 
speech\no^ 

\'    rnonopolist  happened  to  be  one  of 

"  Their  <®  J-  ^n  m  the  world.    By  bis  immense 

the  richest  nff^cn  ly  employed  not  for  their  benefit 

capital,  priniar>w        fj  were  enabled  to  proceed 

but  his  owTJ,  t^ 


!  with  their  fisheries,  their  agriculture,  their 
ship-building,  and  their  trade,  too,  within  ibe 
limits,  in  such  a  manner  as  got  far  the  start  of 
the  slow  languid  operations  of  unassisted 
nature.  This  capital  was  a  hot  bed  to  them. 
Nothing  in  the  history  of  mankind  is  like  their 
progress.  For  my  part,  I  never  cast  an  eye  on 
their  flourishing  commerce  and  their  cultivated 
and  commodious  life,  but  they  seem  to  me 
rather  ancient  nations  grown  to  perfection 
through  a  long  series  of  fortunate  events  and  a 
train  of  successful  industry,  accumulating 
wealth  in  many  centuries,  than  the  colonies  of 
yesterday  ;  than  a  set  of  miserable  out-casts  a 
few  years  ago,  not  so  much  sent  as  thrown  oat, 
on  the  bleak  and  barren  shore  of  a  desolate 
wilderness,  3,000  miles  from  all  civilized  inter- 
course." 

Surely  it  stood  to  reason,  proceeded 
the  hon.  Member,  that  in  the  infancy 
of  a  country  it  was  far  better  that  it 
should  be  connected  with  an  old  nation, 
where  capital  existed  in  abundance,  where 
the  habits  of  men  had  been  matured  by 
the  influence  of  long-established  civiliza- 
tion, and  the  resources  of  social  life  had 
been  fully  called  into  action,  than  that  it 
should  be  left  to  itself  to  struggle  unaided 
with  the  difficulties  inse|>arable  from  an 
early  stage  of  society.  Such  had  been  the 
case  of  Canada,  and  what  was  the  real 
rate  of  her  prog;ress  which  bad  been  re* 
presented  as  so  slow.  If  compared  with 
the  United  States,  its  advance  in  prosperity 
was  found  to  be  even  more  rapid.  In 
1775  the  population  of  Canada  was  but 
60,000.  It  now  amounted  to  600,000, 
having  been  multiplied  tenfold  since  that 
year.  At  the  commencement  of  the 
American  war,  the  population  of  the 
United  States  was  2,500,000,  and  now 
amounted  to  15,000,000,  having  increawd 
six*fold.  How  did  these  facts  agree  with 
the  statements  of  the  advocates  of  the  in- 
surgents, who  attempted  to  persuade  the 
world  that  Canada  had  made  no  progress 
and  bad  derived  do  benefits  from  its  con- 
nexion with  this  country.  Did  bon* 
Grentlemen  recollect  the  progress  which 
New  South  Wales  had  made,  notwith- 
standing the  peculiar  disadvantages  ooder 
which  it  laboured  ?  Against  these  facts  it 
was  impossible  to  contend,  and  he  was 
justified  in  dismissing  at  once  the  supposi- 
tion that  the  progress  of  Canada  had  been 
retarded  by  its  subjection  to  Britain.  Ut 
therefore,  it  were  tme,  as  he  believed  it 
was,  that  the  grievances  alleged  by  the 
Canadians  as  an  excuse  for  rebellion  could 
not  be  sobstantiatedy  and  if  there  were 
any  defects  in  the  rateroal  coostitution  of 
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Canadii,  or  any  hardships  in  the  working 
of  the  administration,  they  were  manifestly 
such  as  the  provincial  assembly  itself 
ought  to  remove.  Certainly  there  was 
nothing  in  the  statements  of  Mr.  Roebuck 
and  his  friends  which  ought  to  deter  the 
House  from  taking  measures  to  restore 
tranquillity  and  re-establish  the  authority 
of  her  Majesty's  Government  in  the  pro- 
vince. He  would  say  one  word  as  to  past 
times.  Some  gentlemen  bad  attempted 
to  cast  discredit  on  all  administrations  for 
ihcir  Canadian  policy,  excepting  those  of 
the  last  few  years.  He  himself  was  not  per- 
sonally connected  with  any  of  those  ad- 
ministrations whose  policy  had  been  thus 
condemned^  but  he  could  not  refrain  from 
expressing  his  conviction  that  great  in- 
justice was  done  to  them.  Canada  was 
originally  a  French  colony,  its  inhabitants 
being  destitute  of  rights  or  privileges, 
subject  to  the  will  of  an  absolute  monarch, 
in  whose  government  there  was  no  vestige 
of  the  principle  of  representation.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  acts,  which  would 
appear  to  verge  on  injustice  and  oppression 
when  subjects  in  the  enjoyment  of  ample 
freedom  and  privileges  were  concerned, 
assumed  an  altered  character  when  con- 
sidered in  connexion  with  the  condition  of 
a  colony  unaccustomed  to  any  government 
but  that  of  a  despotic  master.  But  he 
would  refer  to  an  authority  which  he 
believed  would  not  be  questioned  for  a 
description  of  the  benefits  which  the 
Canadians  had  derived  from  subjection  to 
British  sway.  He  would  take  the  liberty 
of  quoting  a  remarkable  passage,  for  which 
he  was  indebted  to  so  ordinary  a  source 
as  the  daily  prints,  from  a  speech  made 
by  M.  Papineau  himself  in  1820,  and  he 
presumed  that  the  testimony  of  that  in- 
dividual would  be  admitted  to  be  of  con- 
siderable importance,  when  it  was  recol- 
lected that  the  years  which  had  passed 
since  1820  were  marked  by  an  uninter- 
rupted series  of  concessions  to  the 
Canadians,  and  that  there  was  not  even  a 
pretence  for  alleging  the  origin  of  any 
grievance  subsequent  to  that  time.  Speak- 
ing of  George  3rd.  M.   Papineau  said — 

"  £acb  year  of  his  long  reign  has  been 
marked  by  new  favours  bestowed  upon  the 
country.  Conip^e  our  present  happy  situa- 
tion with  that  of  our  fathers  on  the  eve  of  the 
day  when  George  3rd  became  their  legitimaie 
monarch.  Under  the  French  Government 
(internally  and  externally  arbitrary  and  op- 
pressive) the   interests    of  this  country  had 


been  more  frequently  neglected  and  mat- 
administered  than  those  of  any  other  part 
of  its  dependencies.  (George  3rd  succeeded 
Louis  XV..)  From  that  day  the  reign  of  the 
law  succeeded  to  that  of  violence ;  from  that 
day  the  treasures,  the  navy,  and  the  armies 
of  Great  Britain  are  mustered  to  afford 
us  an  invincible  protection  against  external 
danger:-  from  that  day  the  better  part  of  her 
laws  became  ours,  while  our  religion,  property, 
and  the  laws  by  which  they  are  governed 
remain  unaltered ;  soon  after  are  granted  us 
the  privileges  of  its  free  constitution — an 
infallible  pledge  when  acted  upon  of  our 
national  prosperity.  Now,  religions  toleration, 
trial  by  jury — that  wisest  of  safeguards  ever 
devised  for  ihe  protection  of  innocence, — 
security  against  arbitrary  imprisonment  by  the 
privileges  attached  to  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus 
— legal  and  equal  security  afforded  to  all  in 
their  persons,  honour,  and  property, — tli« 
right  to  obey  no  other  laws  but  those  of  our 
own  making  and  choice,  expressed  through  our 
representatives — all  these  advantages  have 
become  our  birthright,  and  shall,  1  hope,  be 
the  last  inheritance  of  our  posterity.  To  secure 
tliem  let  us  only  act  as  British  subjects  and 
freemen.'' 

Was  this  testimony,  he  asked,  of  no 
importance  ?  He  would  not  scruple  to 
appeal  to  facts  for  a  confirmation  of  it,  if 
it  nad  proceeded  from  the  governor  of 
Canada,  or  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
colonies,  but,  coming  from  him  who  had 
been  the  leading  agitator  of  Lower  Canada 
— coming  from  him  who  was  now  the  lead- 
ing rebel  and  fugitive  of  Lower  Canada — 
was  it  not  most  useful  and  important? 
He  trusted,  then,  that  he  had  disposed 
of  the  argument  derived  by  the  sup- 
porters of  rebellion  from  the  analogy  of  the 
revolt  of  the  United  Stales.  There  was, 
indeed,  just  such  a  resemblance  between 
the  two  cases  as  was  sufHcient  to  deceive 
and  delude  a  careless  or  unreflecting  mind  ; 
The  case  of  the  United  States  was  as 
different  from  that  of  Canada  as  any  case 
could  well  be  from  another.  The  griev- 
ances of  the  American  colonists,  especially 
that  of  taxation,  were  not  redressed,  while 
of  the  Canadian  grievances  there  was  none 
which  Parliament  had  not  removed,  or 
which  it  had  not  declared  its  anxiety  to 
remove.  The  Americans  were  willin)^  to 
make  greater  sacrifices  to  preserve  a  con- 
nexion with  this  country  than  we  had  ever 
called  on  the  Canadians  to  make.  We 
had  negociated  with  the  Canadians  to 
induce  them  to  grant  a  civil  list  for  seven 
years,  while  it  would  astonish  the  House 
to  hear  that  Dr.  Franklin  had  proposed 
to  grant  one  for  a  century.    The  concilia* 
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over  two  regiments  of  the  liue,  in  addition 
to  the  troops  already  in  Canada ;  but,  on 
further  deliberation,  he  had  resolved  other- 
wise, because  he  was  apprehensive  that 
their  appearance  would  be  regarded  in  the 
light  of  a  demonstration  on  the  part  of  Go- 
vernment against  the  people.  But  was  it 
possible  for  any  thing  to  be  more  a  de- 
monstration than  the  famous  resolutions  ? 
— not,  it  was  true,  a  demonstration  by  a 
military  force;  but  could  it  be  denied, 
that  they  constituted  an  important  demon- 
stration? Though  those  resolutions  had 
not  the  effect  of  an  exertion  of  power  or 
of  military  authority,  yet  they  were  strictly 
analogous  to  demonstrations  of  this  nature, 
and,  therefore,  nothing  could  be  more  irra- 
tional than  for  Lord  Qlcnelg  to  send  out 
a  despatch  talking  this  way  against  de- 
monstrations. In  his  opinion,  it  was  not 
only  the  part  of  common  sense,  but  of 
common  humanity,  to  take  sufficient  and 
satisfactory  measures  to  show  those  who 
might  choose  to  revolt,  that  revolt  was 
hopeless.  Again,  at  page  Q5  of  the  Par- 
liamentary papers  relating  to  Canada,  Lord 
Gosford,  after  referring  to  the  difficulty  of 
arriving  at  certain  information  of  the  state 
of  the  country,  and  to  various  reports 
which  were  then  current,  goes  on  to  say, 
"  I  do  not  myself  credit  these  reports,  nor 
yet  apprehend  any  serious  disturbance ;" 
yet,  on  the  very  same  page,  on  the  same 
day  (the  12th  of  October) — nay,  even  in 
the  very  next  sentence,  he  writes,  "  It  is 
proper  that  I  should  represent  to  you  the 
inadequacy  of  the  powers  at  the  disposal 
of  the  local  government  for  meeting  the 
difficulties  that  surround  it."  There  was 
a  proof,  and  he  thought  a  melancholy 
proof  enough,  that  the  executive  in  Lower 
Canada  had  not  discharged  its  high  and 
important  functions  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
merit  the  approbation  of  that  House.  But 
there  was  something  in  the  despatch  of  the 
6th  of  November,  1837,  which  he  thought 
would  appear  still  more  remarkable.  It  was 
there  stated,  for  the  first  time,  that  "large 
bodies  of  the  seditious  are  openly  drilled 
in  military  tactics  every  Sunday  in  and 
near  the  city  of  Montreal.*'  But  Lord 
Gosford  had  been  apprised  long  before 
that  time,  by  Sir  John  Colborne,  of  several 
acts  of  various  parties,  which  plainly  de- 
noted the  spirit  which  was  abroad;  and 
Colonel  Eden's  correspondence  also  clearly 
established  facts  which  demonstrated  that 
the  conduct  of  the  parties  mentioned  had 
taken  the  character  of  revolt.    And  here 


he  must  express  his  astonishment  that 
nothing  had  been  heard  of  this  correspond- 
ence at  the  Colonial  Office.  It  was  s;iid, 
the  letters  could  not  be  found.  He  must 
say,  words  could  not  express  his  surprise, 
that  while  Lord  Gosford  was  writing  in 
this  contradictory  style,  no  attempt  what- 
ever appeared  to  have  been  made  by  I  he 
Colonial  Secretary  to  obtain  from  this  and 
other  sources  (as,  for  instance,  from  Sir 
John  Colborne,  who  must  have  had  many 
opportunities  of  becoming  acquainted  witb 
the  real  state  of  things)  some  certain  inform- 
ation as  to  what  were  the  dispositions  of 
the  people.  That  Sir  John  Colborne  had 
the  means  of  information,  and  that  be  had 
made  Lord  Gosford  acquainted  with  his 
views,  might  be  seen  from  his  letter  to 
Lord  Gosford  of  October  6,  1837,  where 
Sir  John  observed,  **  The  game  which  M. 
Papineau  is  playing  cannot  be  mistaken  ; 
and  we  must  be  prepared  to  expect,  that 
if  400  or  500  persons  are  allowed  to  parade 
the  streets  of  Montreal  at  night,  singing 
revolutionary  songs,  the  excited  parties 
will  come  in  collision."  Now,  of  such  a 
warning  as  this  ought  no  notice  to  have 
been  taken?  Were  there  no  precau- 
tionary measures  which  could  be  adopted' 
If  he  was  told,  that  the  forces  in  the  coan* 
try  were  insufficient  to  prevent  tumult  and 
overawe  the  people,  then  let  those  persoos 
who  urged  .this,  explain  to  him  how  it  was, 
that,  at  that  very  same  moment.  Lord 
Gosford  chose  to  refuse  the  offer  of  ibcir 
services  which  had  been  made  by  (he 
volunteers.  With  respect  to  the  question  on 
which  so  much  had  been  said  of  sending 
out  more  troops  to  Canada,  without  pre- 
tending  to  any  knowledge  as  to  the  military 
considerations  belonging  to  the  subject,  he 
begged  to  state,  that  his  impression  wa5, 
that  all  the  troops  were  not  employed  which 
were  in  the  province,  and  though  the  use* 
of  a  military  force  could  not  have  prevented 
the  stoppage  of  the  supplies  or  the  passing 
of  the  resolutions  of  the  House  of  A^- 
sembly,  yet  still  there  were  certain  inter- 
mediate and  preliminary  steps  previous  to 
these  grand  measures  of  the  malcontent 
party,  such  as  the  drillings  every  Sunday, 
which  he  did  think  might  have  been  be- 
neficially put  down  by  the  interference  of 
an  armed  force.  It  was  worthy  of  reinark 
that  these  meetings  and  drillings  bad  gone 
on  for  some  time  before  Government  had 
been  informed  of  their  existence,  in  re- 
ference to  which  Lord  Gosford  said,  Nov, 
6,  1837—"  My  two  last  dispatches  wiU 
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have  given  you  some  idea  of  the  political 
state  of  the  province;  since  those  com- 
munications were  written,  the  plans  and 
designs  of  the  seditious  have  become  much 
more  apparent ;  and  I  regret  to  say,  that 
their  efforts  and  activity  are  proaucing 
results,  to  arrest  which  requires  the 
adoption  of  much  more  vigorous  and  de- 
cisive measures  than  it  is  within  the  power 
of  the  Executive  Government  to  put  in 
force :  large  bodies  of  them  are  openly 
drilled  in  military  tactics  every  Sunday, 
in  and  near  the  city  of  Montreal."  Now, 
the  expression  '^  every  Sunday  "  showed 
that  be  had  known  this  for  some  time. 
It  was  true  this  might  be  considered  an 
inference  which  rested  on  very  slight 
grounds  ?  but  if  he  were  obliged  to  draw 
his  conclusions  from  vague  terms*  it  was 
because  that  kind  of  information  was  all 
the  Government  was  pleased  to  afford. 
But  he  contended  from  the  use  of  this 
term  '<  every  Sunday,"  that  the  first 
information  of  these  practices  which  had 
been  sent  home  was  not  at  their  com- 
mencement, but  after  they  had  been  so 
fully  established  as  to  be  regularly  ob- 
served every  Sunday.  But  even  then  the 
noble  Lord  did  not  state,  that  measures 
had  been  taken  to  prevent  and  put  down 
these  seditious  meetings,  which  he  had 
permitted  to  reach  such  a  height,  and  in- 
deed so  small  was  the  countenance  and 
support  lent  by  the  noble  Lord's  Govern- 
ment to  the  loyal  and  well-disposed  inha- 
bitants, that  numbers  of  persons  were 
compelled  in  self-defence  to  put  their 
names  to  petitions,  the  objects  of  which 
they  from  their  souls  abhorred ;  yet  the 
noble  Lord  had  permitted  all  this  without 
one  effort  to  stay  the  progress  of  disaffec- 
tion and  discontent.  And  hence  arose  a 
question  of  great  importance,  and  which 
it  would  be  necessary  for  the  vindication 
of  Government  that  they  should  be  able 
to  dispose  of  fully  and  satisfactorily — 
namely,  that  whether  20,000  men,  or  any 
other  number,  were  necessary  to  keep  in 
check  the  Canadians,  Government  bad 
never  made  trial  as  regarded  measures  of 
prevention  of  the  force  which  they  had  on 
foot  in  the  province.  At  any  rate  we 
might  be  quite  certain  that  the  troops  in 
the  province  were  amply  sufficient  to  put 
down  the  drilling.  This  Lord  Gosford 
must  have  known,  and  he  ought  to  have 
taken  measures  accordingly,  especiallv  as 
he  himself  declared  that  these  drilhngs 
pointed  to  nothing  but  open  revolt.    Lord 


Gosford  might  also,  with  the  forces  he 
had  at  his  command,  have  put  a  stop  to 
the  violence  which  was  exercised  towards 
the  peaceful  inhabitants;  yet  instead  of 
doing  any  of  these  things,  he  had  let 
things  take  their  course,  and  never  in- 
formed the  Government  at  home  leading 
them  to  think  that  nothing  at  all  was 
amiss,  until  at  last  he  was  obliged  to  write 
word  that  the  drillings  took  place  every 
Sunday.  He  believed  that  he  was  justi- 
fied in  saying  that  the  Government  had 
made  itself  responsible  for  the  acts  of  Lord 
Gosford.  He  was  supported  in  this 
belief  by  finding  Lord  Glenelg  making  use 
of  very  strong  terms  of  approbation  in  re- 
ference to  Lord  Gosford's  conduct.  On 
the  27th  of  November,  1837,  Lord 
Glenelg  expressed  his  gratitude,  and  that 
of  the  Ministry,  his  colleagues,  to  the 
noble  Earl  for  "  the  good  faith,  the  moral 
courage,  and  the  perseverance  with  which 
under  the  most  discouraging  circum- 
stances, he  had  still  endeavoured  to  carry 
out  the  liberal  policy  "  of  the  Ministry. 
But  the  noble  Secretary  had  thought  fit 
to  accept  the  resignation  of  Lord  Gosford 
on  the  most  curious  grounds — namely, 
that  the  proper  course  of  policy  would  be 
more  conveniently  followed  out  by  a 
person  less  implicated  than  Lord  Gosford 
in  the  events  of  the  last  few  years ;  but 
surely  if  this  reason  were  good  for  the 
resignation  of  Lord  Gosford,  it  would 
apply  with  still  more  force  to  the  resigna- 
tion of  Lord  Glenelg  himself.  Still  Lord 
Glenelg  stated  that  Lord  Gosford  '*  had 
acted  throughout  with  the  utmost  temper, 
discretion,  and  good  faith."  This  was 
Lord  Glenelg's  attestation  in  favour  of 
the  noble  Earl,  and  the  same  attes- 
tation had  been  repeated  by  the  organs 
of  Government  both  in  that  and  the 
other  House.  On  the  whole,  the  papers 
he  had  before  him  seemed  to  show  that  it 
would  have  been  easy  to  put  a  stop  to  the 
beginnings  of  that  which  subsequent  erup- 
tions rendered  it  much  more  difficult  to 
smother ;  that  much  violence  might  have 
been  spared  ;  that  effusion  of  blood  might 
have  been  spared ;  and  that  House 
might  have  been  spared  the  painful  task 
of  delivering  the  people  of  Canada  into 
the  hands  of  arbitrary  Government.  Hehad 
thus  stated  his  sentiments,  and  however, 
feebly,hehad  stated  his  sentimentsfairly  and 
fully  on  this  great  and  important  question, 
and  having  done  this  he  should  be  anxious 
to  hear  the  opinions  of  more  experienced 
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he  then  call,  indirectly  as  it  was  done 
in  the  preamble  of  this  Bill,  any  Assem- 
bly summoned  by  the  governor — of  an 
Assembly  representing  the  interests  and 
opinions  of  her  Majesty's  subjects?  Were 
hon.  Gentlemen  thus  to  give,  by  their 
enactment,  representatives  to  Canada  ? 
While  they  suspended  the  constitution 
were  they  to  have  persons,  so  collected, 
assume  the  character  of  representalivcs 
of  the  interests  and  opinions  of  her 
Majesty's  subjects  ?  After  suspending 
the  Assembly,  apd  also  after  suspend- 
ing every  part  of  the  Act,  which  gave 
a  constituency  to  that  Assembly, -were 
they  to  delegate  to  the  governor  of  the 
province  the  return  of  Members  to  that 
Assembly  ?  Were  they  to  do  this  after 
they  had  suspended  every  constitutionul 
right  ?  Did  they  mean  that  the  governor 
should  call  any  such  Assembly  which  they 
could  be  disposed  to  acknowledge  as  re- 
presentatives ?  Were  they,  the  represent- 
atives of  the  people  of  Bngland,  to  ac- 
knowledge any  such  Assembly,  discon- 
nected as  it  must  be  from  the  people  re- 
presenting the  interests  and  feelings  of  any 
class  of  her  Majesty's  subjects  ?  Oh  !  if 
the  King  of  the  Low  Countries  had  done 
this  — if  he  had  declared  that  he  felt  it 
neces<;ary  to  abolish  representation  in  Bel- 
gium ;  that  he  meant  to  suspend  the  re- 
presentative system  there  for  two  years ; 
that  all  parts  of  it  were  in  revolt ;  that  in 
Belgium  the  constitution  should  be  sus- 
pended ;  and  then  said  that,  in  the  exer- 
cise of  his  prerogative,  he  was  determined 
upon  carvingBelgium  into  certain  divisions, 
so  that  he  must  be  sure  of  having  those 
who  were  distingui^shed  for  their  fi^Jelity  to 
him;  and  having  established  tninquillity, 
that  he  would  call  certain  persons  to  ad- 
vise him  as  to  the  interests  of  Belgium 
and  Holland,  and  that  they  must  be  re- 
garded in  the  nature  of  repiesentatves 
for  Belgium  !  If  the  King  of  the  Nether- 
liinHs  had  done  this  their  indis:nation 
would  have  overflowed.  But  what  should 
we  think  of  that  hypocrite  who,  whilst  he 
look  away  the  representatives  which  the 
country  already  possessed,  pretended 
that  he  would  find  better  ones  in  their 
si  end.  But  if  all  this  was  true  as  re- 
spected Lower  Canada,'  what  shotild  he 
said  of  Upper  Canada  ?  Had  the  inha- 
bitants of  the  upper  province  done  auv- 
thing  to  entitle  them  to  he  deprived  of 
their  constitutional  rights?  wa<«  there  any- 
thing   in   Upper   Canada  which    rendered 


the  existence  of  a  Legislative  Assemblj 
dangerous ;  Upper  Canada  of  whose  loy- 
alty Sir  Francis  Head  was  so  assured, 
that  he  ventured  upon  that,  as  he  thought 
rash  experiment,  of  removing  every  soldrer 
from  within  its  limits?  That  experiment 
had  succeeded,  however,  and  the  upper 
province  of  Canada  had,  indeed,  proved 
itself  to  be  loyal  and  faithful  in  its  alle- 
giance to  its  Sovereign.  And  was  it  lo 
be  said  that  a  mere  exercise  of  the  pren3- 
gative  of  tiie  Crown  was  to  suspend  the 
Legislative  Assembly  of  Upper  Canada  ? 
He  entreated  the  House  of  Commons  no; 
to  allow  its  estimation  of  the  high  charac- 
ter of  the  noble  Lord  to  whom  these  hi::li 
matters  were  to  be  intrusted  to  reroncile 
it  to  an  unconstitutional  principle  which, 
applied  to  the  province  of  L'pper  Candida, 
was  as  indefensible  as  anything  ever  pro- 
pounded by  any  despot  in  Europe.  La^t 
year  he  had  been  called  upon  to  agree  to 
certain  resolutions  proposed  by  iho  nohit^ 
F^ord  opposite  in  reference  to  theCanadius 
and  had  agreed  to  them.  The  last  of  tho^t- 
resolutions  was  as  follows  : — "  That  j^reat 
inconvenience  has  been  sustained  by  hij 
Majesty's  subjects  inhabiting  the  proviuces 
of  Lower  Canada  and  Upper  Canada  from 
the  want  of  some  adequate  means  for  re- 
gulating and  adjusting  questions  respect- 
ing the  trade  and  commerce  of  the  sai^l 
provinces,  and  divers  other  question^ 
wherein  the  said  provinces  have  a  commit 
interest ;  and  it  is  expedient,  that  the  le- 
gislature of  the  said  provinces  respectivrh 
l)e  authori<icd  to  make  provision  for  lir 
just  regulation  and  adjustment  of  such  their 
common  interests.*'  At  the  instignii««. 
of  the  Ministers  he  had  Toted  that  re- 
solution, declaring  that  the  persons  he;:! 
calculated  to  discuss  not  only  the  local  ii»- 
terests  of  the  respective  provinces,  hut 
their  mutual  relations,  were  their  own 
legislative  assemblies ;  and  if  he  stooxi 
alone  he  would  never  recognise  anv  act 
giving  the  Crown  a  prerogative  to  vk- 
pend  the  constitutional  rights  and  func- 
tions of  the  Canadians.  He  objected  i" 
it  as  a  most  dangerous  precedent  thu^  if' 
call  upon  Parliament  to  recognise  such  .-x 
prerogative,  not  by  any  direct  enactments, 
but  by  a  mere  allusion  in  a  preamble,  and 
thus  creating  a  confusion  of  preroirativo 
and  parliamentary  enactments  to  whi<h  !«•> 
limits  cotdrl  be  with  precision  set.  Wh.iJ 
ncr'c-^sily,  al-o,  was  there  for  it  on  th"  pjf 
sent  oiNMsion  ^  If  the  Government  oi 
her    iVI.ijrsiy    retjuired   new   and   extraot- 
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dinary  powers,  let   them  be  asked  from 
Parliament,  and  if  necessary  they  would 
be  granted ;    if,  on   the  other  hand,  the 
prerogative  of  the  Crown  was  already  suf- 
ficient for  what  they  proposed  to  do,  let 
them  at  once  advise  the  Crown  to  exercise 
that  prerogative  in   such  a  manner  as  the 
case  required.     But  in  the  existence  of 
any  doubt  upon  this  point,  let  them  not 
by  any  tortuous  implication    in  the  pre- 
amble  to    a  Bill  seek  to   obtain  a  Par- 
liamentary sanction  for  their  proceedings. 
Let  them  consider  to  what  such  a  course 
would  lead.     The  existence  of  a  preroga- 
tive in  the  Crown,  for  the  exercise  of  which 
the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  were  responsi- 
ble   was    assumed.       Let   her  Majesty's 
Ministers  take  upon   themselves  the    re- 
sponsibility of  exercising   it,    and  advise 
the  Crown  accoidingly.     Let  them  do  this 
if  they  pleased;  but  he  for  one,   in  the 
absence  of  all  information  on  the  point,  and 
with  the  doubts  upon  his  mind  which  he 
really  entertained  upon  the  subject,  would 
^ot  consent  to  be  dragged  into  a  partici- 
pation in   that  responsibility   which  pro- 
perly belonged  only  to  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown.     He   was  prepared  to  have   his 
motives  misconstrued  even  upon  this  head. 
He  knew  it  would  probably  be  said  of  him 
that  he  wanted  to  prevent  the  Canadians 
from  obtaining  the  advantages  of  a  free 
constitution.     He  wanted  no  such  thing. 
He  believed   that  the  subject  was   one 
which  required  mature  consideration  ;  but 
he  did  not  believe  that  it  would  be  possi- 
ble to  govern  the  Canadian  provinces  suc- 
cessfully, either  with  regard  to  their  own 
interests  or  those  of  the  mother  country, 
or  to  the  permanent  connexion  between 
the  two,  without  the  establishment  of  a 
free  constitution.     Then,  again,  there  was 
another  point  in  this  Bill  to  which  he  must 
give  his  most  decided  opposition,  namely, 
the  power  proposed  to  be  vested  in  the 
Crown  to  repeal  the  Act  by  advice  of  the 
Privy  Council.     Of  all  the  events  which 
had  taken  place  within  his  memory,  em- 
bracing as  it  did  a   period   of  history   in 
which  constitutional  principles  had  been 
more  discussed  than  in  any  other  of  similar 
duration,  he  never  recollected   a  proposi* 
tion  more  unconstitutional  and  unjustiAable 
than   this.     If    her    Majesty's    Ministers 
called  upon  him  to-day  to  pass  this  Bill 
into  a  law,  he   would  never  recognise   a 
power  in  the  Crown  to  repeal  that  enact- 
ment.    If   a  constitutional  principle    of 
such  magnitude  and  importance  were  to  be 


admitted,  that  an  act  passed  by  Parliament 
could    be   repealed   at   pleasure   by   the 
Crown,  there  was  no  knowing  to  what  it 
might  lead  hereafter.     Besides,  the  very 
clumsy  manner  in  which  the  whole  Bill'was 
drawn  up,  but  remarkably  so  in  this  clause, 
showed   that  the  framers  of  the  measure 
themselves  did  not   very  thoroughly  un- 
derstand to  what  extent  they  wished  the 
principle   to   be  carried.      The  marginal 
abstract  professed  to  give  this  power  to 
her  Majesty  in   council,  "  when   Parlia- 
ment  was  not  sitting,"  but  the   enacting 
part  of  the  text  omitted  this  restriction, 
and  gave  her  Majesty  the  absolute  power 
to  repeal  the  act  at  ail  times,  and  under  all 
circumstances.     For  his  own  part,   how- 
ever, he  cared  not  for  the  distinction  as  to 
whether  Parliament  were  sitting  or  not,  he 
would   never  allow    the   Crown    a  power 
%o  suspend,  not  merely  a  few  matters  of 
detail    in    an    Act    of  Parliament,    but 
absolutely  and  entirely  to  annihilate  that 
very  enactment  which  had  been  passed  by 
the  three  estates  of  the  Legislature.     No  : 
if  Parliament  were  to  be  called  upon  to 
pass  this  act,  suspending  the  constitutional 
rights  of  the  provinces  of  Canada,  at  least 
let  it  also  have  the  graceful  task  of  restor- 
ing those  high  privileges  when  the  happy 
occasion   for  so  doing  presented    itself. 
Let   it  not  be  said  that  those   privileges 
were   forfeited  by  law   and   restored   by 
prerogative.    To  have  that  said  would  be 
an  advance  in  unconstitutional  principles 
the  contemplation  of  which  should  make 
the  House  pause  before  they  gave  thejr 
sanction   to  the  first   step   which   might 
lead  to  it.    There  was  another  point  also 
to  which  he  could  not  but  allude.     It  was 
proposed    to    be  enacted  that  when   the 
Governor-general  had  called  together  the 
council  which  was  to  assist  him  in  passing 
the  measures  which  might  be  necessary 
for  the  adjustment  of  the   affairs  of  the 
two  provinces,  no  one  in  that  council  but 
himself,  who  had  just  arrived  from  England 
should  be  allowed  the  privilege  of  pro- 
posing any  such  measures  for  adoption. 
Now  he  could  not  see  upon  what  pretence 
such  a  restriction  upon  the  powers  of  the 
councillors     should     be     passed.       The 
council  was  to  have  the  power  of  making 
laws,  but  no  one  but  the  Governor- genera  I 
was  to  propose  any.     No  one  could  open 
his  lips  with  the  suggestion  of  any,  for  if 
he  did  so  the  measure  he  suggested  would 
become  invalid,  if  passed.     The  only  man, 
in  short,  who  was  to  propose  anything  on 
Q2 
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tion  was  couched  in  language  fit  and  be- 
coming for  that  House  to  receive.  In  his 
opinion  it  certainly  was  not;  and  at  the 
same  time  he  could  not  avoid  expressing  his 
opinion,  that  the  hon.  Member  would  ill 
serve  the  cause  of  the  petitioners,  if  he  did 
not  intimate  to  them  that  such  language 
was  highly  unbecoming. 

The  Speaker  begged  to  draw  Mr. 
Wakley's  attention  to  one  of  the  expres- 
sions contained  in  the  petition.  The  peti- 
tioners spoke  of  a  rabble  of  Lords,  but  they 
would  not  say.  that  there  was  a  rabble  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  exception 
was  an  inference  that  they  intended  to  say 
that  there  was  a  rabble  in  the  other  House. 

Mr.  Waklctf  asked  in  what  manner 
petitioners  were  to  express  their  sentiments 
if  that  House  chose  to  attach  innuendoes  to 
their  expressions — which  they  disclaimed 
— as  an  excuse  for  rejecting  their  petitions. 
In  this  case  the  petitioners  explicitly  stated 
that  they  did  not  say  there  was  a  rabble  in 
this  House— but  that  there  was  a  rabble  of 
Lords.  And  he  said  the  same  thing — 
there  was  a  rabble  of  every  class  of  society. 
He  had  already  expressed  his  regret  that 
these  expressions  were  in  the  petition,  but 
he  did  not  think  they  should  be  made  the 
ground  for  not  receiving  it.  If,  however,  the 
motion  for  excluding  it  was  persevered  in, 
he  should  divide  the  House.  The  working 
classes  ought  to  be  more  effectually  repre- 
sented in  that  House.  At  present  they 
were  only  indirectly  represented.  Till 
they  were  allowed  to  exercise  the  Par- 
liamentary franchise,  he  should  look  with 
much  calmness  upon  such  expressions. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  would  be 
sorry  to  object  to  the  reception  of  any 
petition ;  but  there  was  no  grievance 
which  might  not  be  complained  of  in 
courteous  and  decent  terms.  Whether  the 
language  used  in  the  petition  was  dis. 
respectful  to  this  or  to  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  they  were  equally  bound  to 
reject  it.  He  was  sorry  the  hon.  Member 
thought  lit  to  divide  the  House.  He  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  withdraw  the  petition. 

Mr.  A,  White  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Wynn)  that  this  petition 
ought  to  be  withdrawn.  He  was  as  much 
a  friend  to  the  working  classes  as  any 
Member  of  that  House,  and  he  had  used 
as  strenuous  endeavours  to  obtain  house- 
hold suffrage ;  but  he  thought  that  every 
ptition  to  that  House  ought  to  be  worded 
in  respectful  language. 

T\\e  Speaker — Will  the  hon.  Member 
divide  ? 


Mr.  Wakley  observed,  that  he  was  plu 
in  a  very  peculiar  situation.    He  wishci 
discharge  his    duty  to   those  persom  \^: 
had  committed  their  interests  to  bi^  c;!' 
The  object  of  the  petition  was  to  obu.  ^ 
remission  of  the  sentence  on  the  five  ^. 
whom  the  petitioners  believed  to  have  U 
unjustly   sentenced     at    Edinburgh:    Y\ 
took  it  that  they   bad   that  one  ohjc  •* 
view,  and  that  object  only — that  it  wn^ 
their  intention    to    insult  the  House,  ( r : 
use  any  expressions  ofTensive  to  the  feeli- . 
of  its  Members.    Considering  they  bail  t: 
sole  and  unadulterated  object  in  view. 
thought  it  better   to  withdraw  the  jxiir. 
to-day,  and  would  certainly  do  so,  wirli" 
permission  of  the  House      He  would  ta.i 
write  to   the  chairman  of  the  roeetini:.  - 
which  the  petition    was  agreed  to,  an  J .; 
the  petitioners  were    still    of  opinion  ih. 
it  ought  to  be  presented,  he  should  kt\ .: 
to  be   his  duty  to  offer   it   agaia  to  il 
House,  and  would  certainly  press  tbe  ^m- 
tion  to  a  division.      He   was  happy  to  sij 
that  there  was  now  no  obstacle  in  thi» 
House  to   the    presentation   of  petitiV:'- 
When  he  first  had  the  honours  a  «^^ 
however,  a  very  great  difficulty  existed  ii 
this  respect,  and  Members  had  frequently 
to  wait  for  five  or  six  weeks  together,  \nib- 
out  an  opportunity  being  afforded  for  /jnn; 
petitions  on  the  table,  in  consequence^ 
the  discussions  which    took  place  on  pe^ 
tions. 

Petition  withdrawn. 

Canada.]     Lord  John  Rttssell,  in  »  ' 
ing  that  the  Speaker  leave  the  Chair,  I ' 
the  purpose  of  going  into  Commit^' ' 
the  Canada  Bill,  observed,  that  on  g' j^^ 
over  the  Bill  he  discovered  a  great  numi^; 
of  verbal  amendments  to  be  necessary ;  ai 
it  was  essential  that  they  should  comniit  U 
Bill,  in  order  to  give  an  opportunity  ' 
make  those  amendments.     Of  course  it «-' 
more  convenient   that   the  Bill  shovhl  •' 
discussed  in  the  amended  form,  if  *^J''1'^)| 
no  objection  to  the  principle  involved  mj'* 

motion    for   going   into   Com^^^^^'  . 
should,  therefore,  propose  that  they  go  I'l 
Committee  pro  forma  on  the  Bi"* 

On  the  question  that  the  Speaker  Ic-^ 
the  Chair, 

Mr.  Warbnrion  rose  to  oppose  tie  n'"f" ' 
because  he  was  anxious  to  state  ni*!^'^  ^ 
in  support  of  the  plan  which  he  hfl" "" 
former  night  submitted.     As  he  had  ^^ 
addressed  the  House  on  this  subjeft,  i»^  !' 


Ixiund  to  trivt»  w.iv  to  those  who  m'K  . , 
to  deliver  their  opinions  on  the  pr^oci^ 
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the  proposed  measure.     Since,  however,  he 
conceived  that   the  proposition  which   he 
had    submitted  formed  tbe  only  true  and 
radical  remedy  for  the  evils  which  existed 
in  the  government  of  the  colonies^  and  as  it 
had  licen  repeatedly  adverted  to  in  the  dis- 
cussion   which  had   taken  place,    he   felt 
justified  in  presenting  himself  once  more  to 
the  House  in  order  to  suhstantinte  the  views 
wljich  he    had    expressed.     The    remedy 
which  he  conceived  would  remove  all  dis- 
affection in  the  colonies  was  to  propose  an 
amicable  separation   between    the  mother 
(^i)untry    and    the  colonies.     He  acknow- 
ledged that  the  mother  country  conferred 
the  greatest  possible  boon    on  the  colonies 
when  in  1791  she  gave  them  the  benefit  of 
popular  representation.     All  the  governors 
had  counteracted   the  effects  which  might 
naturally  be  supposed  to  flow  from  popular 
gave  mm  en  t,   and  resisted  all  the  attempts 
made  by  the  colonists  to  obtain  a  full  recog- 
nition   of  their  liberties.     A   charge    had 
been  preferred  against  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly of  want  of  intelligence,  and  ignorance. 
Now,  what  was  the  proof  to  substantiate 
this  accusation  1     Why,  that  they  offered 
to  grant  24,000/.,  ten  per  cent  of    their 
whole  revenue,  in  support  of  national  edu- 
cation.    Was  that  House  prepared  to  make 
a  like  proposition  }     And  yet  several  Mem- 
bers had  taunted  the   House  of  Assembly 
with  a  want  of  advancement  in  civilisation, 
and  with  not  coming  up  to  the  spirit  of  the 
age.     In  consequence  of  this  conduct,  they 
had     won    the    affections  of    the  French 
Canadian  population.     Let  the  House  look 
to  the  returns  made  of    members  to  the 
f  f ouse  of  Assembly,  and  then  denvi  if  they 
could,  that  it  had .  secured  the  regard  and 
confidence  of  the  people  of  Canada.     The 
impression    that    prevailed    amongst     the 
Canadians,  that  they  had  not  obtained  the 
advantages  which  usually  arose  out  of  popu- 
lar representation,  had  led  to  all  the  unfor- 
tunate events  which  had  taken  place  between 
the  mother  country  and  the  colonies.     Let 
them  look  to  the  petitions,  not  from  Lower 
C /ana da,  but  from  the  whole  of  their  North 
American  colonics,    Upper  Canada,   New 
Brunswick,  Nova  Scotia,  Prince  Edward's 
Island,  and  Newfoundland,  and  they  would 
find  that    the    people  required  not    only 
popular    representation,    but    what   grew 
naturally  out  of  it,  a  responsible  executive. 
What  he  meant  by  a  responsible  executive 
was,  that  if  there  was  a  majority  in  the 
House  of  Assembly  against  that  govern- 
ment,   which   was   put    over  them  by  the 
colonial  government  at  home,   or    if    the 


course  recommended  by  the  administration 
at  home  was  disapproved  of  by  them,  what 
they  asked  was  power  to  dismiss  the  execu- 
tive, and  to  place  in  their  stead  ministers 
who  would  act  in  conformity  with  the 
wishes  of  a  majority  of  the  inhabitants. 
They  had  given  the  Canadians  either  too 
little  or  too  much ;  if  they  were  to  be 
governed  by  the  office  in  Downing-street, 
then  they  never  should  have  had  imparted 
to  them  a  system  of  popular  representation, 
but  having  had  this,  they  ought  also  to 
have  had  given  to  them  a  responsible  exe- 
cutive. It  was  for  this,  that  all  the  colonies 
in  North  America  were  now  petitioning. 
But  what  said  the  Colonial  Secretary? 
Why,  that  to  make  an  executive  responsible 
was  incompatible  with  colonial  government. 
Let  the  House  attend  to  what  appeared  to 
him  to  be  the  measure  by  which  all  that 
affected  the  colonies  according  to  their  pre- 
sent system  was  regulated.  It  was  not 
regulated  by  its  utility  as  it  affected  the 
colonies,  but  by  another  rule  and  standard 
— by  whether  it  was  calculated  to  assert 
the  superiority  of  the  mother  country  over 
her  colony  or  not.  That  was  the  standard 
by  which  every  measure  was  now  to  be 
judged.  He  would  say,  therefore,  that  it 
was  not  to  be  wonder^  at  that  extensive 
disaffection  and  dissatisfaction  should  pre- 
vail in  their  colonies,  and  it  must 
continue  to  be  so  until  they  gave  them 
the  benefits  of  responsible  government. 
In  his  opinion,  by  a  large  and  liberal  con- 
cession at  the  present  moment,  in  which 
measure  of  concession  he  comprehended  an 
intimation  and  signification  to  the  colonies 
that  they  were  prepared,  if  the  colonies 
wished  it,  for  the  purpose  of  improving 
their  own  form  of  government — that  they 
were  prepared  deliberately  to  discuss  with 
them  by  what  course  of  measures  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  colony  might  best  be 
brought  about — if  the  House  was  prepared 
to  make  that  communication  to  them,  in 
his  opinion  the  colonies  would  be  ready  to 
take  from  them  any  measures  preparatory 
to  that  great  object,  and  thereby  a  recon- 
ciliation would  take  place  between  the  co- 
lony and  the  mother  country.  But  if»  on 
the  contrary,  they  determined  not  only  to 
restore,  but  permanently  to  retain  their  au- 
thority  in  these  colonies,  then,  in  his  opinion, 
no  measures  that  could  be  proposed  would  be 
likely  to  bring  about  a  lasting  reconcilia- 
tion. The  dissatisfaction  that  prevailed  in 
the  colony  appeared  to  him  to  have  arisen, 
not  only  from  the  circumstances  he  had 
pointed  out,  but  it  appeared  to  him  also  to 
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ment,  and  exchange  it  for  a  representation 
composed  of  three  persons  selected  from 
one  Legislative  Council,  and  ten  indivi- 
duals named  by  the  people — we  will  not 
run  the  risk  of  parting  with  our  legislature 
even  for  a  time/'  Assuredly,  when  he 
saw  by  the  instructions  contained  in  the 
dispatch  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  that  the  Committee  which 
it  was  proposed  to  appoint  would  be  not 
only  empowered  to  take  into  consideration 
matters  involving  the  interests  of  both 
provinces,  but  that  to  the  thirteen  mem* 
bers  furnished  by  the  province  of  Upper 
Canada  would  be  intrusted,  conjointly 
with  the  other  members,  the  power  of 
regulating  the  domestic  concerns  and  the 
future  political  institutions  of  the  province 
of  Lower  Canada,  he  could  not  refrain 
from  entertaining  strong  doubts  as  to  whe- 
ther the  suggestions  which  they  might  be 
disposed  to  offer  would  be  acceptable  to 
the  inhabitants  of  the  lower  province.  If 
the  Government  desired  it,  they  might  press 
the  arrangement,  but  they  must  take  upon 
themselves  all  the  responsibility, andhe  must 
refuse  to  be  a  party  to  it.  In  this,  there- 
fore, as  well  as  in  other  matters  connected 
with  the  subject  of  that  night's  debate,  he 
would  propose  such  amendments  as  might 
suggest  themselves  to  his  mind  as  just 
and  desirable.  Notwithstanding  the  ob- 
servations of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Ellice),  he  roust  persist  in  the  ex» 
pression  of  his  opinion  that  the  power 
which  it  was  proposed  to  concede  to  Lord 
Durham  of  appointing  to  the  Committee 
the  six  members  of  the  Legislative  Council 
was  a  power  which  it  was  neither  judicious 
nor  proper  to  extend.  If,  however,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  could  convince  him  that 
it  was  right  to  concede  this  power,  he 
would  not  insist  upon  pressing  his  amend- 
ment which  referred  to  that  point.  He 
had  not  the  slightest  disposition  to  pro- 
pose any  amendment  tending  to  deprive 
Lord  Durham  of  any  powers  which  were 
necessary  for  the  proper  discharge  of  his 
functions.  But  he  would  steadily  pursue 
that  course  of  which  his  judgment  ap- 
proved, in  submitting  to  the  House  such 
amendments  as  appeared  to  him  to  be 
conformable  to  reason  and  justice — such 
amendments  as  would  prevent  this  Bill 
from  establishing  a  dangerous  precedent, 
or  introducing  any  principle  which  was  at 
variance  with  the  spirit  of  the  constitution 
— such  amendments  as  would  preclude 
the  devolution  upon  an  individual  of  any 


powers  which  were  not  necessary  for  the 
settlement  of  the  disputed  questions,  and 
the  reconcilement  of  the  conflicting  inter- 
ests. He  should  press  his  amendments, 
and  it  was  for  the  noble  Lord  to  consider 
well  the  course  which  it  was  most  proper 
for  him  to  pursue. 

Mr.  Ellice  explained.  After  hearing 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  Speech,  he  did 
not  perceive  any  essential  difference  in 
principle  between  him  and  the  proposers 
of  this  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  pro- 
posed the  concession  to  the  Governor  of 
Canada  of  the  utmost  latitude  of  powers 
for  the  carrying  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  into  effect.  The  particular  plan  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  for  accomplish- 
irig  the  objects  which  were  proposed  in 
this  Bill  was  not  suggested  as  imperative 
upon  the  House.  He  believed  that  the 
whole  House  were  agreed  that  Canada 
could  not  be  governed  except  upon  the 
representative  principle.  Government 
entertained  no  intention  hostile  to  the 
preservation  of  that  principle  in  Canada. 
With  regard  to  the  precise  nature  of  the 
powers  to  be  conceded  to  Lord  Durham,  it 
was  necessary  that  the  views  of  all  parties 
in  that  House  should  be  ascertained  ;  but 
it  appeared  to  him,  that  much  of  the  dis- 
cussion suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet was  upon  very  unimportant  sub- 
jects. 

Viscount  Sandon  was  understood  to  ob- 
ject to  Ministers  dictating  to  the  House 
to  adopt  one  particular  mode  out  of  many 
for  the  settlement  of  the  disturbed  state  of 
aflfairs  in  Canada,  more  especially  as  the 
mode  suggested  appeared  to  him  to  be 
perhaps  the  very  worst  they  could  have 
selected.  He  could  not  understand  the 
nature  of  the  cumbrous  and  imperfect 
machinery,  by  the  aid  of  which  Ministers 
propose  to  carry  their  intentions  into 
effect — machinery  involving  the  re-con- 
struction of  the  elective  franchise  in 
Canada  and  the  establishment  of  new 
modes  of  return,  as  well  as  of  the  trial  of 
the  validity  of  those  elections;  and  all 
this  in  a  country  which  was  just  emerging 
from  rebellion.  It  was  quite  unfair  to  call 
on  the  House  beforehand  to  give  its  sanc- 
tion to  such  a  project.  He,  therefore, 
would  support,  with  cordiality,  (he  amend- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  Baronet* 

Mr.  G.  F,  Young  was  of  opinion  that 
the  practical  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Coventry,  must  have  produced  a  very 
strong  impression  on  the  House.     That 
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doubt  that  it  might  be  right  that  Lord 
Durham  should  collect  information  from 
all  quarters — did  he  doubt  that  it  might 
be   advantageous  that  the  state  of  feeling 
in  both  the  Can  ad  as  should  be  ascertained? 
Not  at  all  ;  but  he  was  not  prepared  to 
say,  that  it  was  6tand  proper  for  the  House 
of  Commons  to  prescribe  to  Lord  Durham 
the  mode   in  which  he  should  take  that 
information — he  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  a  certain  assembly  should  be  called 
together  now,  or  in  the  next  year,  or  that 
in  the  state  of  exasperated  feeling  which 
existed  in  that  province,  the  assembling  of 
constitutional  bodies  in  great  numbers,  and 
that  the  two  Canadas  should  be  brought, 
if  not  into  collision,    at    all  events  into 
contact,  was  a  wise  measure  ;  neither  was 
he  prepared  to  say,  that  having  suspended 
the  whole  representative  principle  in  Lower 
Canada   (and   these  were  sentiments  in 
which    those    hon.  Members    who   were 
opposed  to  him  in  politics  roust  concur  and 
affirm),  ten  men  selected  from  five  districts 
in  Canada  would  be  a  full,  fair,  and  free 
representation  of  the  people  of  that  colony. 
He  knew  nothing  whatever  of  any  repre- 
sentative system  in  Canada,   except  that 
which  was  by  law  established,  and  which 
they  were  now  about  to  suspend.     The 
House    of  Representatives  consisted   of 
eighty  individuals  at  this  moment,   who 
were   the  only  recognised  organs  of  the 
sentiments  entertained  by  the  inhabitants 
of  Lower  Canada.     The  propriety  of  sus- 
pending that  Assembly  in  the  exercise  of 
its  legislative  functions  was  the  question 
now  proposed  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House ;  but  he  certainly  could  not  consent 
to  the  declaration  that  ten  persons, selected 
from  five  districts  by  the  ordinance  of  the 
new  governor,  in  pursuance  of  a  new  mode 
of  election  established  by  him,  and  with  a 
newly-constituted    tribunal    for     settling 
those  disputes  which  would  probably  arise 
as  to  the    eligibility  of  the   individuals 
returned,  and  the  legality  of  their  election 
he  never  could  be  brought  to  affirm,  in  the 
words  of  the  preamble  of  the  Bill,  that  the 
persons  so  selected  would  constitute  a  fair 
and  a  fitting  representation  of  the  senti* 
ments  of  the  Canadian  people.     He  never 
could  believe  that  the   Members  of   the 
British  House  of  Commons,  who,    irt    a 
constitutional   point  of    view,    were  the 
guardians  of  the  representative  principle, 
could  consent,  through  the  agency  of  this 
Bill,  to  the  abolition  of  that  representative 
system   which   the    constitution  of  both 


Canadas  had  established,  and  at  the  same 
time  give  their  sanction  to  the  declaration 
that  ten  persons  selected  in  the  proposed 
manner  would  form  a  fair  and  fitting  repre- 
sentation. This  was  a  point  with  reference 
to  which  he  relied  with  much  confidence 
upon  the  support  of  the  House.  Upon 
this  ground,  therefore,  he  objected  to  the 
principle  of  the  measure.  When  Lord 
Durham  arrived  in  Canada  he  might  pos- 
sibly find  it  practicable  to  carry  the  pro- 
posed arrangement  into  effect;  but  if  he 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  were  asked  beforehand  whe- 
ther, in  a  province  in  which  martial  law 
was  established  in  many  districts — in  which 
rebellion  had  been  only  just  suppressed — 
if  he  were  asked  whether  it  would  facilitate 
the  adjustment  of  the  important  interests 
— the  settlement  of  the  vital  questions  at 
issue — to  take  twenty-six  gentlemen,  six  of 
them  chosen  by  the  governor  from  the 
members  of  both  Legislative  Councils,  ten 
of  them  elected  by  the  inhabitants  of  Upper 
Canada,  whose  feelings  and  interests  were 
directly  opposed  to  those  of  the  people  of 
Lower  Canada,  and  to  give  them  a  ma- 
jority of  sixteen  to  ten  composed  of  indi- 
viduals known  to  be  opposed  in  feeling  to 
the  inhabitants  of  the  Lower  province — ^he 
would  at  once  declare  that  he  was  not 
prepared  to  answer  in  the  affirmative.  He 
was  not  disposed  to  place  any  restriction 
on  the  authority  of  the  Crown ;  neither 
was  he  actuated  by  any  unworthy  desire 
to  embarrass  those  with  whom  the  respon- 
sibility rested ;  but  he  must  protest  against 
an  independent  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  like  himself,  owning  no  rela- 
tions but  those  of  a  faithful  representative 
of  his  constituents'  opinions,  and  an  eager 
solicitude  for  the  preservation  of  the  con. 
stitution  in  its  integrity,  being  called  on 
to  become  a  party  to  the  establishment  of 
such  a  representative  principle.  Might 
he  not  contemplate  this  result,  that  the 
people  of  Upper  Canada  would  refuse  to 
comply  with  the  proposed  regulation,  a 
result  which  did  not  appear  at  all  impfob- 
able,  considering  that  the  inhabitants  of 
that  province  had  at  the  present  moment 
a  Legislative  Council  and  a  House  of 
Assembly  in  full  activity  and  nambers, 
sitting  and  discharging  legislative  functions 
under  the  sanction  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  ? 
Suppose  that  the  people  of  Upper  Canada 
were  to  say,  "  We  won't  agree  to  the  pro- 
posed arrangement — we  can't  consent  to 
part  with  our  legislature,  which  holds  its 
sittings  upon  the  faith  of  an  act  of  Pariia- 
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colonies  was  the  cause  of  the  strength  of 
our  commercial  marine.  But  he  had  always 
understood,  that  the  strength  of  our  com- 
mercial marine  was  rather  derived  from 
the  capital  of  our  merchants,  the  skill  and 
industiy  of  our  manufacturers,  and  the 
enterprise  of  our  seamen ;  and  in  proof  of 
this  he  might  say,  that  our  commercial 
marine  trading  to  the  United  States  at 
present,  when  that  country  was  an  inde- 
pendent republic,  was  four  or  five  times 
as  large  as  when  that  country  was  a  de- 
pendency of  Great  Britain.  But  in  order 
to  show  that  the  strength  of  our  com- 
mercial marine  did  not  de))end  upon  our 
Canadian  possessions,  he  would  quote  the 
words  of  the  right  hon.  the  Paymaster  of 
her  Majesty's  Forces  (Sir  Henry  Pamell), 
whose  authority  stood  deservedly  high  and 
would  have  due  weight  on  the  Treasury 
bench.     That  right  Hon.  Gentleman  said, 

"  With  respect  to  Canada  (including  our  other 
possessions  on  the  continent  of  North  Ame- 
rica) no  case  can  be  made  out  to  show,  that 
we  should  not  have  every  commercial  advan- 
tage we  are  supposed  now  to  have  if  it  wera 
made  an  independent  state.  Neither  our 
manufacturers,  foreign  commerce,  nor  ship- 
ping would  be  injured  by  such  a  measure.  On 
the  other  band,  what  has  the  nation  lost  by 
Canada?  Fifty  or  sixty  millions  have  already 
been  expended,  the  annual  charge  on  the 
British  Treasury  is  full  600,000/.  a-year,  and 
we  learn  from  the  second  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Finance,  that  a  plan  of  fortifying 
Canada  has  been  for  two  or  three  years  in 
progress  which  is  to  cost  3,000,000/." 

From  this  statement  it  appeared^  and 
no  higher  authority  could  be  found,  that 
Great  Britain  would  enjoy  all  the  advan- 
tages that  she  at  present  possessed  if  Ca- 
nada was  an  independent  state,  both  as 
regarded  her  merchandise,  her  trade,  and 
her  shipping ;  and  that  having  already  spent 
fifty  niillions  of  money  in  raising  that 
country  to  strength  and  importance,  she 
would,  if  the  Canadians  were  left  to  govern 
themselves,  be  saved  a  future  expense  of 
2,000,000/.  a-year.  There  was,  however, 
one  advantage  derived  from  the  possession 
of  Canada  which  had  not  been  stated,  and 
that  was,  agreat  extent  of  official  patronage. 
If  Canada  was  exalted  to  the  rank  of  a  free 
state,  they  should  have  much  fewer  go- 
vernorships and  secretaryships  to  bestow 
than  at  present,  and  much  fewer  ap{X)int- 
ments  in  the  army,  the  navy,  and  the  civil 
departments.  But  no  such  consideration 
would  influence  his  Majesty's  present  Go- 
vernment, and  the  people  of  Great  Britain 
had  too  little  regard  to  official  patronage 


to  purchase  it  at  so  exorbitant  a  price  ^ 
two  millions  sterling  a-year.     But  it  wd> 
alleged  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,   tLj 
Member  for  Tamworth,  the  other   niglit. 
that  if  independence  were  conceded  by  tiii< 
country  to  Canada,  the  other  colonies  migl : 
set  up  the  same  claim,  and  that  even  thr 
Isle  of  Wight  might  insist  upon  an  inilc- 
pendent  Government.     As  to   their   oth.: 
colonies  setting  up  a  claim  to  independent:.-, 
it  might  or  might  not  be  advisable  to  con- 
cede such  a  claim,  according  to  the  circum 
stances  of  the  case ;  but  as  to  the  Isle  of 
Wight  being  induced  by  the  example   :t 
Canada   to   insist    upon    an    indepen(](.rit 
Government,   the  idea  was  prepofiterot)> : 
though  if  the  Isle  of  White  was  at  a  JL- 
tance  of  three  thousand  miles  from  En<;- 
land,   instead  of  one  hour's  sail — if  tL-.t 
island   contained    ten    hundred    thou^u:.  i 
inhabitants  instead  of  two  thousand^  and  if 
it  had,  like  Canada,  enjoyed  a  Le^slative 
Assembly  for  seven-and-forty  years,  thert 
might  have  been  some  fitness  in  the  corj- 
parison.     It  was  further  inasted,  both  in 
the  House  and  out  of  it,  that  it  was  tl  v- 
bounden  duty  of  Great  Britain  to  retain  it< 
sway  over  Canada,  because  a  vast  numU  r 
of  its  own  subjects  had  settled  in   that 
country,  and  if  British  influence  and  pro- 
tection were    withdrawn,    these     sett}iT> 
would  be  subjected  to  all  sorts  of  violena 
and  injustice.     The  Gentlemen  who  ma.A 
this  assertion  accompanied  it  with  other  > 
which  served  to  show  how  unfounded  iv  .^ 
their  apprehension  of  danger.     They  su' ! 
that  in  the  two  provinces  of  Upper  nul 
Lower  Canada  there  were   a  million  <<* 
inhabitants — that  in  Upper  Canada  thcr. 
were   four  hundred  thousand,   nearly  :><< 
English  and  Irish ;   and  that  in  Lower  Ca- 
nada there  were  600,000  of  whom  1 70,tH;<' 
were  English  and  430,000  French  Cai  a- 
dians;  tne  property  of  the  country,  tlj.* 
said,  also,  was  principally  British  or  i^- 
longing  to  British  settlers ;  and  as  to  tiik- 
intelligence,   the    preponderance  was  (!•  - 
cidedly  on  the  side  of  the  British.     If  th^ 
were  so,  and  he  (Mr.  Baines)  was  not  ill- 
posed  to  deny  it,  was  it  to  be  supposed  tiu' 
the   French   Canadians,   though   enjoyir.;' 
some  advantages  in  point  of  local  sctiK- 
ment,  but  inferior  as  they  were  in  nume- 
rical strength,  in  property,  in  intelljgeniv, 
and  in  inBuence,  would,  if  they  hail  ti.-: 
dis^sition,  be  able  to  tyrannise  and  oppro<> 
their    British    neighbours?     It   was    jU> 
alleged  that  to  submit  to  the  severance  of 
Canada  from  Great  Britain  would  be  m 
deprive  the  crown  of  England  of  one  of  ii^ 
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brightest  jewels ;  but  this  figurative  ex- 
pression was  calculated  rather  to  impose 
upon  the  imagination  than  to  convince  the 
judgment,  and  so  far  from   the  Crown  of 
England  being  tarnished  by  the  voluntary 
surrender  of  Canada,  when  the  time  came 
that  the  people  of  that  country  generally 
thought  that  they  ought  to  be  tree,  and 
felt  that  they  were  not,  the   example  of 
emancipating  the  colony  would  be  highly 
appreciated  in  other  times  and  by  other 
countries,  and  would  give  to  England  a 
perpetual    claim   to  the  gratitude  of  the 
Government   and  people  of  Canada.     It 
was  on  these  grounds  necessary  and  proper, 
when  Lord  Durham  arrived  in  Canada  as 
governor-general    of   that    province,   and 
when  he  assembled  around  him  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  provinces,  men  best  ac- 
quainted  with    their  interests   and  .  their 
opinions^  that  he  should  inquire  of  them 
what  were  their  wishes  as  to  the  establish- 
ment of  an  independent  government  either 
as  to  Canada  separately,  or  as  to  their  other 
settlements  in  North  America,  on  the  plan 
of  federation  bo  ably  recommended  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman^  the  Member  for  Bridport. 
In  his  opinion,  a  power  to  make  this  in- 
quiry should  be  given  to  the  noble  Earl 
in  his  instructions  from  the  Colonial-office. 
Such  a  power,  accompanied  with  the  at- 
tribute of  general  amnesty  already  promised 
would  do  more  to  tranquillise  Canada  than 
any  coercive  clauses  introduced  into  the 
present  Bill ;  indeed  it  would  supersede  to 
a  considerable  degree  the  necessity  for  such 
clauses;   and   it  would   be   strikingly  ac- 
cordant with  that  love  of  liberty  to  which 
the  noble  pacificator,  who  would  then  be 
hailed  as  a  public  benefactor,  was  so  strongly 
attached.      The  right  hon.   Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  had  said  last  night 
that  he  omitted  altogether  from  his  consi- 
deration the  person  appointed  by  the  Crown 
to  undertake  this  mission,  but  the  people 
of  England  and  the  people  of  Canada  would 
not  omit  that  subject  from  their  consider- 
ation.     They  would  attach  great  impor- 
tance to  that  choice,  and  they  would  rest 
assured   that  it  was,  so  far  as  the  noble 
Lord  was  concerned,  a  guarantee  against 
the  undue  exercise  of  those  absolute  powers 
with  which  he  was  to  be  armed.     That 
night  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert 
Peel)  had  intimated  an  intention  to  move 
an  amendment  in  the  preamble  of  the  Bill 
for  the  purpose  of  withdrawing  the  instruc- 
tions to  Lord  Durham  from  that  preamble ; 
but  while  those   instructions  were    given 
from  the  Colonial-office,   with  a  power  to 
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act  upon  them  or  not,  as  the  noble  Earl 
might  think  fit,  it  mattered  little  whether 
they  were  contained  in  the  preamble  of  the 
Bill  or  not ;  and  the  proposed  alteration 
would  be  viewed  by  the  House  as  a  dis- 
tinction without  a  difference.  There  might, 
however,  be  some  danger  from  the  plausi- 
bility of  the  proposed  amendment  that  it 
would  attract  some  votes  from  that  (the 
Ministerial)  side  of  the  House ;  but  when 
it  was  considered  that  the  practical  effect 
of  Ministers  being  outvoted  by  the  other 
side  of  the  House  would  involve  the  dan- 
ger of  the  Canadian  Coercion  BiU  being 
carried  into  operation  by  a  Tory  adminis- 
tration, he  felt  persuaded  that  no  persons, 
foreseeing  these  consequences,  and  being 
stronely  attached  to  liberal  principles, 
would  be  betrayed  into  a  vote  calculated  to 
produce  consequences  so  disastrous. 

Mr.  Slaney  said,  that  it  was  his  mis- 
fortune to  differ  in  opinion  on  this  subject 
from  those  with  whom  he  usually  voted, 
and  he  most  earnestly  desired,  that  before 
any  final  determination  should  be  arrived 
at,  the  whole  of  the  meatnre,  as  well  as 
the  state  of  the  colony,  should  be  inquired 
into.  Looking  at  the  mode  in  which  the 
colony  had  been  treated,  and  the  line  of 
conduct  which  they  had  pursued,  he  was 
far  from  thinking  that  there  were  not 
many  circumstances  whicl)  tended  to 
excuse  the  conduct  of  the  Canadians  in 
the  present  revolt.  From  the  year  1771 
to  1831  the  whole  history  of  the  colony 
tended  to  show  that  its  inhabitants  had 
strictly  followed  the  example  set  to  them 
by  the  mother  country.  He  did  not  deny 
that  many  of  the  claims  which  were  made 
were  unreasonable,  and  could  not  be 
granted  ;  but  there  were  others  which 
were  just.  Instead  of  granting  these 
latter  cluims,  however,  the  consideration 
of  them  had  been  delayed,  and  no  answer 
was  given,  and  he  must  say,  that  he 
thought  that  it  was  by  these  nteans  that 
the  people  were  thrown  into  a  position,  by 
their  being  open  to  be  led  by  bad  advisers, 
that  had  induced  the  present  unhappy 
revolt.  Instead  of  listening  to  the  advice 
of  Mr.  Roebuck,  who  had  been  their  sup- 
porter, they  had  submitted  to  be  led  by 
others,  and  their  diflerenccs  with  Engh»nd 
had  been  increased  and  aggravated.  (Con- 
sidering tiiese  circumstances,  he  must 
confess  ihnt  his  opinion  wps,  that  the 
ftrealest  allowance  KhouUI  he  made  f(»r 
them.  No  one  could  view  the  prf-inl 
stale  of  the  colony  without  feelings  ul  the 
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deepest  regret,  seeing  the  atrocious  out- 
rages which  had  been  committed,  houses 
burned,  and  churches  destroyed  ;   and  he 
hoped  that  such  acts  of  violence   might 
not  be  repeated,  but  that  measures  would 
be  taken  by  which  their  recurrence  would 
be  prevented.     He  had   risen  chiefly  to 
express  his  concurrence  in  the  sentiments 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Co- 
ventry, and  he  sincerely  trusted  that  the 
suggestions  which  he  had  made  would  be 
attended  to,  because  he  considered  them 
to    be    of  the  greatest   importance,    as 
regarded  the  present  contest  and  the  mea- 
sure now  in  progress,  and  he   sinci.'rely 
hoped  that  the  House  would  not  divide  on 
the   mere  question  of  form  in  the   pre- 
amble^ and  which  was  of  little  importance, 
but  that  they  would  come  to  an  unanimous 
vote.    He  thought  that  it  might  be  neces- 
sary to  invest  Lord  Durham  with  certain 
powers,  but  he  thought  there   was   one 
part  of  the  preamble  which  should  be  con- 
tinued in  it.     It  embodied  a  principle  to 
which  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  pledged 
himself,  and  he  really  saw  no  reason  for 
its  being  expunged.     It  was  that  part  of 
the  preamble  which  was  as  follows:— 
'^  And  whereas  it  is  expedient  to  make 
temporary  provision  for  the  government  of 
Lower  Canada,  in  order  that  Parliament 
may  be  enabled,  after  mature  deliberation, 
to  make  permanent  arrangements  for  the 
constitution  and  government  of  the  said 
prmince,  upon  such  a  basis  as  may  best 
secure  the  rights  and  liberties,  and  pro- 
mote the  interests,  of  all  classes  of  her 
Majesty's  subjects  in  the  said  province." 
He  would  venture  to  suggest  that  these 
lines   should   be   left,   because   it   would 
assure  the  Canadians  that  the  Houses  of 
Parliament  still  desired  to  govern   them 
upon  constitutional  principles. 

Mr.  Hutton  said,  that  the  grievances  of 
Canada  had  excited  the  strongest  degree 
of  sympathy  in  Ireland,  because  the  Iritih 
people  were  themselves  suffering  from 
grievances  as  serious.  Speaking  of  the 
men  who  were  immediately  connected 
with,  and  who  stood  foremost  in,  the  pre- 
sent struggle,  he  must  say,  that  he  was  of 
opinion  that  Mr.  Papineau  was  not  a  man 
of  sufficient  forbearance,  or  of  sufficient 
firmness  of  determination  or  constitutional 
knowledge,  to  be  able  to  extricate  the 
people  from  the  difficulties  to  which  he 
had  been  instrumental  in  conducting  them. 
He  could  not  think  that  the  time  for  ihe 
^eparaiion  of  the  colony  from  this  country 


bad  yet  arrived,  for  the  men   in  whom 
they  had   put  their  trust   were   men  »  ■ 
inferior  knowledge  and  acquirements  ;  ai.  1 
he  must  say,  that  the  Canadians,  uud^: 
such  circumstances,  could    not    hope    i.- 
thrive  with  a  separate  government.   The- 
were  no  names  like  those  of  Washin-^tc! 
and  Jefiferson  among  the  leaders  of  tbd 
people;  and  the  effect  of  men  bein<:  >-. 
engaged  whose  characters  were  not  deit.r- 
mined,  and  whose  power  was  limited,  h  i  *• 
already    been    sufficiently  shown    iu    tie 
proceedings  which  had  taken   place,  ai;ti 
the  anarchy  which  had  prevailed  throu^i.- 
out  the  South  American  states.     Taku^ 
these  circumstances  intohisoonsiderattu.), 
be  could  not  think  that  the  strug^^le  a: 
present  going  on  could  be  viewed  othf-r. 
wise  than   with   feelings  of   the  greatest 
apprehension. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  was  not  going  to  tres- 
pass on  the  attention  of  the  House  at  aoy 
length,  nor  to  enter  into  a  subject  fully  on 
which  many  other  Members  had  alre^iv 
spoken.     He  hoped  the  House  woiil«J  'lo 
him  the  justice  to  believe  that  it  was  uith 
extreme  reluctance  that  he  had  given  hi> 
assent   to  the  Bill  under   considerauon. 
In  considering    the   present   matter,    bt* 
believed  that  it  was  not  for  the  House  t« 
inquire  into  by-gone  transactions,  or  In 
whose  neglect  it  was,  that  those  measurt* 
had  been  omitted  to  be  taken  which  ti.t 
necessities  of  the  case  required ;  but  tfai. 
business  was,  in  a  wise  and  honest  nun. 
ner,  to  take  the  best  means  now  of  r^ltcv. 
ing  the  colony  from  its  present  posincu. 
Feeling  this,  he  had  given  his  support  <•> 
the  measure.     It  was  considered  by  soi*  i 
that  all  that  was  harsh  towards  the  peo)M 
was  to  be  sanctioned  in  the  Act  before  ti.t 
House,  but  his  firm  belief  was,   that  sikI. 
was    not  the   fact,  but  that  its  uttiiUKK 
object  was  to  establish  a  good  govern nit-ii 
for  the  colony  on  the  best  and  souu'!(*i 
basis.     It  was,  therefore,  that  he  h.iilt  ! 
the  passage  in  the  preamble  in   the  hii<. 
which  was  to  be  made  the  subject  of  lit 
amendment  with  thcsinceresl  satisfacti  ^li- 
The  Government  in  the  present  case  hJ 
taken  a  most  wii^e  course  in  laying  on  ilr. 
table  the  instructions  which  weie  given  t<> 
Lord   Duiham,   and   by  that  means  lid 
dftailed  the  plan  at  length  which  they  in- 
tended to  adopt,  in  order  that  the  go\erni>( 
— and  he  hoped  he  might  spouk  of  I  in 
as  ihe  future  pacificator  in  Canada— mi;:!>t 
receive    full     instructinufi,     and     that    a 
better    course,    if     possible,     might     be 
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taken.     Considering  these  circumstances, 
he  would  ask  why  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
J.  Russell)  did  such  injustice  to  his  plan, 
as  to  allow  the  question  to  be  tried  on  the 
preamble  of  the  Bill  ?     Why  did  he  allow 
the  all- important  question  of  whether  the 
people  should  be  governed  by  a  represent- 
ative system,  or  not,  to  be  discussed  in  a 
manner  in  which  he  would  not  only  have 
those  opposed  to  his  plan,  but  those  also 
who  were  opposed  to  him  in  form,  arrayed 
against  him  f     If  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
objected  to  the  convention  to  settle  the 
constitution  with  that  sort  of  hatred  which 
he  seemed  to  have  to  all  free  systems  of 
government,  why  did  he  not  bring  it  for- 
ward in  a  plain  manner,  by  objecting  to 
the  instructions  given  to  Lord  Durham  ? 
At  any  rate,  those  Members  who  supported 
the  measure,  ought  not  to  allow  it  to  be 
tried  on  the  preamble.      He  mentioned 
this,  because  he  felt  that  the  party  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  was,  he  knew, 
always  happy  to  catch  any  votes  ii  could 
nnder    any  circumstances,    and   by   de- 
nouncing   some    hon.   Members    in   the 
strongest  terms,  and  calling  them  traitors, 
it  was  glad  to  secure  votes  which,  other- 
wise, they  would   never  have   obtained. 
The  question,  however,  should  be  decided 
calmly    and    deliberately,    whether    the 
system  proposed  was  one  which  should  be 
adopted   or   not?     And  he   wished    the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  considered,  whether 
it  would  not  have  been  more  just  to  the 
House  and  to  the  Government  if  he  had 
not  opposed  the  clause  in  the  preamble, 
but  if  he  allowed  the  discussion  to  take 
place  on  the  instructions  which  had  been 
laid  on  the  table  ?     He  did  not  wish  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  to  answer 
the  suggestion  he  had  made  unless  it  was 
perfectly  convenient  to  him.      He   had 
thrown  out  these  observations  which  had 
struck  him,  but,  at  the    same  time,  he 
knew  they  could  not  be  answered  without 
deliberation,  but  he  hoped  that  the  noble 
Lord  would   not  think   it    necessary   to 
adhere  to  the  course  which  he  had  pro- 
posed to  adopt.     The  necessity  of   the 
words  in  the  Bill  would  be  obviated  by 
the  subsequent  acts  of  the  Government, 
and  would  wholly  have  the  effect  of  de- 
stroying the  efficacy  of  the  best  part  of 
the  plan  of  Government. 

Lord  John  Russell :  Perhaps  the  House 
will  allow  me  to  say  a  few  words.  The 
hon.  Member,  who  has  just  spoken,  is  quite 
correct  in  supposing  that  after  the  power- 


ful appeal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Coventry 
i  do  not  think  myself  justified,  without 
deliberation  and  without  consultation,  to 
declare  the  exact  course  which  i  shall 
pursue.  I  certainly  did  not  state  that  I 
should  consider  it  absolutely  essential  that 
the  words  should  remain  in  the  preamble 
of  the  Bill ;  but  I  did  say,  that  as  they 
had  been  placed  there  it  would  not  be 
satisfactory  that  they  should  be  removed 
from  it  without  the  opinion  of  the  House 
being  pronounced  in  some  intelligible 
manner  in  respect  of  that  important  part 
of  the  policy  of  Government.  In  regard 
to  the  particular  course  1  mean  to  pureue 
with  respect  to  the  preamble  of  the  Act,  I 
beg  to  say,  that  at  the  meeting  of  this 
House  to-morrow,  after  consulting  my 
Colleagues,  I  will  state  exactly  my  views 
upon  the  subject. 

Mr.  Villiers  said,  that  as  he  concluded 
from  what  the  noble  Lord  had  said,  that 
theri  would  be  no  division  to-night,  and 
that  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  pre. 
ceded  him,  had  recommended  to  the  House 
to  discuss  the  question  upon  its  merits, 
he  would  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
for  a  few  moments  to  make  a  few  observ- 
ations upon  the  question ;  and  he  felt 
that  this  was  more  particularly  necessary 
from  the  fact,  that  he  did  not  share  in  the 
opinions  of  either  of  the  two  great  parties 
in  the  State ;  and  he  was  sorry  to  observe, 
that  if  any  Member  ventured  upon  this 
course,  he  had  little  chance  of  being  tole- 
rated in  that  House.  He  assured  the 
House,  however,  that  he  did  not  rise  to 
vituperate  any  party,  neither  her  Majesty's 
Ministers  nor  their  predecessors ;  that  he 
had  no  charge  of  high  crimes  and  misde- 
meanours to  bring  against  them  ;  that  his 
simple  charge  against  them  was,  that  they 
regulated  the  policy  of  this  country  towards 
the  colonies  as  it  appeared  a  very  large 
proportion  of  the  country  desired  to  regu- 
late its  policy.  What  he  meant  was,  that 
there  were  aistinct  principles  on  which  a 
colonial  connexion  might  be  maintained 
with  the  mother  country,  and  that  the 
majority  of  persons  who  had  influence  and 
authority  in  this  country  maintained,  that 
one  which  the  Government  of  this  country 
had  acted  upon,  and  which  was,  vhat  the 
government  of  a  people  in  a  distant  coun- 
try was  a  source  of  power  and  wealth  to 
this  country,  and  that  it  was  advisable  to 
make  great  sacrifices  and  incur  great 
expense  in  order  to  maintain  what  was 
then  termed  the  integrity  of  the  empire. 
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He  did  not  assert  that  this  principle  was 
fallacious,  but  it  was  his  most  thorough 
conviction  that  it  was  so;  at  the  same 
time,  he  would  not  shrink  from  the  truth 
in  admitting  that  he  was  in  a  very  small 
minority,  and  that  the  principle  which 
considered  sound  that  colonies  were  chiefly 
useful  as  filling  countries  with  people  who, 
having  the  same  language,  the  same 
wantto  and  tastes  as  the  inhabitants  of  the 
mother  country,  afforded  a  ready  asylum 
for  its  emigrants,  and  a  good  market  for 
its  products ;  and  that  in  proportion  as 
such  a  colony  was  free  and  contented,  so 
would  it  be  prosperous,  and  so  would  it 
better  fulfil  the  purposes  for  which  it  was 
worth  maintaining  the  connexion.  This 
doctrine  was  only  maintained  by  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  spoke  of  with  so 
much  contempt  as  a  knot  or  clique  of 
persons  who  assumed  the  right  to  judge 
for  themselves;  but  it  did  not  follow 
that  it  was  wrong  on  that  account. 
The  other  principle,  that  which  was 
maintained  as  sound  by  a  great  majority 
of  people  oat  of  the  House,  and  espe- 
cially by  the  supporters  of  the  Government 
in  this  House,  he  could  not  blame  the 
policy  of  the  Government ;  they  had  only 
acted  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of 
the  constituencies  of  those  Members,  and 
he  only  hoped  that  if  that  policy  cither 
led  to  war  or  to  great  expense,  or  to  any 
other  calamity,  that  those  who  were  the 
eager  and  earnest  supporters  of  the  policy 
would  not  turn  round  upon  the  Govern < 
menty  and,  indeed,  upon  the  constitution 
itself,  and  allege  as  a  ground  of  distrust 
and  complaint  of  both,  that  great  debts 
had  been  incurred,  and  that  burthens  of 
all  kinds  were  inflicted  upon  the  country. 
The  two  principles  of  Government  he  re- 
garded as  distinct;  and  those  who  advo- 
cated the  one  or  the  other  were  responsible 
for  the  consequences  of  each.  If  the 
colonies  were,  as  people  contended,  the 
jewels  of  the  Crown,  and  worth  fighting 
for  to  acquire,  and  worth  fighting  for 
to  maintain,  let  the  proper  sacrifices  be 
made  for  the  purpose ;  but  do  not  let 
people  complain  afterwards.  He  thought 
that  the  Government  had,  in  accordance 
with  all  that  had  been  said  in  that  House 
by  their  supporters  and  by  their  opponents, 
acted  upon  the  principle  of  resisting  the 
emancipation  of  the  colonies,  and  he  was 
at  a  loss  to  understand  what  was  the 
meaning  of  that  outcry  which  some  persons 
made  against   the    Colonial  ofllice,    and 


against  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  it, 
for  having  acted  in  conformity  with  their 
own  principles ;  for  when  the  Government 
refused  to  the  colony  the  right  to  govern 
itself,  what  was  it  but  carrying  out  the 
policy  which  they  maintained  themselves, 
that  the  separation  of  the  colony  ought  by 
all  means  to  be  prevented,  and  that  any- 
thing which  tended  to  that  separation  was 
of  necessity  equally  to  be  deprecated. 
Now,  of  course,  whatever  gave  power  to 
the  colonists  enabled  them,  if  they  were 
so  inclined,  the  more  readily  to  separate 
from  the  mother  country,  and,  therefore, 
when  the  colony  now  in  question  de- 
manded an  extension  of  political  power,  it 
was  only  in  accordance  with  the  wishes 
of  the  present  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  she  should  be  refused ;  and 
therefore  if  they  were  involved  in  war  in 
consequence  of  such  refusal,  let  it  be  re- 
membered that  they  could  not  complain. 
Let  every  one,  according  to  his  own  judg- 
ment, advocate  the  principle  which  he 
thought  was  the  best,  but  do  not  let  people 
pretend  to  uphold  either  without  being 
prepared  for  the  consequences  which  be- 
longed to  each.  He  knew  there  was  a 
sort  of  bastard  policy,  which  was  now  ad- 
vocated by  some  Gentlemen  in  the  House 
and  which,  perhaps,  had  been  acted  upon 
in  some  degree  by  this  country,  which 
was,  that  colonies  must  eventually  sepa- 
rate themselves  from  the  mother  country 
but  that  they  were  not  fit  for  it  yet.  Now 
this  he  was  unable  to  understand,  ft 
seemed  to  spring  partly  out  of  our  expe- 
rience of  the  absurdity  of  governing  colo- 
nies against  their  will,  and  partly  out  of 
our  old  wish  to  govern  them  upon  that 
principle.  If  colonies  were  advantageous 
as  colonies,  why  the  mother  country  ought 
to  fight  as  well  to  retain  them  as  to 
acquire  them;  but  if  they  were  a  source 
of  loss  rather  than  gain,  and  that  we  must 
eventually  lose  them,  why  should  this 
country  continue  to  suffer  this  loss  until 
the  moment  when  they  might  just  be  a 
source  of  profit,  and  then  let  them  be 
taken  by  another  country,  or  become  in- 
dependent. That  was  inconsistent,  and 
he  thought  the  country  ought  to  determine 
in  a  bold  and  intelligent  way  at  once  in 
what  manner  it  would  retain  its  colonial' 
connexion  with  any  people — whether  as  a 
portion  of  the  empire  which  was  bound  to 
be  subject  under  all  circumstances  to  the 
dominion  of  the  Government  at  home,  or 
allow   them   to   govern    themselves,    and 
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retain  only  a  commercial   connexion   on 
the  principles  of  amity  and  mutual  advan- 
tages.    This  was  really  the  question  which 
they  bad  to  decide  now,  though  he  was 
aware  that  it  had  been  narrowed  into  a 
sort   of  question  between  the   Colonial- 
office   and   the  House  of  Assembly  ;   he 
couldy   however,  see    nothing  in  it    but 
a    struggle  between  the  mother  country 
and  the  colony  with  respect  to  these  two 
principles,  the  colonists  claiming  the  right 
of  the  fulfilment  of   promises   made  by 
this  country  of  self-government,  and  the 
Government  at  home  resisting  that  claim 
on    the   ground    that  what    the    colony 
claimed  might  lead  eventually  to  separa- 
tion ;  that  seemed  to  him  the  real  history 
of  the  question — the  Colonial-office  feared 
eventual  separation,  and  the  colony  was 
impatient  of  a  control  which  was  opposed 
to  their  wishes,  their  wants,  and   their 
feelings.     The  question,  however,  turning 
much  upon  this  dispute  and  the  respective 
allegations  made  by  each   party,  he  had 
listened  attentively  to  the  statements  on 
each  side,  had  examined  carefully  all  the 
documents    bearing    on  the  subject  and 
he   did    not  hesitate    to  say,  that  with 
no  prepossession  either  way,  that  he  had 
been  utterly  unable  to  discover  in  what 
way  the  House  of  Assembly  had  been  in 
fault.     He  saw  nothing  but  one  consistent 
course  in  all  that  it  had  done — he  saw  in 
their  demands  nothing  but  what  a  free, 
intelligent,   and    spirited    people    would 
require,  that  they  had  only  sought  what 
the  people  of  this  country  had  obtained 
for  itself,  and  what  every  free  people  had 
sought  and  demanded  as  essential  to  their 
security ;  and  he  respected  them  for  the 
consistency  and  for  the  firmness  in  which 
they  persevered  in  what  they  sought,  and 
he  considered  that  it  was  the  mother  country 
that  was  unreasonable  and   inconsistent, 
for  she  bad  just  conceded  enough  to  justify 
further  demands,   and   in   refusing   what 
was  asked,  was  denying  the  remedy  for  the 
wrong  that  she  admitted.     He  had  looked 
at  the  report  of  1828  that  had  been  so 
much  talked  of,  and  he  there  found  that 
the  colonists  had  ranged  their  complaints 
apparently   under    two    heads,    namely, 
those  practical  wrongs  which  they  endured 
under  the  system  in   which  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  administered  in  the  colony, 
and  the    cause  to  which   they  ascribed 
that  maUadministration.     Their  particular 
grievaDces  were  specified,  but  they  were 
evidently  attributable  chiefly  to  the  Legis* 


lative  Council.  Now  he  did  not  deny,  that 
many  of  the  practical  grievances  had  been 
remedied,  but  the  cause  of  all  the  evil  in 
such  an  authority  as  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cil was  left — it  was  still  unreformed,  and  rt 
was  the  declaration  made  last  year  by  this 
House  that  they  should  not  have  any  re- 
dress that  induced  the  people  to  resort  to 
extreme  measures.  He  could  see  nothing 
unreasonable,  then,  in  the  conduct  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  ,  they  had  claimed 
only  what  had  been  admitted  to  be  just 
by  this  country ;  a  Committee  of  this 
House  had  declared  that  the  subject  which 
had  engaged  their  attention  the  most  was 
the  Legislative  Council ;  they  declared 
that  it  neither  had,  nor  deserved  to  have, 
the  esteem  or  the  confidence  of  the 
colony ;  and  subsequent  governments  and 
authorities  of  all  kinds  had  declared 
that  the  means  did  not  exist  in  the  colony 
for  an  arbitrary  selection  of  persons,  who 
by  their  station  and  property  could  inspire 
confidence  as  Members  of  the  Legislative 
Council.  The  House  of  Assembly,  then, 
declared  that  the  only  means  of  making 
the  Legislative  Council  harmonise  with  the 
interests  of  the  colony  was  by  making  it 
responsible,  a  principle  which  they  knew 
that  this  country  was  recommending  in  all 
its  municipalities,  and  they  only  sought 
that  popular  vigilant  control  which  the 
Government  of  this  country  recommended 
in  every  community  where  the  people 
were  allowed  to  have  the  management 
of  their  own  affairs.  The  colony  con« 
sidered  that  this  principle  had  been  con- 
ceded to  them  ;  for  there  was,  in  the 
first  place,  the  constitution  of  ITQl, 
which  introduced  the  representative  sys- 
tem, and  they  subsequently  had  all  the 
revenues  of  the  colony  placed  at  their 
disposal.  What,  then,  could  be  more  in- 
consistent than  this  country,  after  such  a 
concession,  insisting  upon  the  maintenance 
of  an  authority  utterly  at  variance  with 
powers  and  privileges  thus  conferred  ;  and 
what  was  the  reason  alleged  by  the  Com- 
missioner for  not  recommending  that  the 
Canadians  should  have  an  elective  Coun- 
cil ?  Why,  that  in  the  present  state  of 
parties,  and  with  the  difference  of  race  and 
religion,  they  could  not  have  an  elective 
Council  without  giving  a  triumph  to  one 
party.  Why,  what  was  that,  but  the  ar- 
gument against  giving  Ireland  good  muni- 
cipal government?  Was  it  not  said,  that 
they  would  give  a  triumph  to  the  Catholic 
party  oyer  the  Protestant?    And  what 


S23 


Canada. 


{COMMONS} 


Canada. 


524 


wa«  the  answer  so  justly  offered  ?     Why,  I  capable  of  when  they  were  resisted  ia  ih«  • 


that  it  was  by  recognising  these  distinc- 
tions by  law  that  they  wore  perpetuated  ; 
and  that  it  was  by  making  the  law  equal, 
and  not   in    recognising  such   difference; 
that  it  was  found,  that  they  merged  in  the 
common  interest,  and  that  one  race  and 
one  religion,  instantly  trusted  and  lived  in 
communion  with  the  other.     And,  again, 
if  that  triumph  resulted  from  the  majority 
of  the  population  having   power,   it  was 
surety   more  just  than  that  the  minority 
should  triumph  over  the  majority.     Why, 
was  this  doctrine  not  equally   applicable 
to  the  Canadians?     He,  indeed, could  not 
see  what  was  left  for  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly— then  in  direct  conflict  with  the  Le- 
gislative Council — declared  by  the  mother 
country  to  be  unworthy  of  the  confidence 
or  esteem  of  the  colony — but  to  resort  to 
constitutional  means  to  compel  the  reform 
of  that  Council ;  and  was  there  no  excuse 
for  a  people  when  they  confined  themselves 
up  to  the  last  moment  within  the  limits  of 
tliuir  charter  in  resorting  to  violence,  when 
that   charter   was  violated  by  the  mother 
country,  which  was  done,  by  the  threat  to 
take   their  money  without  their  consent, 
and  thus  nullifying  the  only  security  they 
had,  for  the  redress  of  grievances  ?     He 
wus  not  going  to  deny  the  criminality  of 
pel  sons  who  appeared  in  open  rebellion  to 
the  law ;  but  he  was  not  prepared  to  vin- 
dicate the   luw  without  reference   to  the 
circumstances   under  which    the  offence 
was  committed.   He  had  heard  the  excuse 
which  was  offered  for  these  poor  people 
in  thus  fighting  for  their  charter,  by  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lan- 
cashire,  and  he^was  pleased   to  hear  it. 
The   noble  Lord   said   truly,   that  these 
people  naturally  looked  to  the  language  and 
conduct  of  the  people  in  themothercountry, 
and  that  when  they  read  and  heard  of  the 
speeches  delivered  and  sentiments  uttered, 
by  the  Liberal  party  of  this  country,  they 
had  good  reason  to  expect  sympathy  from 


purpose;   he   should   have  seen  how    ic 
they  regarded  the  law  or  the  con»tituti<r. 
he  might  have  seen  of  what  also  that  p^rt; 
was  capable,  to  gain  popularity  in  sanction 
ing  revolt  in  the  foreign  relations  of  tu 
country.     Who  was  it  that  recognised  t..-: 
French  revolution  ?     Was  it  not  the  grc-; 
Conservative  leader  ?     Did  he  not,  as  y  ^:c 
as   the  workmen   of  Paris    defeated    \' .- 
Royal  Guard,  and  placed  what  they  cdlt^^. 
a  citizen  King  on  the  Throne,  did  not  tt  r 
noble  Duke  direct  his  Minister  at  Pa. : 
as  the  representative  of  England,  to  vi :;: 
upon  the  citizen  King,  in  defiance  of  u 
treaties  and   all  alliances?      And   wbj 
Because  it  was  said,  the  French  Mini-t.^ 
had,  by  his  resolutions,  violated  the  (its: 
principles  of  the  charter,  and    that  tl* 
people  had  a  right  to  resist,  and  that  tl.- 
revolution  was  just.     Why,  then,  shoiw 
these  poor  Canadians  not  think  that  wU  t' 
was  just  with  regard   to   the   people  at 
Paris   might  be  considered  just  also  n 
their  part?     He  hoped  these  things  wouli 
in  justice  be  considered,  and  tliat  hoi.. 
Members  who  talked  in  such  a  lofty  tui:t. 
of  indignation  at  the  very  idea  of  rebel Uoi , 
would  remember  the  inBuence  of  such  v\- 
amples  and  of  their  own  language  upou  iH. 
conduct  of  the  Canadians,  and  how  tr.^K 
more  likely  they  were  to  be  ioflnenceii  t* 
such  circumstances  than    any    langu.^: 
used  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkeiuiy  - 
the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster;  V 
when  he  urged  these  things,  it  was  \^> 
the  hope  of  bringing  Members  to  a  pre  p/ 
frame  of  mind  for  considering  thissubp.tt 
and  that  they  should  not  be  brought  t 
legislate  as  if  they  had  rather  a    act 
offence  to  punish  than  to  provide  for  va 
future  well-being  of  a  people  wfao  can. 
for  and  were  worthy  of  liberty.     He  mail: 
these  remarks  io  consequence  of  obsei^v 
tions  made  in  the  course  of  debate,  aod  it 
consequence  of  the  tone  and  spirit  uluc*: 
pervaded  the  speeches  of  hon.  Gentle  nv 


have  considerable  influence  upon  them  ; 
but  the  noble  Lord  should  have  carried  it 
farther  ;  he  should  have  referred  to  the 
conduct  not  only  of  the  Liberal  party,  but 
of  that  party  which  professes  to  be  con- 
servative of  all  the  institutions  of  the 
country.  He  should  have  imagined  a 
rebellious  Canadian  contemplating  an 
Orange  lodge,  as  those  lodges  were  dis- 
closed to  that  House;  he  should  have  seen 


them,  and  no  doubt  such  language  must   opposed  to  the  Canadians.     But  the  gr^j' 
:.i-„i.i-   :_zj  .L  object  which  the  people  of  this  count. 

ought  now  to  determine  was,  on  «K.: 
principle  they  would  govern  the  colony- 
whether  it  should  be  by  force,  or  wheiK. 
with  the  will  and  concurrence  of  the  peo- 
ple. Everything  now  turned  upon  th:5. 
If  they  thought  it  was  wise  tosabject  ih. 
people  to  the  dominion  of  the  moih*: 
country,  and  make  them  sobmit  to  a  iv> 
vernment  against  their  consent,  let  iFkCi 


what  the  best  blood  of  this  country  was   prepare  for  the  consequences— let  then 


535 


Canada, 


{Jan. 25} 


Canada. 


3^6 


send  a  fofce  adequate  to  that  purpose ;  but 
if  they  intended  to  allow  these  people  to 
govern  themselves^  do  not  cavil  with  them 
about  the  means.  It  was  impossible  to  do 
both  ;  so  it  became  the  House  to  decide  at 
once,  for  if  they  persevered  in  retaining  a 
power  in  the  colony  that  opposed  the 
wishes  of  the  great  majority  of  the  people, 
they  could  expect  nothing  but  discontent 
and  hostih'ty.  He  must  contend,  that 
against  their  6tne8S  to  govern  themselves 
not  one  thing  had  been  proved  ;  nor  had 
it  been  shown  that  the  majority  of  the 
people,  judged  of  by  the  acts  of  the  As- 
sembly, had  in  any  way  shown  hatred  or 
malice,  or  any  intention  of  injuring  the 
British  part  of  the  population ;  they  had 
treated  the  emigrants  from  this  country 
with  care  and  kindness,  and  they  had  pas- 
sed no  laws  or  regulations  adverse  to  the 
security  either  of  life  or  property  of  that 
class  of  the  colonists.  They  had,  in  his 
opinion,  neither  acted  ignorantly,  capri- 
ciously, or  mischievously  in  the  exercise 
of  that  authority  ;  he,  therefore,  thought 
them  in  every  way  fitted  for  self-govern- 
ment ;  and  as  he  believed  that  the  more 
they  were  left  to  manage  their  own  affairs, 
the  more  prosperous  they  would  be,  the 
more  he  felt  disposed  to  grant  them  that 
power  and  control  over  their  affairs  to  pre- 
vent which  this  country  was  now  engaging 
in  civil  war  with  them,  and  which,  if 
granted,  he  believed  they  would  be  satis- 
ii(3d  with,  without  desiring  independence 
or  separation. 

Mr.  Gillon  said,  he  saw  so  much  evil  to 
forbode  from  this  measure,  so  gloomy  a 
perspective  of  increasing  dissatisfaction  in 
the  breasts  of  the  colonists,  of  slumbering 
hatred,  which  would  at  a  future  time  again 
manifest  itself  in  open  revolt,  and,  above 
all,  so  gross  a  violation  of  the  character 
for  justice  which  this  country  ought  to 
maintain,  that  he  felt  bound  to  express  his 
strong  opinion  against  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  As  had  been  eloquently  stated  by  a 
noble  and  learned  Lord  in  another  place, 
the  sacriBce  of  this,  or  of  all  our  colonies, 
was  a  slight  consideration  when  compared 
with  the  national  character  for  justice, 
those  great  principles  of  eternal  justice 
which  had  been  so  often  alluded  to,  but 
which,  he  feared,  we  were  now  about  to 
depart  from  by  our  acts.  It  was  monstrous 
to  concede  to  our  colonies  a  privilege  one 
year,  and  deprive  them  of  it  the  moment 
they  sought  to  exercise  it.  The  conduct 
of  a  few  ill-advised  individuals  in  no  way 


altered  the  question.    It  bad  been  charged 
against   him  and  other  hon.  Gentlemen, 
that  they  sought  to  palliate  the  crime  of 
revolt;  but  he  must  say,  that  if  ever,  in 
the  history  of  the  world,  an   extenuation 
could  be  offered  for  such  an  offence,  it  was 
in  the  case  of  the  Canadians.     They  had 
been  treated  as  slaves — had  been  wounded 
and  insulted  in  the  tenderest  point,  in  the 
persons  of  their  freely-chosen  representa- 
tives..    A  threat  had   been  made  to  rob 
their  exchequer,  an  intention  which,  by  the 
way,  having  had  the  rashness  to  announce, 
the  Government  did  not  seem  to  have  had 
the  firmness  to  execute.     If  tyranny  and 
coercion  were  to  be  the  order  of  the  day, 
it  was    necessary  to  make  that  tyranny 
eflfectual.     If  the  liberties  of  a  whole  peo- 
ple  were   to    be  trodden    under   foot,  it 
would  have   been  kind  to  have  provided 
that    the    discontent    of   the  Canadians 
should  be  confined  to  those  curses,   not 
loud  but  deep,  which  an  insult  such  as  this 
must  engender,  but  that  resistance  should 
have  been  rendered  hopeless.     Notwith-  , 
standing  what  fell  from  the  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  he 
(Mr.  Gillon)  took  the  liberty  to  assert  that 
no  two  events  in  the  history  of  nations  ever 
so  much  resembled  each  other  as  the  eon- 
duct  pursued  towards  Canada  and   the 
commencement  of  the  unfortunate  struggle 
with   the   North   American    states.     The 
proximate   cause  of  resistance   was    the 
same — in  the  one  case    the    levying  of 
taxes,  in   the  other  the  appropriating  of 
revenues     without    the    consent    of   the 
colonies;  open,    undisguised    robbery   in 
both ;  the  same  contempt  in  both  instances 
for  the  rights  of  the  colonists,   the  same 
arrogance  in  the  assertion  of  the  supre- 
macy of  the  mother  country,  the  same 
misconception  of  the  feelings  of  the  people, 
the  same  ignorance  of  the  deep  discontent 
which  tyranny  never  fails  to  engender.  A 
flippant  allusion  had  been  made  the  other 
night  by   the   hon.  Baronet,    the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  to  what  had 
fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Kilkenny,  who  instituted  a  comparison 
between  the  events  of  the  present  day  and 
the  commencement  of  the  North  American 
struggle.     That  hon.  Baronet  had   said, 
that  the  events  resembled  each  other  no 
more  than  the  speeches  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny  did  those  of  Lord  Chat- 
ham, to  which  allusion  had  been  made. 
He  must  express  his  astonishment  that  the 
\  hon.  Baronet  should  have  permitted  him-* 
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self  to  employ  so  poor  a  substitute  for 
proof  and  argument,  or  that  the  character 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  which  for  efficiency  in 
the  promotion  of  reform,  in  the  enforce- 
ment of  economy,  and  the  advancement 
of  public  liberty,  stood  second  to  none  in 
the  estimation  of  the  country,  and  most 
deservedly  so,  should  not  have  protected 
him  from  so  paltry  an  attack.  His  hon. 
Friend  could  afford  to  despise  it.  He 
would  venture  to  prophesy  that  this  mode 
of  coercing  the  Canadians  must  in  the  very 
nature  of  things  signally  fail;  that  Eng- 
land might  for  the  present  put  them  down 
by  brute  force  he  was  ready  to  admit ;  but 
that  they  would  ever  be  attached  to  this 
country  by  a  plan  the  first  step  of  which 
was  to  violate  their  constitution  and 
trample  on  even  the  semblance  of  liberty, 
he  utterly  disbelieved.  He  said  more : 
they  could  not  be  possessed  of  the  just 
feelings  of  freemen  if  they  did  not  after 
such  proceedings  cherish  a  lasting  detest- 
ation of  British  rule,  and  a  deep-seated 
aversion  to  British  tyranny.  The  Colonial- 
office,  by  its  line  of  policy,  and  not  his 
hon.  Friends,  by  their  declarations,  had 
been  the  promoters  of  insurrection  and 
rebellion.  Willing  to  hurt  and  yet  afraid 
to  strike — defiance  in  their  mouths,  ineffi- 
ciency in  their  acts,  could  the  ingenuity  of 
man  suggest  a  course  more  likely  to  produce 
the  calamitous  events  that  had  occurred  ? 
He  should  like  to  know  if  the  Ministers 
were  about  to  propose  an  addition  to  our 
already  nearly  overgrown  standing  army, 
in  order  to  coerce  Canada  ;  he  for  one 
should  strenuously  oppose  nny  such  ad- 
dition. And  it  was  right  that  the  people 
of  this  country  should  know  how  much 
they  would  have  to  pay  for  the  pleasure 
of  coercing  Canada.  He  should  feel  it 
his  duty  to  resist  the  granting  of  supplies, 
for  any  augmentation  of  our  military  force, 
because  he  was  certain  we  had  already 
too  many  soldiers ;  unless  it  was  intended 
to  follow  a  course  hostile  to  the  feelings 
of  the  people  of  this  country;  nay,  be 
should,  this  session,  consider  himself  bound 
to  ask  a  reduction  of  taxation,  for  he  was 
convinced  that  the  system  of  misrule,  of 
extravagant  expenditure,  of  jobbing,  and 
favouritism,  would  go  on  as  long  —  and 
only  as  long — as  the  people  were  foolish 
enough  to  supply  the  means  of  continuing 
it.  When  a  reduction  was  asked  in  the 
enormous  expense  of  a  standing  army, 
kept  up  through  upwards  of  twenty  years 
of  profound  peace,  the  excuse  always 


urged   for  maintaining   that  expendtluM 
was,  the  Colonies,  especially  Canada ;  th-^ 
naval  and  military  establishmeot  of  w Inch 
costs  this  country  half  a  millioo  aonoaily. 
besides  the  large  indirect  loss  sustained  b\ 
relinquishing  an  advantageous,  to  engage 
in  a  disadvantageous,  traffic.      An  hoc. 
Member  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  Hoase 
(he  believed  the  hon.  Member  for  Draii- 
wich)  had  staled,  that  he  did  not  think  ih^ 
French  Canadians  had   now  any  stroc^ 
ground  of  complaint.     Not  any    strong 
ground   of   complaint!     What    did    tk 
House  think  of  the  infraction  of  a  con- 
stitution in  the  violation  of  its  first  prin- 
ciples ?     The  term  "  French  Canadians,*' 
he  would  observe,  had  been  used  in  this 
country,  in  order  to  prejudice  the  pubbc 
mind ;    but  he  would  remind  the  Hoasc 
that  these  French  Canadians   had   more 
than  once  distinguished  themselves  by  tht; 
most  determined   loyalty,  and  the  most 
courageous  zeal  in  defence  of  British  con- 
nection and  British  institutions.  He  most 
express  his  regret  at  the  disastrous  events 
of  the  late  contest  in  Canada ;  he  depre- 
cated the  spirit  of  fierce  retaliation  which 
had  been  manifested  on  the  part  of  the 
Loyalists;    the  burning  of  villages,  the 
desolation  of  the  country,  would  tend  to 
excite  in  the  minds  of  the  French  Cana- 
dians, an  unconquerable  hostility  to  ih*^ 
British,   which   would  be  handed   down 
from  generation  to  generation.     The  boo. 
and  literary,  but  not  philosophical.  Mem- 
ber for  Lincoln  had   thought  proper  to 
read  a  lesson  to  the  Radicals  the  other 
night  on  their  line  of  conduct,  and  had 
deemed  it  expedient  so  far  to  leave  the 
subject  in  debate  as  to  allude  to  the  diri- 
sion  that  had  taken  place  on  the  first  day 
of  the  session,  and  which  related  to  almost 
anything  else  except  the  matter  they  were 
now  met  exclusively  to  discuss.    That  hon. 
Member  had  on  that  occasion  read  a  re- 
cantation of  all  those  opinions  which  pre- 
viously he  so  eloquently  maintained,  aod 
he  must  congratulate   the   advocates  of 
arbitrary  power  on  the  powerful  ally  thej 
had  recently  obtained.     The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  denounced,  too,  the  speech  of 
Mr.  Roebuck  at  the  bar  as  a  lame  and 
impotent  conclusion  after  so  great  a  flou- 
rish  of  trumpets,  as  he  was  pleased  to  sav, 
had  preceded  it.     If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had,  instead  of  denouncing  Mr.  Roebuck *s 
speech  as  lame  and  impotent,  proceeded 
to  answer  it,  it  would  have  been  more  to 
the  purpose ;  but  this  be  had  wtselj  ab» 
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stained  from ;  in  fact,  that  able  and  elo- 
quent speech  had  not  been  answered  by 
any  one.    The  Under-Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  had  found  it  convenient  to  over- 
look the  arguments  contained  in  it,  and 
to   allude  only  to  the  charges  made  by 
Mr.  Roebuck  against  the  military  under 
the*  command    of    Colonel    Wetherall, 
charges  which  the  hon.  Under-Secretary 
said  he  believed  he  could  not  prove  to  be 
unfounded.     He  had  not  yet  heard  from 
any  hon.  Member  of  what  the  House  of 
Assembly  had  been  guilty  that  they  should 
be  deprived  of  their  privileges.     They  had 
kept  guardedly  and   strictly  within   the 
letter  of  the  constitution  granted  to  them 
by  this  country ;  and  if  that  constitution 
was  to  be  altered  every  time  it  suited  our 
caprices,  what  confidence  could  the  colo- 
nists have  in  British  faith  or  British  ho- 
nour?    Were  the  management  of  these 
delicate  interests  to  be  confided  to  the 
same  hands  in  which  they  had  hitherto 
been  so  signally  mismanaged,  he  confessed 
he  should  have  the  most  gloomy  forebod- 
ings as  to  the  result.    In  the  appointment 
of  the  distinguished  nobleman  who  was 
about  to  proceed  as  Governor  to  Canada 
he  derived  a  gleam  of  hope  ;  it  was  but  a 
faint  one,  for  the  task  they  were  about  to 
impose  on  that  noble  individual  he  feared 
was  a  superhuman  one,  namely,  to  bring 
men  to  relations  of  cordiality  and  friend- 
ship through  the  road  of  insult  and  op- 
pression.    They  were  about  to  ask   the 
opinion  of  the  Canadian  people,  through 
delegates  to  be  chosen,  as  to  the  form  of 
Government  which  might  suit  them  best. 
What  decision  had  they  to  expect  but 
that  which  the  result  of  repeated  elections 
sufficiently  shadowed  forth?       If    Lord 
Durham  were  allowed  to  grant,  if  he 
should  deem  it  indispensable,  an  elective 
Legislative    Council    to    the  Canadians, 
there  would  be  no  need  of  suspending 
their  present  constitution — the  Canadians 
would  recognise  in  that  power,  confided 
in  hands  so  able  the  full  desire  of  render- 
ing  them  justice;  but  if  they  limited  that 
power  according  to  the  tenor  of  the  reso- 
lutions of  last  year,  that  under  no  circum- 
stances it  should  be  expedient  to  make 
the  council  thus  elective,  and  if  at  the 
same  time  they  showed  the  despotic  ant- 
mus  by  trampling  on  all  the  outward  and 
visible  signs  of  freedom,  they  might  for 
a  time  coerce,  but  they  never  could  con- 
ciliate ;  and   the  history  of  the  present 
times  would  be  doomed  to  read  another 


signal  lesson  of  the  impossibility  of  ruling 
by  any  political  trickery  or  device  in  defi- 
ance of  the  wishes  of  a  people. 

Mr.  Reddington  said,  it  was  with  con- 
siderable reluctance  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
give  a  vote  upon  this  occasion  in  favour  of 
a  measure  which  he  could  not  but  admit 
trenched  deeply  on  the  constitutional 
liberty  of  a  free  people.  As  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber, he  begged  to  deny  the  justice  of  the 
parallel  which  had  been  so  frequently 
drawn  during  the  debates  on  this  ques- 
tion, between  Ireland  and  Canada.  For 
a  long  period  Ireland  had  been  afflicted 
with  grievances  of  an  extraordinary  mag-i 
nitude.  But  the  people  of  Ireland  had 
taken  peaceable  and  constitutional  means 
for  the  redress  (of  those  grievances  ;  and 
he  should  blush  for  his  countrymen  had 
they  broken  out  into  such  disloyal  pro- 
ceedings as  the  Canadians  had  unfortu- 
nately been  induced  to  follow.  With  re- 
ference to  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bridport,  that  all  our  colonies 
should  be  emancipated,  although  of  a 
very  extreme  nature,  it  was  at  all  events 
candid  and  straightforward,  and  deserved 
fair  consideration.  Undoubtedly  in  the 
vicissitudes  of  human  affairs,  it  was  but 
natural  that  colonies  should  rise  in  power 
and  vigour,  as  the  mother  country  decayed, 
and,  in  the  maturity  of  their  strength,  might 
be  disposed  to  throw  off  the  yoke,  as  they 
no  longer  needed  the  protection  of  the 
country  whose  supremacy,  in  earlier 
times,  they  did  not  dispute.  But  when  a 
comparison  was  raised  between  the  Ameri- 
can war  of  independence  and  the  present 
contest  in  Canada,  let  it  be  borne  in  mind 
that  while  the  Americans  struggled  against 
the  tyranny  of  the  mother  country,  and 
had  just  and  strong  ground  of  complaint, 
the  Canadians  had  rebelled  against  its 
authority  without  such  powerful  justifica- 
tion. In  conclusion  he  must  state,  that  he 
gave  his  support  to  the  Ministerial  measure, 
in  the  earnest  hope  that  it  would  be  effec- 
tually the  means  of  putting  an  end  to 
those  unhappy  disputes  in  Canada,  and 
prevent  the  further  effusion  of  human 
blood. 

Colonel  Evans  said,  that,  representing, 
as  he  did,  a  large  constituency,  he  wished 
to  say  a  very  few  words  on  the  question 
before  the  House,  before  they  went  into 
committee  on  the  Bill.  It  was  well  knovm 
that  Mr.  Roebuck  had  acted  not  only  as 
the  agent  of  the  Canadians,  but  that  that 
learned  gentleman  had  also  taken   tbe 
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trouble  to  agitate  the  electors  whom  he 
represented  on  the  subject.  This  agitation 
had  been  going  on  for  some  tlmey  but, 
although  the  learned  gentleman  might 
have  succeeded  in  getting  a  small  portion 
of  the  electors  to  concur  with  him  in  bis 
views,  it  was  bis  duty  to  state  to  that 
House,  that  the  great  mass  of  the  con* 
stituency  of  Westminster  were  strongly 
opposed  to  the  line  of  conduct  which  the 
learned  Gentleman  had  pursued.  He 
thought  it  right  to  make  this  statement, 
lest  the  Canadian  people  should  suppose 
that  the  sentiments  expressed  at  the  meet- 
ings wbicb  had  taken  place,  were  those  of 
the  electors  of  Westminster  generally,  and 
to  prevent  them  being  influenced  by  an 
impression  so  erroneous.  He,  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for 
Coventry,  was  led  to  believe  that  nine- 
tcnths  of  the  parties  who  had  engaged 
in  the  revolt  were  influenced  by  the 
encouragement  which  their  ambitious  and 
violent  leaders  had  received  from  hon. 
Members  of  that  House.  He  did  not 
mean  to  impute  to  those  hon.  Members 
improper  intentions ;  on  the  contrary, 
they  were  all  men  for  whom  be  had  a 
higb  respect,  and  witb  whom  he  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  acting.  They  could 
not  have  contemplated  the  present  result, 
and  his  regret  was,  that,  notwithstanding 
that  result,  they  should  have  adopted  a 
train  of  argument  wbich,  instead  of  allay- 
ing, was  calculated  only  to  continue,  the 
misfortunes  of  a  country  for  which  they 
professed  to  feel  such  deep  interest.  He, 
for  one,  would  venture  to  express  his 
hope,  that  that  House  would  give  their 
unanimous  sanction  to  the  present  mea- 
sure— that  it  sbould  pass  with  one  voice 
—  in  order  that  the  misled  Canadians 
might  be  convinced  that  they  had  no 
right  to  expect  popular  support  from  this 
country  in  their  ill-judged  attempt  to 
throw  off  the  constitution  which  had  been 
imparted  to  them*  He  could  assure  them 
that  any  such  attempt  would  be  hopeless. 
Several  observations  had  been  made  in 
the  course  of  this  debate  which  were  cal- 
culated to  encourage  the  Canadian  people 
in  the  prosecution  of  their  disloyal  de- 
signs. It  had  beeu  said,  that  the  people 
of  the  United  States  participated  in  the 
feelings  of  the  rebels  in  Canada,  but  he 
must  declare,  that  this  was  perfectly  erro- 
neous. The  accounts  which  had  been  re- 
ceived from  Canada  were  opposed  to  all 
anticipations  of  that  sort.    The  govern- 


ment  of  the  United  States,  as  they  all 
knew,  was  democratic  in  its  principles, 
and  if  that  government  pursued  a  course 
which  evinced  nothing  like  sympathy  for 
the  rebels  in  Canada,  had  they  not  a 
right  to  conclude,  that  the  popular  opin- 
ion in  the  United  Slates  was  the  reverse 
of  what  had  been  stated  ?  Although 
North  America  was  under  the  rule  of  a 
democratic  government,  although  the  go- 
vernment of  that  country  was  subject  to 
popular  influence,  still  they  had  not  seen 
the  slightest  symptom  on  the  part  of  that 
Government  of  anything  like  Quixotic 
democracy  in  favour  of  the  Canadian 
rebels.  It  was,  no  doubt,  perfectly  true, 
that  the  Americans  were  anxious  to  pos- 
sess knowledge  in  military  matters ;  but 
it  was  equally  certain  that  they  had  al- 
ways shown  a  disposition  studiously  to 
abstain  from  interfering  in  the  contests  of 
other  countries.  They  were  a  calculating 
people,  and,  therefore,  not  likely  to  engage 
in  any  contest  where  they  could  not  hope 
for  profit  as  well  as  success.  Without 
money  he  could  tell  them  war  could  not  be 
carried  on,  and  he  should  like  to  know 
where  Mr.  Papineau,  or  any  other  of  the 
rebel  leaders,  could  find  money?  He 
would  venture  to  say,  that  no  means  to 
pay  soldiers  were  at  the  disposal  of  the 
leaders  of  the  Canadian  rebels,  and  that 
without  a  well  supplied  military  chest, 
they  would  find  a  great  paucity  of  soldiers. 
This  was  a  point  on  which  he  could  speak 
practically.  But  the  policy  of  the  go- 
vernment of  the  United  States  might  be 
regarded  as  a  key  or  index  in  the  matter. 
That  government  had  acted  with  praise- 
worthy forbearance,  and  as  no  improper 
or  indefensible  conduct  could  be  attributed 
to  the  United  States,  it  was  evident  the 
proceedings  of  the  rebels  were  without 
justification  in  the  estimation  of  the 
American  people.  He  would  not  have 
trespassed  on  the  attention  of  the  House 
if  he  had  not  felt  that  a  portion  of  the 
inhabitants  of  that  part  of  the  metropolis 
with  which  he  was  more  immediately  con- 
nected, had  been  misled  on  this  subject ; 
but,  after  the  able  discussion  which  had 
taken  place  in  that  House,  he  had 
no  doubt  that  their  eyes  would  be 
opened  to  the  truth,  and  that  they  would 
speedily  withdraw  the  encouragement 
which  they  had  given  —  an  encourage- 
ment which  was  calculated  to  influence 
the  Canadians  to  persevere  in  their  re* 
bellious  conduct.    The  hon.  Member  for 
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Wolverhampton  had  found  fault  with  the 
hon.    Member    for    Lincoln    for    having 
talked  of  "  philosophical  Radicals."     He 
could  see  nothing  ofTensive  in  the  desig- 
nation, and  he  believed,  that  many  of  the 
Radicals  imagined  themselves  to  be  phi- 
losophers. Indeed,  they  had  given  proofs 
in  the  course  of  this  debate,  that  they  did, 
for  many  of  them  had  pursued  a  line  of 
argument  in  which  the  vulgar  and  un- 
initiated  were   totally   unable    to    follow 
them.     It  had  been  said,  that  the  speech 
of   Mr.    Roebuck  had    been   but   feebly 
answered.     He  thought  that  the  learned 
gentleman  had  answered  his  own  speech 
in  some  parts,  while,   in  others,   it  had 
been   completely  refuted  by   other  hon. 
Gentlemen ;    and,  as   to  the  remainder, 
that   was   totally   unworthy   of   observa- 
tion.     The    commencement    of    it    was 
alarming    undoubtedly :    but,    after    the 
learned  gentleman  had  charged  the  Go- 
vernment with   high   crimes   and   misde- 
meanors, his  speech  became  inconclusive, 
vain,  and  impotent.     The  learned  Gentle- 
man began  by  avowing  that  he  had  nothing 
to  do  with  revolts — that  he  had  always 
discountenanced  revolts.     He  said  be  had 
not  forwarded  the  revolts  of   either   the 
Poles,  the   Belgians,  or  the   Spaniards  ; 
but  it  might  be  very  well  to  declare  that 
be  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  revolt  in 
Canada,  because  that  was  the  subject  with 
which  this  Bill  had  to  do.     He  thought 
there  were  ample  grounds  for  this  Bill, 
and  that   some   such    measure  would  be 
reasonable,  even  if  no  revolt  had  taken 
place.     It  might  be  very  convenient  on  the 
part  of  Mr.  Roebuck  to  deny  all  connexion 
with  the  revolt  in  Canada,  but,  as  far  as 
regarded  the  revolution  in  Spain,  it  was 
well  known  that  he  gave  his  support  to  the 
government.     It  might  be  important  to  a 
man  charged  with  an  offence  in  a  court  of 
law  to  say,  that  he  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  crime  imputed  to  him,  but,  although 
this  was  frequently  the  case,  it  very  often 
happened  that  the  judges  and  jury  were  of 
contrary  opinion     and   gave  a    diSerent 
award.    In  one  or  two  parts  of  his  speech 
the    learned   Gentleman  applauded    the 
conduct  of   the  House  of   Assembly   as 
*'  wise  and  prudent,"  and  said  that  they  had 
"  won  all  their  demands  from  successive 
**  Governments."  If  this  were  so,  why  had 
they  not  continued  the  same  course,  and, 
instead  of  resorting  to  a  revolt,  endea^ 
voured  to  win  what  further  they  required 
by  legal  and  constitutional  means  ?    But 


what  said  the   hon.  Member  for  Leeds  ? 
He   said    that,  although  money  was   the 
only  object  of  the  Government,  they  had 
granted  all  the  financial  demands  of  the 
Canadians;  but   not  until    1836.     Why, 
they  were  now  in  1838.     The  rev  Itook 
place  in  1837  ;  and  if  all  the  demands  of 
the  Canadians  were  granted  in  1836,  surely 
this  was  a  fact  which  was  decisive  against 
not  only  the  revolt,  but  those  who  sup- 
ported it.     It  was,  proved  by  a  variety  of 
circumstances  that  what  the  advocates  of 
the   Canadian    people   demanded  was,  a 
suppression  of  a  part  of  the  Government, 
One  party  wished  the  Legislative  Council 
altered,  and  the   other  were  desirous  of 
having  an  alteration  made  in  the  House  of 
Assembly.     These   matters  showed  how 
impossible  it  was  for  the  Government  to 
be  carried  on,  and  that  fact  constituted  a 
strong  argument  in  favour  of  some  such 
measure   as  this.     It   was  perfectly  clear 
that  for  some   years  no  statute  authority 
existed  in  Canada,  and  for  the  last  four  or 
five   years  it  might  almost  be  said,  that 
there    had  been  no  government  in  that 
colony.     So  far  from  exhibiting  wisdom 
or  prudence,  the  House  of  Assembly  had 
evinced  the  very  opposite  character  ;  for, 
not    content    with    demanding    redress, 
they  had   actually  resorted  to  something 
like  a  declaration  of  war  against  all  peace 
and  order.     This  it  was,  that  justified  the 
present  measure ;    and,  in  conclusion,  he 
begged  again  to  assure  the  House,  that 
the  opinion  of  the  electors  of  Westminster 
was  opposed  to  the  conduct  of  the  rebels. 
Mr.  fVakley  had  heard  with  some  sur- 
prise the  soft  and  bland   tones  of   the 
great  warrior  who  had  just  spoken,  and  as 
he  was  his  representative  in  that  House, 
he  would  make  one  or  two  remarks  in  re- 
ference to  what  had  fallen  from  that  gal- 
lant General.     He,  in  the  first  place,  felt 
himself  bound  to  state,  that  he  represented 
a  larger  proportion  of  this  metropolis  than 
the  gallant  General,  and  the  conduct  of 
the  Radical  party  in  this  assembly  had 
given,  so  far  as  he  had  been  able  to  learn, 
no  dissatisfaction  to  his  constituents.    He 
spoke  only  from  the  information  which  he 
himself  had   acquired    from  his  intimate 
connexion  with  his  constituents.   It  could 
not  be  supposed  that  he  would  stand  there 
in  opposition  to  their  will,  when  it  was 
recollected  that  his  position  in  that  House 
was  a  very  peculiar  one,  inasmuch  as  he 
considered  himself  pledged  to  resign  his 
seat  if  ever  he  shouM  be  called  on  by  a 
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majority  of  his  constituents  to  do  so. 
What,  however,  was  the  fact  ?  He  had 
not  been  reprimanded,  he  had  not  been 
scolded,  he  had  not  been  teased  by  any 
portion  of  those  whom  he  represented  for 
his  conduct  relating  to  Canada.  But  he 
repudiated  the  assertion,  he  altogether 
denied,  that  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
were  called  the  Radical  parly,  had  in  any 
respect  advised  or  desired  that  the  Cana- 
dians should  proceed  to  extremities — that 
they  should  commit  themselves  to  an  open 
revolt  in  that  country.  The  party  to 
which  he  belonged  knew  but  one  circum- 
stance that  could  justify  revolt,  and  that 
was  the  certainty  of  success.  [Laughter,'] 
He  was  very  glad  that  the  Tories  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  laughed  at 
that  statement — he  was  glad  to  hear 
them  laugh,  but  he  feared  they  were 
chuckling  over  the  'blood  which  had  been 
shed  in  Canada.  [  OA,  oh  /]  If  by 
their  cries  of  "  oh !"  they  meant  to  ma- 
nifest their  dislike  of  their  proceedings  in 
Canada — if  by  that  exclamation  they  in- 
tended to  express  their  abhorrence  of  the 
crimes  that  had  been  perpetrated  in  that 
country,  why  did  they  sanction  the  course 
of  the  Government  that  had  led  to  that 
bloodshed  ?  He  charged  the  Government 
with  that  offence.  The  conduct  of  the 
Government  was  the  sole  cause  of  the 
revolt  in  Canada;  no  one  circumstance 
admitted  more  completely  of  demonstra- 
tion than  did  that.  If  those  who  heard 
him  were  blind  to  the  fact,  the  people  of 
England  knew  that  it  was  by  the  provoking 
system  of  unjust  legislation  which  had 
been  followed,  that  they  had  allowed  men 
to  obtain  the  dominion  over  the  minds  of 
the  Canadians  that  had  produced  the  pre- 
sent unfortunate  result.  He  would  say  that 
if  the  people  were  labouring  under  griev- 
ances which  those  who  claimed  the  right 
of  representing  them  were  not  disposed  to 
redress,  if  they  could  command  redress, 
if  they  had  the  means  of  insuring  it,  they 
would  be  justified  in  proceeding  to  extreme 
measures.  It  was,  in  hitt  opinion,  most 
unjust  to  assert  that  the  people  were  to 
go  on  yielding  a  passive  submission  to 
their  wrongs,  instead  of  exercising  the 
power  they  possessed  to  rid  themselves  of 
the  evil.  What  induced  the  House  to  pass 
the  Reform  Bill  ?  Not  a  moral  force  ?  No ; 
it  was  the  fear  of  the  muscle  and  bone  of 
the  people.  If  the  people  had  come  for- 
wara  and  declared  that  they  were  very  anx- 
ious for  reform,  but  would  never  proceed  to 


extremities  to  obtain  it,   he  should  like  ! •• 
know  what  reform  they  would  ever  ha^  -: 
obtained  from  this  House  ?     It   was   vc^il 
understood  what  would  give  the  Canadur> 
people  satisfaction ;  and  would   they  yre.'a 
it?     No.    They  talked  night  after  ni^^.t 
about  great  principles,  and  a   n amber  r: 
very  •*  philosophical" speeches  were  roaJe; 
but  they  were  thrown  away  on  that  assea:- 
bly.     They  were  much  in  the  sttuatfoD  ct' 
the  old  lady  who,  after  reading   nine   i: 
ten  columns  of  a  reported  debate,    sail 
she  was  not  surprised  that  she  could  dc  t 
understand  what  she  was  reading  abocr. 
when  she  at  last  discovered  that  they  biii 
been  debating  for  nine  or  ten  hoars  whe- 
ther the  word  "  now  '*  should  stand  part 
of  a  question.     The   people   understottl 
this  question  full  well;  they  knew  lL;it 
the  House  would  not  manifest  a  dispo*!- 
tion  to  act  on  popular  principles  till  they 
were  compelled  to  do  so  by  the  voice  of 
the  public.     The  hon.  and  gallant  Gea- 
lleman  who  had  made  so  soft  *a  speech 
this   evening  was    impressed    with    that 
belief  formerly.     He  remembered  baviog- 
heard  at  the  Crown  and  Anchor  an  ora- 
torical display  of  his  during  the  contest 
for  reform,  on  which  occasion  he  declared 
that   **  he  had  just  left  where  there  wert 
100,000  men  ready  to  march  towards  the 
metropolis,"  "  and,"  said  he,  "  if  need  be. 
I  am  prepared  to  draw  my  sword  in  main- 
taining  the    rights  and   liberties  of  the 
country."    It  was  such  manifestations  of 
spirit  which   had  induced  many  to  g\wt 
their  support  to  the  gallant  General.  That 
hon.  and  gallant  General  had  told  them, 
that  it  was  very  difficult  to  carry  on  wir 
without  money ;  now  his  opinion  was,  that 
the  gallant  General  knew  it  was  much 
better  to  discontinue  a  war  when  he  found 
he  was  without  money.  He  denied  that  the 
people  were  indifferent  upon  the  subject 
of  Canada.     He  denied,  too,  what  had 
been  stated  with  respect  to  the  Radical 
party  having  stimulated  the  Canadians  to 
resistance.     He  hoped  that  the  two  quo- 
tations he  was  about  to  give  would  be 
communicated  to  the  country.    What  be 
asked  was,  if  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  North  Lancashire,  had  formerly  written 
upon  the  subject  of  Canadian  grievaoces 
in    1829?     He  was  very  sorry  that  the 
noble  Lord  was  not  then  in  his  place,  ai 
he  should  like  to  remind  the  noble  Lord 
of  the  expressions  he  had  used,  as  Mr. 
Stanley,  in  reference  to  a  Canadian  peti- 
tion to  that  House : — '*  On  the  subject  of 


537 


Canada. 


{Jan. 26} 


Canada, 


538 


the  Legislative  Council,  I  do  not  hesitate 
to    say,    without    any  disrespect  to,    or 
reflection  upon,  the  individuals  who  com- 
pose it,  is  at  the  root  of  all  the  evils 
coniplained  of  in  both  provinces.*'    That 
was  an  opinion  expressed  by  the  noble 
Lord.     It  was  followed  by  another:  *'  In 
point  of  fact,  the  remedy  is  not  one  of 
enactment,  but  of  practice;  and  a  con- 
stitutional mode  is  open  to  (he  people  of 
addressing  for  a  removal  of  the  advisers  of 
the  Crown,  and  refusing  supplies,  if  neces- 
sary, to  enforce  their  wishes.     I  do,  how- 
ever, think  that  something  might  be  done^ 
with   great  advantage,   to  give  a    more 
really  responsible  character  to  the  Exe- 
cutive Council,  which  at  present  is  a  per- 
fectly anomalous  body,  hardly  recognised 
by  the  constitution,  and  effective  chiefly  as 
a   source  of  patronage."     Now   he  (Mr. 
Wakley)  wished  to   ask  if  Mr.  Roebuck 
had  ever  used,  even  in  that  House,  lan- 
guage so  exciting  as  that,  or  if  he  had 
ever  given  a  recommendation  so  likely  to 
produce  revolt  as  that,   if,    indeed,  the 
legitimate   exercise    of    a    constitutional 
power  can  at  any  time  lead  to   revolt. 
That  was  the  language  of  the  noble  Lord 
in  1829,  and  yet  the  charge  now  against 
the  Radicals  was,  that  they  had  caused 
revolt.     There  was  not  the  slightest  proof 
of  the  accuracy  of  the  charges.     Now, 
looking  to   the   causes  of  the   calamity, 
what,  he  asked,  were  the  remedies  pro- 
posed ?      The   wiser  course   would  have 
been,  in   the  outset,  to   have  applied  a 
remedy  to  acknowledged  grievances.    But 
what  had  they  heard  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)    in   opposing  the 
Bill?      He   really  did    hope,   from    the 
seductive    tone  which    that    right    hon. 
Baronet  had  assumed,  that  he  intended  to 
make  a  small  bidding  for  Radical  support 
in  that  House.     That  right  hon.  Baronet 
had,  however,  been  quite  candid,  for  he 
declared   that  he   did   not  wish   to    see 
Canada  governed  on  constitutional  prin- 
ciples.    The   right    hon.    Baronet  com- 
menced with  the  correction  at  the  eleventh 
line,  where  constitutional  principles  were 
first  referred  to^  and  it  was  evident  that 
he  desired  to  send   Lord  Durham   as  a 
despot   to  Canada,  who   was  not  to  be 
embarrassed   or  annoyed   by  any  of  the 
trappings  or  frivolities  of  a  representative 
system  of  Government.     The  part  of  the 
Bill  objected  to  by  the  ri^^ht  hon.  Baronet 
was  the  only  question  which   the  Radical 
paily  could  look  upon  with    f;tvour.     It 


pledged  the  Government  to  continue  the 
constitution  in  Canada.  Now,  he  had 
heard  with  extreme  regret  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
shrink  from  the  declaration  which  he  made 
at  the  commencement  of  these  proceed- 
ings. He  understood  the  noble  Lord  to 
declare,  6rst,  to  adhere  to  that  part  of  the 
Bill,  not  to  relax  in  his  support  of  it;  and 
afterwards,  on  second  thoughts,  to  defer 
until  to-morrow  his  determination  as  to 
the  exact  course  he  might  pursue.  This 
was  a  system  of  weakness  and  of  vacilla- 
tion which  tended  only  to  show  that  the 
measures  of  the  Executive  Government 
were  brought  forward  without  due. consi- 
deration, and  without  weighing  all  the 
circumstances  connected  with  it.  He 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  adhere  to  his 
first  declaration — to  the  form  of  the  Bill 
as  it  now  stood,  and  not  be  alarmed  by 
the  appearance  of  a  majority  on  the  other 
side :  and  even  if  the  noble  Lord  should 
find  himself  in  a  minority,  he  might  cal- 
culate on  the  support  of  the  people  of 
England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland.  A  dis- 
position not  to  adhere  to  the  popular 
portions  of  the  Bill  would  be  construed 
into  a  disposition  not  to  maintain  the 
representative  system  in  Canada,  and  that 
if  despotism  could  be  found  to  work  there, 
it  would  be  persisted  in.  Such  a  course 
could  only  cover  the  Ministry  with  obloquy, 
and  he  believed  that  the  secession  of  the 
present  Ministry  from  office  must  be  its 
speedy  result. 

Mr.  Borthwick  did  not  intend  at  that 
late  hour  to  go  into  a  discussion  of  the 
merits  of  the  Bill.  The  question  before 
them  was  whether  they  should  commit 
the  Bill  pro  forma  or  not,  and  on  that 
question  an  important  discussion  had 
arisen.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  bad 
appeared  at  the  bar  of  the  House  had 
completely  failed  in  proving  any  grievances 
out  of  which  the  present  disturbances  had 
justly  arisen.  If  any  hon.  Member  had 
come  to  the  House  in  doubt  as  to  the 
course  he  should  pursue,  the  speech 
delivered  at  the  bar  of  the  House  would 
have  removed  all  doubt  from  his  mind. 
He  tendered  his  thanks  to  the  right  hon* 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  that 
on  the  present  occasion  he  had  pursued 
the  manly  course  that  always  distinguished 
him,  and  had  thrown  expediency  over- 
board, and  that  he  had  taken  a  course 
solely  based  on  principle.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  spoken  last  had  insinuated 
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that  those  at  that  side  of  the  House  pur- 
sued their  present  course  from  a  desire  of 
popularity  rather  than  from  principle,  but, 
if  it  was  the  desire  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet to  pursue  party  interests,  instead  of 
what  was  best  for  the  country,  it  would 
have  been  easy  for  him  to  have  taken  a 
different  course.  He  might  have  moved 
a  resolution  expressive  of  want  of  confi- 
dence in  her  Majesty's  Government  as  to 
their  conduct  respecting  Canada,  and 
would  thus  have  commanded  the  support 
of  the  Radical  party  in  the  House.  But ' 
that  was  not  a  course  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  could  pursue,  for  it  would  be  a 
course  without  dignity.  The  Bill  before 
the  House  was  not  a  Bill  for  the  perma- 
nent government  of  Canada.  It  was  in- 
troduced to  allow  the  House  time  to  legis- 
late permanently  for  Canada.  The 
opposition  given  to  it  deserved  the  cha- 
racter given  by  Mr.  Burke  to  a  similar 
course  pursued  with  respect  to  a  Bill  for 
the  conciliation  of  America.  Mr.  Burke 
had  said,  with  respect  to  the  opposition 
given  to  that  Bill,  it  was  like  the  conduct 
of  froward  children,  who,  when  Ihey  did 
not  get  all  they  liked,  would  take  nothing 
at  all.  On  a  former  occasion  he  (Mr. 
Borthwick)  had  referred  to  the  sympathy 
in  this  country  with  those  principles  out 
of  which  the  present  revolt  had  taken  its 
rise.  It  was  rather  extraordinary  that  the 
noble  Lord  who  was  to  be  intrusted  with 
the  execution  of  this  Bill,  appeared  to  be 
one  of  those  to  whom  the  Canadians  had 
been  taught  to  look  up  to  with  extreme 
confidence,  as  entertaining  Radical  opin- 
ions. He,  about  a  year  and  a  half  ago,  had 
read  in  a  Canadian  newspaper,  called  the 
Vindicator^  a  prophecy  as  to  the  probable 
death  of  our  late  beloved  and  lamented 
Sovereign  William  4th,  and  the  accession 
of  our  present  most  gracious  Queen.  In 
that  prophecy  it  was  stated  that,  on  the 
accession  of  her  Majesty  to  the  throne,  her 
councils  would  be  filled  by  Mr.  O'Connell, 
Mr.  Hume,  Mr.  Roebuck,  and  Lord  Dur- 
ham. This  paper  was  an  organ  of  the 
popular  party  in  Canada,  and  spoke  their 
opinions.  He  believed  that  this  opinion 
thus  expressed  did  injustice  to  the  noble 
Lord,  as  most  assuredly  it  did  to  the 
royal  Person  now  on  the  throne  of  those 
realms.  He  would  not  detain  the  House. 
His  purpose  was  to  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  who  that  night  had  earned 
for  himself  so  goodly  a  laurel,  whether  he 
would  permii  her  Majesty's  Ministers  to 


escape  from  the  condition  in  which  they 
were  placed?  Without  his  aid  they 
would  not  be  able  to  carry  on  the  Go- 
vernment. By  the  course  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  taken,  they  were  reduced 
to  the  necessity  of  keeping  their  places  at 
his  dictation,  and  governing  the  country 
as  his  instrument,  and  under  his  direction. 
The  country  would  now  see  in  whom  con- 
fidence was  to  be  placed.  He  intended 
on  a  future  occasion  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  connexion  between 
the  present  disturbances  and  the  revolu- 
tionary spirit  that  was  encouraged  in  this 
country.  He  recollected  on  a  former 
occasion,  persons  in  station  and  authority 
encouraged  the  charges  that  were  made 
against  the  Orange  Society  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny,  and  even  went  so 
far  as  to  impute  to  that  body  a  treasonable 
design  to  set  aside  the  succession  to  the 
throne.  How  well  had  those  charges  been 
repelled.  Who  were  in  Canada  rushing 
forward  to  support  the  authority  of  the 
Crown,  but  those  who  were  called  Orange- 
men, and  who  gave  their  ready  aid  to  de- 
fend the  rights  and  authority  of  her 
Majesty  against  those  persons  who  were 
foremost  in  propagating  those  charges 
against  the  loyalty  of  the  Orangemen. 
This  was  a  proud  triumph  to  those  bodies 
who  had  been  thus  subjected  to  charges 
so  calumnious  and  unfounded.  He  thanked 
the  House  for  the  attention  with  which 
he  had  been  listened  to. 

Mr.  D.  Callaghan  said,  that  the  con- 
stituency which  he  represented  felt  much 
sympathy  for  the  sufferingsof  the  Canadian 
people.  On  the  occasion  when  the  reso- 
lutions of  the  noble  Lord  were  before  the 
House,  he  did  not  vote  for  them,  as  he 
had  not  been  able  to  make  up  his  mind  on 
the  subject.  Those  resolutions  appeared 
to  be  the  cause  of  what  had  since  occurred. 
He  did  not  think  that  there  was  a  case 
sufficient  to  justify  a  suspension  of  the 
Constitution.  An  attempt  was  made  to 
draw  a  comparison  between  Ireland  and 
Canada,  but  there  was  this  difference* 
that,  whilst  successive  Administrations  had 
refused  to  acknowledge  the  grievances  of 
Ireland,  those  of  Canada  had  not  only 
been  acknowledged,  but  attempts  had 
been  made  to  redress  them.  He  was  not 
the  advocate  of  armed  resistance,  ar\d 
deeply  regretted  what  had  taken  place. 
The  revolt  appeared  to  have  been  put 
down,  and  he  did  not  think  that  thcro  was 
a  sufficient  case  to  justify  him  in  supporting 
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a  measure  to  suspend  the  constitution  of 
Canada,  and  he  must  vote  against  the 
present  measure  for  that  purpose. 

Lord  Dungannon  (late  Mr.  A.  Trevor) 
thought  it  right  that  the  country  should 
know  that  the  present  Government  were 
not  able  to  carry  on  their  measures  without 
falling  back  upon  the  support  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  They  had  been  forced  to 
look  for  support  to  tnat  side  of  the  House, 
for  a  storm  was  passing  over  their  heads 
which  they  would  find  itdifHcult  to  dispel. 
They  were  now  beginning  to  feel  the  effect 
of  those  principles  to  which  they  had  too 
long  given  encouragement.  The  hon. 
"'Member  for  Fin sbury  had  made  a  most 
extraordinary  declaration — that  a  revolt 
was  justifiable  provided  only  it  was  suc- 
cessful. There  were  times  when  no  man 
would  have  dared  to  avow  such  a  doctrine 
in  that  House.  If  the  present  Govern- 
ment were  to  continue  in  office  to  whom 
were  they  to  look  for  support  ?  They 
would  owe  that  support  altogether  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  and  those  who  with 
him,  acted  on  principle,  and  not  party 
spirit.  Were  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oc- 
cupying a  seat  on  the  opposite  benches 
how  different  would  be  the  conduct  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  !  Would  they 
give  that  support  to  him  which  they  were 
glad  to  receive  from  him  now  ?  They  had 
brought  forward  a  measure  which  they 
could  only  carry  by  the  support  of  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House,  The 
country  would  now  see  to  whom  its  con- 
fidence was  to  be  given.  They  would  see 
whether  they  were  to  continue  to  look  to 
I  he  present  ministry,  or  to  those  who,  in 
times  of  difficulty  and  danger,  were  able 
to  guide  the  vessel  of  the  State.  The  pre- 
sent Government  had  to  thank  themselves 
for  the  difficulties  in  which  they  were  at 
present  placed.  There  never  was  a  Go- 
vernment in  a  more  contemptible  position. 
He  repeated  there  never  was  a  Govern- 
ment equally  contemptible.  Without  ihe 
support  they  received  from  that  side  of  the 
House,  they  would  not  be  able  to  hold 
office  fur  a  single  clay.  The  country 
would  see  that  confidence  was  only  to  be 
placed  in  those  who  were  the  friends  of 
peace  and  good  order.  For  his  part,  he 
would  pursue  the  course  adopted  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  in  whom  he  had  the 
most  implicit  confidence,  and  by  whose 
aid  alone  the  circumstances  that  had  arisen 
could  be  brought  to  a  happy  concl nation. 

Sir  William  Somerville  would   trespass 


for  a  few  moments  on  the  attention  of  the 
House.  He  had  hitherto  given  bis  sup- 
port to  Ministers  on  this  question,  although 
he  confessed  that  it  was  with  the  greatest 
reluctance  he  gave  his  support  to  such  a 
measure;  but  the  question  was  so  sur- 
rounded by  difficulties  that  he  thought  it 
the  best  that  could  be  adopted  under  the 
circumstances.  He  had,  however,  been 
confirmed  in  his  intention  to  support  them 
by  the  censures  which  had  been  passed  on 
the  measure  by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. They  had  censured  Ministers  not  for 
what  they  had,  but  what  they  had  not, done 
—they  censured  them  for  not  having  pro- 
ceeded with  greater  vigour ;  but  it  was  that 
very  forbearance  and  humanity  which  in- 
duced him  to  continue  his  confidence  in 
ministers  throughout  the  progress  of  this 
important  question.  At  that  late  hour  of 
the  night  he  would  not  trouble  the  House 
at  greater  length,  but  he  could  not  sit 
down  without  protesting  againstthe  parallel 
which  some  hon.  Members  had  attempted 
to  draw  between  the  cases  of  Canada 
and  Ireland.  What  where  the  pigmy 
wrongs  of  Canada  to  the  affiictions  under 
which  Ireland  had  laboured  for  centuries? 
Canada  had  no  expensive  Church  Esta- 
blishment, supported  by  a  Dissenting 
population .  Canada  had  not  been  refused 
a  participation  in  municipal  privileges. 
Canada  complained  of  roisgovernment  for 
three  or  four  years,  but  Ireland  had 
groaned  under  it  for  centuries.  Having 
thus  entered  his  protest  against  his 
parallel  he  had  only  to  say  that  his  con- 
fidence in  Ministers  would  induce  him  to 
continue  his  support  to  the  bill. 
Bill  committed  pro  forma. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  January  26,  1838. 

MiNUTis.]  The  Royal  assont  was  given  by  commission  to 
the  fuUowing  Bills :— Duchess  of  Kent's  Annuity;  Joly's 
Naturalization. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Lord  Brougham,  from  Kirkud- 
bright,  for  Vote  by  Ballot,  and  Extension  of  the  Sufftagct 
the  same  from  Gainsborough  (North  Riding),  Totneaa 
(Devon),  Beverley  (Yorkshire),  Peebles,  and  Selkirk; 
ftiom  Uje  Synod  of  the  Secession  Church  of  Scotland, 
from  GorbaU,  and  from  Fife,  against  any  grant  for  prrv 
viding  additioiuil  Church  AocommodaUon ;  also  from 
Boston  (Lincolnshire),  for  the  Diillision  of  Knowledge 
among  all  clas»»! :  also  from  Bridport,  Glasgow,  FVomc, 
Grctabridgc,  Mcrthyr  Tydvil,  Dawlish,  and  Bomugh- 
bridge.  for  immediately  ending  the  system  of  Negro 
Apprenticeship. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday^  January  26,  1 838. 

Mm DTSS.]  PMitioDs  presented.  By  Mr.  MACKiinvoir,  firom 
Cottoo  MaimflKJtuTen,  for  the  Protection  of  Patents.— 
By  Mr.  J.  Elliot,  fWmi  Roxburgh,  fin:  Vote  by  Ballot ; 
and  to  put  an  end  to  Fictitious  Votes. — By  Sir  Eardlby 
Wtlmot,  from  a  place  In  Essex,  against  the  West-India 
Apprenticeship  system. — By .  Captain  Pbcbkll,  fh>m 
Brighton,  Kingston,  Chichester,  and  other  places,  against 
the  duty  on  Marine  Insurances. — ^By  Mr.  Wird,  ftom 
British  and  Hindoo  Merchants,  and  others  of  Calcutta 
and  Madras,  against  Act  the  11th  of  1836.— By  Lord 
WiLUAM  BBNTiNck,  from  Gorbftls,  against  the  high  rate 
of  duty  on  Fire  Insurances. 

Affairs  of  Canada.]  On  the  motion 
of  Lord  John  Russell  the  House  went  into 
Committee  on  the  Canada  Government 
Bill. 

Lord  John  Russell  said :  I  wish  to  ad- 
dress some  ohservatibns  to  the  House  with 
respect  to  the  course  we  mean  to  pursue 
relative  to  this  Bill.  I  stated  yesterday  my 
view  of  the  case^  in  reference  to  what  fell 
from  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Memher 
for  Coventry  ;  and  I  certainly  said,  that  1 
should  he  prepared  this  day,  after  consul- 
tation with  my  colleagues,  to  state  the 
mode  in  which  the  Government  meant  to 
proceed  with  respect  to  the  Bill,  and  the 
amendments  proposed  hy  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  the  Memher  for  Tam- 
worth.  Accordingly,  Sir,  the  whole  sub- 
ject has  been  considered  by  her  Majesty's 
servants,  and  I  have  now  to  state  their 
opinion  of  the  manner  in  which  we  ought 
to  proceed  on  this  Bill.  It  was  the  anxious 
wish  of  her  Majesty's  Government  that 
Parliament  might  have  the  opportunity  of 
considering  the  whole  of  this  subject  and 
the  whole  policy  intended  to  be  pursued. 
No  one,  I  think,  has  found  fault  with  that 
proceeding.  Indeed,  the  only  fault  which 
was  mentioned  on  the  first  night's  discus, 
sion  was  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  and  amounted  to  this,  that  we 
had  not  brought  forward  the  question  in  a 
more  solemn  manner  by  a  message  from  the 
Crown,  asking  the  advice  of  Parliament 
on  the  subject.  Sir,  without  taking  that 
mode  of  proceeding,  yet  I  do  think  it  right 
that  the  whole  policy  to  be  pursued  should 
coincide  with  the  view  of  Parliament,  and 
that  Parliament  should  be  called  on  to  pro- 
nounce its  opinion  respecting  it.  In  pur- 
suing this  view  we  certainly  have  placed 
ourselves  in  difficulties  with  respect  to  the 
manner  in  which  that  advice  should  be 
asked.  I  am  ready  to  admit,  that  part  of 
that  policy  being  to  exercise  the  prerogative 
of  the  Crown,  that  either  to  enact  or  place  in 


the  preamble  of  the  Bill  a  recognition  of  that 
policy,  is  a  departure  from  the  ordinary 
usages  of  Parliament,  but  one  in  which  we 
thought  we  were  justified  by  the  extraor- 
dinary nature  of  the  occasion.  But,  Sir, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has 
questioned  this  mode  of  proceeding,  and  has 
found  fault  both  with  the  form  and  sub- 
stance of  what  we  propose  ;  and  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Coventry,  has 
called  on  us  very  emphatically  to  declare 
whether  we  consider  ourselves  bound  to  the 
preamble  as  an  essential  part  of  the  mea- 
sure. Now,  with  respect  to  the  nature  of 
our  proceeding,  I  certainly  am  ready  to 
say  that  it  is  not  in  accordance  with  the 
ordinary  forms  of  the  House;  and  with 
respect  even  to  its  substance,  I  am  ready 
to  declare,  as  I  did  on  a  former  debate, 
that  the  words  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  secure  that  which  we  think 
essential  to  be  secured  in  a  Bill  of  this 
nature ;  that  while  you  propose  to  suspend 
the  constitutional  liberties  of  the  province 
of  Lower  Canada,  you  declare  at  the  same 
time  that  it  is  with  a  view  to  a  permanent 
arrangement  on  which  those  rights  and 
liberties  may  be  maintained  and  secured. 
Sir,  there  is  another  question  on  which  we 
felt  a  far  greater  difficulty,  and  as  to  which 
r  stated  our  difficulty  last  night.  It  was, 
that  having  placed  in  the  preamble  of  this 
Bill  a  recognition  of  part  of  the  policy 
that  we  propose  to  pursue,  an  alteration 
in  the  preamble  by  which  that  part  was 
omitted  would  seem  to  be  an  implied  con- 
demnation of  our  policy.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  again  seriously  consider^ 
this  matter.  Now,  Sir,  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman's  declarations  on  this  subject  are 
of  exceeding  importance,  and,  in  nu;t,  on 
such  declarations  as  are  made  by  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  much  of  our  future  pro- 
ceedings will  of  course  depend.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has^  as  I  understood  him, 
declared  that  he  objected  to  the  policy  pro. 
posed  to  be  pursued,  and  which  was  con- 
tained in  an  extract  of  a  dispatch  written 
by  Lord  Glenelg  to  Lord  Durham,  pre- 
scribing to  IjotSl  Durham,  if  he  thought 
fit,  that  he  may,  in  a  certain  manner 
pointed  out,  take  the  opinion  and  advice  of 
persons  representing  the  other  inhabitants 
in  Upper  and  Lower  Canada.  Now  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  any  further 
than  this,  and  asserted  that  in  his  opinion 
that  policy  is  faulty  and  likely  to  be  ao  in- 
jurious to  the  country  that  he  could  not 
agree  to  it,  then  undoubtedly  it  would 
have  been  the  duty  either  of  himself  or  of 
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some  other  Member  wbo  agreed  with  him 
to  have  pro^xised  to  this  House,  now  as- 
sembled for  the  purpose,  and  at  present  for 
the  sole  purpose  of  advising  the  Crown  in 
this  emergency,  to  declare,  by  some  ad- 
dress or  resolution  to  the  Crown,  that  this 
House  advised  her  Majesty  not  to  sanction 
such  a  course  of  policy.  But  I  have  not 
heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  go  that 
length  of  condemnation.  On  the  contrary, 
if  I  recollect  rightly  what  he  said  yester- 
day evening,  and  in  which  he  can  now 
correct  me  if  I  be  mistaken,  his  declara. 
tion  was,  that  although  he  did  not  agree 
in  the  particular  mode  pointed  out  in  the 
instructions,  that  he  considered  it  a  matter 
within  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  on 
which  the  immediate  advisers  of  the  Crown 
ought  to  be  responsible,  and  of  which  re- 
sponsibility he  would  not  relieve  them  by 
taking  any  share  or  admitting  any  parti- 
cifration  on  the  part  of  this  House  in  the 
plan  which  we  submit.  Such  being  the 
declaration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
we  have  felt  it  our  duty  to  come  to 
this  conclusion,  that  with  respect  to  the 
preamble  itself,  so  far  as  the  Bill  is  con- 
cerned, and  looking  to  the  importance  of 
those  considerations  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  suggested  last  night,  we 
do  not  think  that  the  Bill  of  itself  will  be 
materially  injured  by  an  alteration  in  the 
preamble  to  the  effect  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  Sir,  with  respect  to  the 
policy  itself  which  is  proposed  to  be  pur- 
sued, we  have  communicated  that  policy  to 
Parliament  both  by  our  speeches,  and  by  a 
communication,withherMajesty's  command, 
of  that  part  of  the  dispatch  containing  in- 
structions to  the  Earl  of  Durham.  These 
instructions  are,  that  he  be  at  liberty,  if  he 
think  fit,  to  consult  with  the  province  in  a 
certain  manner  which  is  stated.  Now,  if 
thasc  op])08ed  to  that  part  of  the  preamble 
which  it  is  proposed  to  omit,  if  they  entirely 
differ  from  that  policy,  we  think  that  it  is 
incumbent  on  them,  if  they  extend  their 
condemnation  to  the  point  I' have  stated,  to 
offer  their  advice  to  the  Throne,  and  to 
state  in  this  House  by  some  definitive 
motion  a  condemnation  of  the  policy  which 
we  have  so  openly  declared ;  if^  on  the  con- 
trary, their  opinion  is  that  it  is  a  subject 
on  which  the  House  of  Commons  need  not 
interfere,  and  that  we  ought  not  to  involve 
the  House  of  Commons  in  our  responsibility 
on  this  question,  but  that  they  are  content 
to  leave  it  to  the  advisers  of  the  Crown, 
why  then.  Sir,  we  consider  on  a  view  of 
this  whole  subject,  that  we  are  liound   to 
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abide  by  the  responsibility,  and  to  consider 
the  House  of  Commons  as  willing  to  allow 
the   matter   so   to  rest.      In  short.    Lord 
Durham,  in  proceeding  to  Lower  Canada, 
will  proceed  there  with  our  instructions, 
and  will  not  consider  his  discretion  fettered 
by  any  resolution  or  any  vote  which  has 
been  come  to  by  this  House  on  the  subject. 
With  respect  to  the  Bill,  the  governor  of 
Lower  Canada,  no  doubt,  would  be  satisfied 
with   the   Bill  as  it    is    proposed  to  be 
amended.     With  respect  to  the  proceedings 
of  this  House,  if  no  proceeding  be  taken^  of 
course  there  cannot  be  intended  to  be  con* 
veyed  any  censure  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons of  the  proposed  policy  of  the  Minis- 
ters.    I  am  glad  to  think  that  there  is  a 
very  great  interest  taken  on  this  subject  by 
this  House,  and  that  so  many  Gentlemen, 
animated,  no  doubt,  solely  with  the  view 
to  the  proper  settlement  of  this  question, 
have  attended  the  House  at  this  stage  of 
the  proceeding.     And,  Sir,  as  there  is  a 
great  attendance  of  Members,  I  will  take 
this    oppportunity   of    stating  again,  not 
what  are  the  precise  and  particular  instrur. 
tions  with  respect  to  that  part  of  our  policy 
to  which  the  preamble  adverts,  but  what 
is  the  general  nature  of  the  policy  proposed 
to  be  pursued.     It  has  always  seemed  to  us 
that,  with  regard  to  this  subject,  while  it 
was  our  duty  to  call  on  the  House  to  sup- 
press all  appearance  of  resistance  to  author- 
ity, and  while  it  was  our  duty  to  provide 
for  carrying  on  the  government  in  Canada, 
that  we  ought  not  to  be  parties  in  any  way 
to  the  supposition  that  the  great  body  of 
French    Canadian    inhabitants  of   Lower 
Canada,  or  any  other  part  of  the  inhabitants 
of  [x)wer  ('anada,   were  to  be  made  the 
subjects  of  proscription  or  injustice  in  a 
body  in  consequence   of  what  has   taken 
place.     It  is  our  view,  therefore,  that  in 
any  future  settlement  with  regard  to  the 
affairs  of  Lower  Canada,  the  wishes  and 
opinions  of  the  people  inhabiting  that  pro- 
vince should  be  duly  consulted.      Sir,  if 
there  ever  was  a  time  when  it  was  neces- 
sary to  say  this,  I  think  it  is  necessiiry  to 
do  so  at  the  present  time.     I  think  it  ne- 
cessary to  do  so  in  order  that  when  the 
insurrection,  which   Sir  J.  Colbonie   has 
met  with  so  much  energy  and  promptitude 
is  declared  by  him  now  to  be  almast  at  an 
end,  shall  be  completely  ended,  the  angr>' 
feelings  aroused,  and  naturally  an)uscd,  in 
those  who  were  the  objects  of  enmity  in 
that  province  shall  not  form  the  rule  :ind 
guide   of   the   power    representing    <ireal 
Britain  in  that  pi-ovince.     Sir,  I  Ice!  this 
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because  I  difier  widely  and  totally  from  the 
morality  lately  laid  down  at  the  har  of  this 
House,  and  echoed  within  this  House,  that 
success  is  the  only  criterion  of  the  jus- 
tice of  rebellion.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
agree  to  a  code  by  which  John  Hampden 
and  Jack  Cade  shall  be  placed  on  the  same 
level,  and  by  which  Massaniello  of  Naples 
would  be  covered  with  eternal  laurels,  and 
Algernon  Sydney  consigned  to  everlasting^ 
infamy.  I  am  not  prepared,  therefore, 
w^bilst  I  do  not  estimate  the  merits  of  in- 
surrection by  success,  to  estimate  guilt  by 
failure.  I  consider  still,  as  I  did  at  the 
commenr^ement  of  this  insurrection,  that 
the  greater  part  of  those  who  were  led  into 
it  were  so  led  chiefly  by  ignorance,  })artly 
by  the  ill  construction  of  the  powers  of  the 
government  in  Lower  Canada,  and  partly 
bv  the  arts  and  seductions  of  an  ambitious 
party  in  that  country^  who  made  tluso 
unfortunate  and  simple  people  the  tools  of 
their  machinations.  In  any  settlement 
that  is  made  in  the  affairs  of  Lower  Canada 
their  interests  ought  to  be  fully  and  fairly 
consulted.  I  stated,  therefore,  to  the  House 
that  it  is  part  of  our  policy  when  tranquillity 
shall  be  restored,  and  when  the  general 
opinions  can  be  gathered,  in  whatever 
method  they  may  be  gathered  (and  that  is  a 
point  into  which  I  shall  not  now  enter), 
they  should  be  communicated  to  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  we  should  not  appear  to  be 
forcing  on  them  a  charter  which  by  them 
may  be  considered  a  badge  of  slavery,  but 
that  we  should  rather  try  and  come  to  some 
settlement  according  with  their  habits, 
agreeable  to  their  notions,  and  likely  to 
secure  tranquil  government  for  the  future. 
This,  therefore,  is  an  essential  part  of  the 
pclicy  we  mean  to  propose.  I  do  not 
think  it  will  be  possible  othervvi.se  to  carry 
on  the  government  in  such  a  manner  that 
this  House  can  be  reconciled  to  its  justice. 
Those  who  have  seen  some  of  the  news- 
papers that  have  lately  come  from  Upi)er 
and  Lower  Canada  must  be  aware  how 
highly  irritated  the  feelings  of  some  parties 
in  the  province  are,  and  what  a  disposition 
there  is  to  push  victory  to  excess.  1  wish 
to  state  to  the  House  that  in  abandoning — 
as  I  am  ready  to  abandon — that  part  of  the 
preamble  of  the  Bill  which  is  objected  to, 
I  still  think  that  the  position  of  the  Go- 
yrrnor  sent  from  this  country  as  was  stated 
in  the  first  debate  which  we  had  on  this 
suhj.'ct  l)y  the  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Mem- 
b<T  for  Newark,  who  has  alwavs  s]>okon 
wirh  the  greatest  ability  on  thisqiustion — 
ehould   be  such  that  he  mav  stand  as  me- 


diator between  the  two  adverse  and  extreme 
parties.  I  am  of  opinion,  that  by  that 
means  only  can  peace  be  preserved.  I  am 
of  opinion  that  by  such  means  only^  and 
by  preserving  our  supremacy  over  the  pr«-»- 
vince,  can  the  permanent  prosperity  of  its 
people  be  preserved.  I  am  not  afraid,  as 
some  of  those   who  live   in  that   country 

m 

seem  to  be,   that   in    the    long    run,  the 
people  of   British  descent  will  be  perma- 
nently oppressed  by  the  ancient  inhabitants. 
My  opinion  is,  that  if  we  secure  not  only 
to    the    British,,  but   the  ancient    settlers, 
every  right  and  privilege   they    ought   ti» 
jwsscss,  that  they  may  live  together  in  peace 
and  harmony  ;  and  in  the  end  I  do  hoj>e  — 
for  I  must  express  this  hojie — that  if  theT 
have  a  constitutional  government,  that  the 
British  feelings  and  opinions  which  I  have 
always  considered  the  Siifest  foundation  of 
constitutional  government — which  are  more 
essential  to  its   proper  working  than  any 
articles  or  y>rovisions  that  may  be  inserted  in 
it — 1  do  hope  that  those  feelings  may  per- 
vade the  province  of  Lower  C  anada,  and 
that  actuated  by  them  the  people  of  Canada 
will  carry  on    their  constitutional  govern- 
ment with  the  freedom  and  liberality,  but 
likewise,    I    trust,    with   the    terojjer  and 
moderation,  which  has  always  distinguished 
the  Parliament  of  this  country.     Because, 
in  this  country,  with  the  exception  of  some 
extreme   contests,  though   there  has  befn 
every  assertion  of  freedom  on  the  one  hand, 
there  has  been  a  willingness  on  the  other  to 
give    the  Ciovemment  every  power  which 
could  enable  it  to  act  as  a  (lovernment,  but 
not  to  admit  a  licence  fatal  to  the  existence 
of  the  constitution.      I    have   now   statetl 
what  I  propose  to  do  as  reganls  the  preiiui- 
ble  of   the  Bill.      With   respect    to   the 
clause,  which    the  right  hon.  Baronet  has 
given  notice  of  his  intention   to    move  the 
omission   of,    namely,    the   clause    givinjr 
power  to  the  Queen  in  Council   to  rejRjl 
the  Bill,  I   am  still  of  opinion  that  it  is  in 
itself  defensible ;  because  power  has   Ixvn 
given  on  several  occasions  to  the  Lord.Lieu- 
tenant  of  Ireland,   to  pntclaim  certain  dis- 
tricts   under    coercive   laws,  and   he   luul 
been  invested  with  power  also  to  natiguto 
the  scveritv  of  that  law  at  his  discretion:  I, 
therefore,  sec  no  objection  to  the  principle 
of  the  Queen  in  Council  being  enabled  to 
rejieal  this  Bill.     But   when   I  say  this,  I 
am    likewise    of  opinion   that  if   any  ol>- 
jection    is   taken   in    Parliament   to    tiivc 
such    a  |iower  to    the  Crown — i'  it  is  as- 
sumed   that   Parliament   ought    t«»    retain 
this  power — I    think  that  Parliament   has 
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not  only  a  right  to  decide  tlie  question,  but 
further,    that  no  such   legislative    ))o\ver 
ought  to  be  given  to  the  Crown  without 
the  entire,  or  at  least  all  but   the  unani- 
mous,   voice   of    Parliament.     For  these 
reasons  I  shall  not  object  to  the  omission  of 
this   clause.     [Loud  cheers.]     I  perceive, 
Sir,  that  this  declaration  of  mine  is  re* 
ceived   with  great  cheering  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,    which   would  almost 
induce  me  to  suppose  that  there  are  some 
persons  in  this  House  who,  notwithstand. 
ing  the  magnitude  of  this  subject,  do  not 
look  solely  and  entirely  to  a  happy  settle- 
ment  of  the   affairs  of  Lower  Canada — 
that  there  really  are  some  persons  who  have 
a  party  purpose  to  answer  in  their  support 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite.     Sir, 
if  that  is  not  the  case,  I  am  extremely  happy 
to  hear  it  ;  because  then  I  may  naturally 
hope  that  there  will  be  nearly  a  unanimous 
settlement   of  this  subject — because,  with 
respect  to  the  suggestions  made  as  to  two 
parts  of  the  Bill,  not  essential  parts,  I  am 
willing  to  accede  to  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  as  I  understand  him  to 
say  that  any  powers  necessary  for  carrying 
on    the    Government  and    legislation    of 
Lower  Canada  he  is  willing  to  grant.    Any 
|K)wers  beyond  those  absolutely  necessary  to 
enable  the  Governor-General   to   carry  on 
the  Government  of  Canada  I  do  not  desire, 
nor,  therefore,  do  I  insist  on  them — as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  willing  to  grant 
us  the  chief  provision  of  our  Bill,  compris- 
ing all  the  material  powers  we  seek.     But, 
Sir,  besides  the  powers  in   the  Bill  itself, 
there  is  the  question  of  the  policy  embodied 
in  the  instructions  to  Lord  Durham,  which 
liave  been  communicated  to  this  House.  Sir, 
with  respect  to  that  policy,  I  declare  that 
we  maintain  it,  that  we  standby  that  policy, 
and  that,   though  we  accept  the  amend- 
ments of  the  ri^t  hon.  Baronet,  we  do  not 
abandon  the  poScy   which  we  have  taken 
up.  Sir,  I  am  only  adopting  the  sentiments 
and  uttering,  imperfectly,  language  which 
I  have  heard  from  those  opposite,  when  I 
declare  that,  on  a  subject  of  this  kind,  if 
there  is  a  want  of  confidence  in  the  policy 
to  be  pursued,  that  want   of   confidence 
ought  to  be  constitutionally  declared ;  that 
if  instructions  given  to  a  public  servant  are 
considered  worthy  of  condemnation,  it  is 
for  those  who  purpose  to  condemn  them,  to 
make  a  specific  motion,  expressive  of  their 
sentiments.     I   repeat,  Sir,  that   I   stand 
here  to  declare  that  we  will  carry  out  our 
policy,  that  we  do  not  mean  to  abandon 
any  essential  part  of  it ;  but  at  the  same 


time,  I  wish  it  to  be  seen  that  we  do  not 
desire  to  maintain  the  proposition  which 
has  been  so  much  opposed.  Then,  Sir,  I 
maintain  that  we  are  not  making  any  extra- 
ordinary or  unwarrantable  assumption— 
that  we  are  not  bringing  the  prerogative 
unduly  to  bear  upon  the  privileges  of  this 
House — when  we  conceive  ourselves  justi- 
fied in  concluding  that  if  no  condemnation 
is  pronounced,  no  condemnation  is  intended, 
and  that,  therefore,  our  discretion  is  left 
entirely  free.  Sir,  with  these  observations, 
I  believe,  I  mav  close  the  statement  of  the 
course  which  we  intend  to  take  with  re- 
spect to  this  Bill.  I  will  again  say,  if  there 
is  any  part  of  the  Bill  which  gives  the  Go- 
vernor-General an  exorbitant  power,  not 
necessary  for  carrying  on  the  Government, 
we  wish  the  clauses  to  be  amended  in  that 
respect  ;  but  I  do  hope  that  this  House 
will  take  care  that  they  establish  a  Govern- 
ment in  Canada  capable  of  inspiring  re- 
spect ;  and  that  they  will  see  that  they  do 
not,  in  their  course  on  this  Bill,  renounce 
the  hope,  and  I  trust  the  well-founded 
hope,  of  restoring  or  erecting  a  constitu- 
tional Government  in  that  country. 

Sir  R.  Peel:  Sir,  when  I  first  became 
possessed  of  the'  bill  of  the  noble  Lord  for 
making  a  temporary  provision  for  the  Go- 
vernment of   Lower   Canada,    I   availed 
myself  of  the  earliest  possible  opportunity 
of  giving  public  notice  that  there  were  two 
provisions  in  that  bill  to  which  I  entertained 
insuperable  objections ;  and   that  it  was 
my  intention  to  move  amendments  to  those 
provisions,  and  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House    for  the    purpose  of   having  the 
deliberate  decision  of  Parliament  on  the 
subject.     I  took  the  course*- rather  an  un- 
usual one — of  giving  notice  of  the  amend- 
ments which  it  was  my  intention  to  pro- 
pose, for  the  express  purpose  of  disclaim- 
ing any  advantage  from  concealment,  and 
of  enabling  the  noble  Lord  to  take  the 
measures  which  are  usually  taken  on  im- 
portant questions,  to  secure  such  an  as- 
semblage of  Members  as  should  clothe  the 
decision  of  this  House  with  the  important 
character  of  numbers.     From  the  first  I 
never  entertained  the  slightest  doubt  that 
I  should  succeed.     I  felt  so  satisfied  that 
the  amendments  which  I  intended  to  pro- 
pose were  founded  on  reason  and  common 
sense,  that  I  paid  the  House  of  Commons 
the   compliment  of  believing   that  they 
could    not   resist  the   adoption  of  them. 
And  when  1  heard  hon.  Gentlemen  on  (be 
other  side  say  that  the  very  words  in  the 
T2 
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preamble  to  which  I  objected  confttitued  in 
theireyesthe  chief,  if  not  the  solerecommen- 
<|{tiion  of  the  measure,  and  when  I  read  in 
the  or^Hns  of  govrrnment,  denunciations 
(if  my  motives  and  feelings,  my  confidence 
in  ultimate  success  was  not  in  the  slightest 
degree  diminished.  Nay,  when  I  heard 
the  noble  Lord  last  night  say,  in  speaking 
of  my  ohjoctions,  that  if  they  were  objec- 
tions of  ibrm  he  would  withdraw  his  op- 
position to  them,  but  that  if  they  wereob- 
jeoiions  of  substance  he  should  feel  some 
difficulty  on  the  subject:  and  when  I 
thereupon  declared  that  my  objections  were 
not  objections  of  form,  but  objections  of 
substance,  still  my  confidence  in  the 
reasonableness  of  my  proposition  was  not 
in  the  least  abated  ;  and  I  felt  perfectly  sa- 
tisfied that  either  by  the  vote  of  a  majority, 
or  by  the  voluntary  adoption  of  my  amend- 
ments on  the  part  of  the  Govern  mnt, 
reason  would  prevail,  and  the  objection- 
able clauses  would  be  struck  out  of  this 
bill.  Sir,  my  confidence  has  been  jus- 
tified by  the  result ;  for  I  understand  the 
noble  Lord  to  declare,  that  he  is  prepared 
to  adopt,  without  qualification,  the  pro- 
positions I  have  made.  It  is,  therefore, 
wholly  unnecessary  for  me  now  to  declare 
whnt  my  own  views  and  intentions  are. 
To  preclude  misconstruction,  however,  I 
will  add  that,  I  did  not  propose  to  move 
for  the  simple  omission  of  the  preamble  of 
the  bill,  but  I  expressly  stated  what  was 
the  substitute  I  proposed,  that  in  lieu  of 
the  preamble  of  the  noble  Lord ;  there 
should  be  inserted  words  to  this  effect : — 
"That  temporary  provision  should  be 
made  for  the  Government  of  Canada  in 
order  that  Parliament  might  be  enabled 
after  mature  deliberation,  to  make  per- 
manent provision  for  the  constitution  and 
povornment  of  Canada."  I  did  not  say, 
for  the  Government  merely;  and  I  inserted 
the  word  "constitution"  expressly  to  im- 
ply that  the  government  should  be  a  con- 
stitutional one.  I  added  **  that  the  basis 
should  be  a  permanent  one,"  and  also 
"  that  the  basis  should  be  one  which  would 
secure  the  rights  and  liberties  and  promote 
the  interests  of  all  classes  of  her  Majesty's 
subjeit*.**  By  using  the  words  "  interests 
of  all  clrisses  of  her  Majesty's  subjects"  I 
did  mean  to  claim  for  Wrliament  the  right 
of  taking  a  comprehensive  view  of  the 
whole  subject,  of  considering  the  claims 
of  British  subjects,  and  of  providing,  by 
the  establishment  of  a  representative 
svstem,  for  the  proteriion  of  British  pro- 


perty  and  feelings.  By  the  words  ^*  rights 
and  liberties"  I  expressly  meant  to  implv 
that  every  right  which  the  French 
Canadians  now  possess,  either  by  capitula- 
tion or  by  treaty,  should  be  strictly  pre- 
served to  them — that  those  rights  in 
respect  to  religion,  and  in  respect  to  every 
peculiar  privilege  derived  from  capitaiation 
or  treaty  should  be  preserved  to  them.  I 
also  intended  to  imply  that  the  French 
Canadians  and  the  British  Canadians  bv 
birth  should  be  secured  in  the  enjoymerfC 
of  a  free  constitutional  government 
founded  on  this  basis;  that  while  it  was 
a  government  established  on  free  and  con- 
stitutional principles,  it  should  also  be  a 
government  possessed  of  the  means  of 
defence  in  any  case  of  emergency,  and  <>f 
providing  in  every  respect  for  the  good 
government  of  Canada.  There  can  be  no 
common  interest  between  all  parties  unle5i>; 
such  a  government  be  established.  It 
cannot  be  expected  that  we  should  under- 
take a  charge  of  defending  the  colony  tn 
time  of  war,  unless  we  are  assured  that 
there  is  a  disposition  existing  in  it  to 
cultivate  our  connection;  and  if  oar  in- 
terests are  endangered,  to  sacrifice  all 
minor  considerations  to  their  support.  I 
do  not  now  think  it  necessary  to  refer  to 
the  amendment  which  I  proposed,  and 
which  was  framed  expressly  for  the  pur- 
pose of  comprehending  the  views  which  I 
have  just  explained.  The  noble  Lord  has 
entered  (in  my  opinion  somewhat  unneces- 
sarily) into  his  views  of  the  principles  of 
policy  upon  which  Canada  ought  to  be 
governed.  In  some  respects  1  cntirtly 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord.  It  appears  to 
me  to  be  most  important  that  the  British 
Government  should  appear  in  Canada  in 
an  amiable  light ;  that  it  should  appear  in 
the  light  of  an  arbiter  between  the  con- 
tending parties.  I  am  not  di8ix>sed  to 
leave  the  arrangements  which  it  will  be 
necessary  to  make  to  persons  who  are  in 
a  state  of  exasperation ;  exasperation  to  a 
certain  extent,  perhaps  just  and  excusable, 
but  still  exasperation.  Sir,  it  is  because 
this  is  my  opinion  that  I  think  the  British 
Government  in  Canada  ought  to  have  been 
placed  in  such  a  position  as  to  have  been 
enabled  to  enforce  its  own  policy,  and  to 
have  maintained  a  doe  respect  for  the 
dignity  of  the  law  and  for  the  honour  of 
the  Crown,  not  by  the  voluntary  exertions 
of  the  inhabitants,  however  laudable,  but 
by  a  British  military  force,  disclaiming  all 
participation  in  the   feelings  or   views  of 
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either  parly,  and  solicitous  only  to  main- 
tain the  legal  and  constitutional  authorities. 
Sir,    it  is  becaase  I  agree  in  the  noble 
Lord's  present  policy  that  I  am  disposed 
to  condemn  his  former  policy  with  refer- 
ence to  this  subject,  and  to  express  my 
surprise    that    the    noble    Lord  did  not 
foresee  the  great  probability  that  the  re- 
solutions to  which  we  agreed  last  spring 
might,  on  their  reaching  Canada,  occasion 
an  outbreak  of  party  feeling,  and  produce 
an  excitement  and  violence,  the  only  way 
to  allay   which   would    be    a    temperate 
exhibicion  of  strength  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.     The    noble    Lord   says — 
taking  a  different  view  of  the  subject  from 
that  which  he  took  yesterday — that  as  no 
inconvenience  will   arise   from  the  omis- 
sion of  the  words  which  it  is  now  proposed 
to  leave  out  of  the  bill,  no  reflection  can 
be  cast  on  her  Majesty's  Government  for 
the    course   which    they    have   pursued. 
**  But,"  adds  the   noble   Lord,    **  if  you 
object  to  our  policy  it  is  your  duty  to  pro- 
pose a  vote  of  censure  upon  us."     Now, 
my   principle  is   that   we    have  nothing 
whatever  to  do   with   the  policy  of  her 
Majesty's  Government  on    this    subject. 
I  am  not  to  call  in  question  the  exercise 
of  the  royal  prerogative  in  the  appoint* 
ment  by  the  Crown  of  the  Earl  of  Durham 
as  governor-general    of   Canada.     That 
noble  Earl  has  been  selected  by  the  Crown 
for  that  sit-ualion  ;  and,  Sir,  I  know  too 
well  the  importance   of  maintaining  the 
prerogatives  of  the  Crown  not  to  check 
the  first  attempt  to  call  in  question,  with« 
out  a  very  grave    necessity    indeed,  the 
exercise  of  such   a  prerogative.     I  shall 
act  consistently  with  the  same  principle 
with  reference  to   the  instructions  which 
have  been  given  to   Lord  Durham  by  her 
Majesty's  Government.     I  will  not  notice 
those  instructions.     I  will  not   recognise 
them.     I  will  propose  no  vote  of  censure 
upon  them.  For,  were  I  to  do  so,  and  were 
I  to  select  the  parts  in  which,  in  my  opinion 
we  ought  to  concur,  and  parts  which,  in  my 
opinion,  we  ought  to  condemn,  I  should 
place  myself,  a  mere  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, in  the  situation  of  an  adviser  of  the 
Crown.     If  I  exercise  the  right  of  un- 
qualified  censure    and    condemnation,  I 
ought  to   exercise  the  right  of  qualified 
censure  and  condemnation ;  and  in  de- 
tailed instructions  it  is  impossible   that 
every  part    should   be  equally  open   to 
remark.     Now,  what  would  be  the  con- 

iequ«Dce  of  that?    That  I  should  claim 


for  the  House  of  Commons  a  participation 
in  the  exercise  of  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  ;  and  a  most  dangerous  precedent 
it  would  be,  if  we  were  thus  to  pronounce, 
(}  priori^  an  opinion  on  the  policy  of  Go- 
vernment. So  I  tell  the  noble  Lord  that 
he  need  not  expect  that  any  vote  of  con- 
demnation will  proceed  from  me.  I  abstain 
from  that  vote  on  the  same  principle  with 
reference  to  the  instructions  which  have 
been  given  to  Lord  Durham  as  that  on 
which  I  abstain  from  it  with  reference  to 
the  bill  under  our  consideration.  As  to 
the  instructions  themselves  I  do  not  think 
we  ought  ever  to  have  seen  them.  I  will 
in  no  shape  by  any  public  proceeding  con- 
tract any  responsibility  on  the  subject ; 
but  it  may  save  time  if  I  tell  the  noble 
Lord  that  I  hold  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment entirely  responsible  with  reference  to 
it,  and  that  my  being  in  possession  of 
the  instructions  in  question,  and  yet  main- 
taining silence  upon  them,  in  no  way 
renders  me  responsible.  1  retain  the  right 
of  questioning  the  policy  of  those  instruc- 
tions as  if  I  had  never  seen  them ;  and 
still  more,  I  declare,  as  far  as  my  private 
opinion  is  concerned,  although  I  do  not 
mean  to  record  that  opinion  by  any  vote, 
that  of  all  the  public  documents  1  ever  met 
with  I  think  that  these  instructions  to 
Lord  Durham  are  the  most  eminently 
absurd.  In  the  first  place,  let  me  ask 
hon.  Members  if  they  do  not  think  it  would 
have  been  more  consistent  with  common 
sense  to  have  waited  nntil  the  last  mo- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl's  remaining  in 
England  before  communicating  to  him 
those  instructions.  If,  Sir,  I  had  deter- 
mined on  adopting  a  different  course,  I 
should  have  proposed  a  kind  of  coit^ra^ 
projet  to  the  instructions,  commencing 
with  some  such  terms  as  these : — '*  My 
Lord 9  I  have  postponed  until  the  latest 
moment  giving  your  Lordship  any  instruc- 
tions with  respect  to  the  course  and  policy 
of  your  proceedings  in  Canada.  1  have 
waited  for  the  latest  arrivals  from  that 
colony,  in  order  to  ascertain  by  them  what 
is  the  existing  condition  of  Canada,  what 
are  the  opinions  of  various  persons  with 
reference  to  that  condition,  and  what  are 
the  best  means  which  offer  themselves  for 
securing  the  object  of  your  Lordship's 
mission."  fiut  even  now,  if  I  were  to 
address  the  noble  Earl  ofBciully  on  the 
subject,  I  should  say  '*  As  Parliament  has 
thought  fit  to  intrust  to  your  Lordship 

imineQse  powersi  dfortim  I  think  it  ia 
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iticumhent  on  me  to  leave,  your  Lordship 
ut  liberty  as  to  the  mode  of  exercisiii|r 
your  powers  on  your  arrival  in  the  colony. 
iSo  far  from  fettering  your  Lordship,  who 
will  not  sail  until  the  first  of  April,  with 
instructions  dated  on  the  20th  of  January, 
instructions  implying  a  total  want  of  con- 
fidence in  your  own  means  of  obtaining 
information  in  the  country*  and  dictating 
to  you  how  many  advisers  you  shall  collect 
from  this  council,  and  how  many  from 
that ;  how  many  from  Upper  Canada,  and 
how  many  from  Lower  Canada,  i  content 
myself  with  slating  to  you  generally  the 
object  which  her  Majesty's  Government 
have  in  view,  having  Cull  confidence  that 
when  your  Lordship  arrives  on  the  spot 
where  your  operations  are  to  be  carried  on 
you  will  soon  be  much  better  qualified 
to  give  efiect  to  our  intentions  than  we  can 
be  qualified  at  present  to  instruct  you." 
Would  it  riot  be  more  consistent  with 
common  sense  thus  to  leave  Lord  Durham 
to  act  according  to  the  dictates  of  his 
own  judgment,  when  he  arrives  in  Canada, 
and  when  he  is  put  in  full  possession  of 
the  existing  state  of  affairs  in  that  colony, 
of  which  it  ought  to  be  presumed  that  he 
will  be  a  competent  judge,  than  to  em- 
barrass him  with  these  previous  instruc- 
tions. Wlien  the  noble  Lord  opposite, 
therefore,  challenges  roe  to  give  my  opinion 
of  these  instructions,  although,  I  will  not 
put  that  opinion  in  a  formal  shape  and 
place  it  on  record,  I  am  perfectly  ready 
to  declare  it,  and  to  offer  it  to  the  noble 
Lord  as  the  index  of  the  course  which  I 
may  hereafter  pursue  with  reference  to  this 
subject.  By  those  instructions  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  leave  the  noble  Lord 
no  option.  He  must  either  have  no  meeting 
of  councillors  at  all,  or  exactly  such  a  meet- 
ing as  they  prescribe  to  him.  He  is  either 
to  have  no  committee  of  advice,  or  he  is  to 
have  such  a  committee  of  advice  as  her 
Majesty's  Government  have  dictated  to 
him.  Now,  suppose  the  noble  Lord  on 
his  arrival  in  the  colony  should  find  that  a 
peat  change  has  taken  place  in  the  dis. 
position  of  the  members  of  the  Legislative 
Assembly;  suppose  they  say  to  him,  *«  We 
find  that  we  have  been  deceived,  and  we 
are  now  ready  to  conform  to  the  wishes  of 
the  British  Legislature,"  is  the  noble 
Lord  then  to  call  together  all  theconstitu* 
tnt  body  in  the  (iva  districts  of  each 
province— u  Ixxly  of  which  we  were  last 
night  told  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Coventry  that  not  two  in  a  hundred  can  | 


read    and    write — is  the  noble    lA>rd     to 
call  that  body  together  for  the   purpo^> 
described    in    the    instructions.       WouJo 
it    not    be   wiser  to  leave    the  gOYernor- 
general  on  his  arrival  at  the  seat  of  hta 
government,  and  after  he  has  been  put  ju 
possession  of  all  the  facts  of  the  case,   arid 
has  collected  the  opinions  of  the  various 
authorities   on   the  subject,  to  act  sls   1i«j 
may  think  proper,  rather  than  on  the  l^UtK 
of  January  to   tie  him  down  to  any  par. 
ticular  course  ?     I   repeat,  then,    fraDkiy 
that  although  I  will  not  propose  a  vote  oi 
censure  on  these  instructions,  my  coadera- 
nation  of  them  is  not  the  less  unqualified  ; 
and,  confident  as  I  was  in  the  success  o/ 
the  motion  of  which  I  gave  notice  with 
reference  to  the  Bill  before  us,  I  am  equally 
confident  that  her  Majesty's  Governmeut 
will  find  themselves  compelled  to  withdraw 
these    instructions.      1    say     that    these 
instructions  ought  not   to  be  maintained  ; 
I  say  they  cannot  be  maintained.     If  you 
wish  for  conciliation  in  Canada  you  will 
not   maintain   instructions    directing  the 
Governor-general  to  select  three  Members 
from    the   Legislative   Council   of   Upper 
Canada,   and    to    invite    the    House    of 
Assembly  of  Upper  Canada  to  nominate 
ten  of  its  menibers,  not  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  iho  Governor  advice  with  respect  to 
the  alfairs  of  Upper  Canada,  but  for  tlic 
purpose  of  uniting  with  individuals  selected 
from   the   Legislative    Council  of  Lower 
Canada,  and  elected  by  the  constituent 
body    of    the    Legislative    Assembly    of 
Lower  Canada,  to  consider,  among  other 
matters   **  the   provision  that   should  be 
made  to  meet  the  necessary  expenses  of 
the  civil  Government  in  Lower  Canada, 
the  state  of  the  law  affecting  the  tenure  of 
landed  property  in  that  province,  and  the 
establishment  of  a  court  for  the  trial  of 
appeals   and  impeachments."      All  these 
topics,   be    it  observed,  are    exclusively 
interesting     to    Lower    Canada.      Why 
introduce  into  the  Committee  of  advice 
thirteen    persons    from    Upper    Canada, 
whose  very  presence  may  possibly  excite 
irritation  ?     i   ask   any   reasonable  man 
whether  such  an  instruction  as  this  is  not, 
at  least,   more  than  necessary  ?     If  the 
noble  Earl  should  arrive  in  the  colony  in 
May,  he  >\ill  be  the  best  judge  of  what 
in  the  existing  state  of  the  position  of  the 
colony  and  the  feelings  of  the  people,  it  is 
expedient  for  him  to  do.     Would  it  not 
be  a  wiser  course  to  leave  the  noble  lord 
to  his  own  discretion^  iusicad  of  saying  to 
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him,    *'  Ff  yon  call  a  Committee  of  advice, 
it  shall  consist  of  such  and  such  persons  ; 
and,    although  the  suhjecU  on  which  the 
advice  of  the  Committee  is  to  be  given 
concern      exclusively      Lower     Canada, 
thirteen  of  the  Members  of  the  Committee 
inust  be  Upper  Canadians  ?"  Sir,  after  the 
challenge  of  the  noble  Lord  to  state  my 
opinion  of  these  instructions,  it  would  be 
uncandid  and  dishonest  on  my  part  were 
I  to  abstain  from  declaring  that  1  consider 
the     manner     in    which     her     Miijesty's 
Government  propose  to  proceed  calculated 
to  rouse  opposition  to  their  own  measures 
and  to  obstruct  what  may  perhaps  be  found 
to  be  a  very  desirable  object,  the  union  uf 
Upper   and    Lower    Canada.       On    that 
ground,   Sir,  I   object   to   her    Majesty's 
Government  making  known  their  instruc- 
tions   to  Lord  Durham.     But    why  have 
they  done  so  ?  If  they  adhere  to  the  proper 
and  constitutional  course,  they  would  nor 
have  communicated  his  instructions  to  the 
noble  Lord  until  he  was  ready   to   sail  ; 
but  they  found  it   necessary   to   publish 
these     premature     instructions     for    the 
purpose  of  propping  up  their  abominable 
preamble.     This  has  driven  them  to  the 
melancholy     expedient    of    giving     the 
Governor>gencral  of  a  colony  his  instruc. 
tions  three  months  before  the  period  of  his 
sailing ;  but  I    tell  them,    with  the  same 
confidence   with  which    I    predicted    the 
success  of  my  amendments  to  the  Bill, 
that  they  will  be  obliged  to  repeal  their 
instructions.     To  those  instructions,  how- 
ever, I  totally  disclaim  making  any  allusion 
otherwise    than    as    stating    my    private 
opinion  respecting  them.     Sir,   1   might 
urge  other  reasons  for  condemning  those 
instructions.  I  am  not  willing  that  Parlia- 
Dieat  should  part  with  the  power  or  the 
means  of  entering  more  deeply  into  the 
question  of  our  North  American  provinces. 
We  may  find  it  necessary  to  institute  an 
inquiry  at  the  bar   of  this   House   into 
circumstances     connected      with     those 
provinces.     It  is   possible  that  we   may 
consider  it  advisable  to  unite  the  provinces 
of  New  Brunswick,   Nova   Scotia,  Cape 
Breton,  and  Prince  Edward's  Island  with 
the  two  Canadas,  each  province  having  a 
domestic  Government,   but  all  externally 
pursuing  a  common  interest,  and  prepared 
to  defend  that  interest  when  involved  in 
difficulty  and  exposed  to  danger.     If  this 
could  be  accomplished,  if  the  time  should 
come  when  the  plan  that  1  have  hinted  at 
may  be  carried  into  effect,  I  can  easily 


conceive  that  great  advantages  would  be 
the  result.     Those  colonies  have  for  many 
years  been  the  outlet  of  the  superabundant 
population  of  this  country,   a  population 
carrying  with  them  reminiscences  of  old 
England  that  must  occasionally  break  out 
in  the  expression  of  feeling  ;   and  which, 
in  spite  of  the  French  Canadians,  and  in 
spite  ofthe  neighbouring  democratic  states, 
would    in  all  probability  in  the  hour  of 
dangei*  to   that   mother  country,   whose 
]anguan;e  they  speak  and  whose  institutions 
they  admire,   induce   them    to  rally  them 
round    our  standard,   and   to   share   the 
difficulties  and  perils  of  foreign  war.     Let 
us  hot  then  tie  up  the  hands  of  Parliament 
frojn  entering  into  any  investigation  from 
which  such  beneficial  results  may  at  some 
future  period  be  derivable  ;  and  for  that 
reason    1    am    unwilling    to    confine  the 
considerations  connected  with  this  subject 
merely  to  the  union   of  the  two  Canadas. 
Notwithstanding  the  comparative  weakness 
of  our  other  North  American  colonies  their 
union  would   add  to  the  strength  of  each> 
and  would  tend   to  elevate  them  in  the 
scale  of  civilisation.     I  will  not  abandon 
the  hope  that  such  a  union  may  some  day 
be  formed ;  and  to  facilitate  its  formation, 
I   would    fortify  the    British   interests    in 
Canada,  leaving  them  the  full  possession 
of  their   rights  but  retaining  in  our  own 
hands  the  means  of  providing  for  the  good 
Government  of  the  province. 

Mr.  EUice  did  not  rise  to  answer  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  but  to  declare  to  his 
noble  Friend  how  certain  he  felt  that  his 
noble  Friend's  concession,  in  withdraw* 
ing  that  part  of  the  preamble  of  the  Bill 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  objected, 
would  produce  a  roost  beneticial  effect,  by 
the  almos^t  unanimous  vote  on  the  question 
that  would  be  the  result.  As  he  had  stated 
last  night,  he  saw  no  difficulty  in  recon- 
ciling this  concession  with  the  perfect 
preservation  of  the  principles  of  the  Bill. 
Both  parties  agreed  that  to  the  noble 
Earl  to  whom  was  to  be  intrusted  the 
arduous  task  of  reconciling  the  diflerences 
in  Lower  Canada,  and  establishing  a  free 
and  liberal  Government,  the  fullest  means 
of  obtaining  the  best  information  as  to 
the  general  feelings  and  wishes  of  the 
people  of  the  colony  should  be  alhwed. 
Knowing  that  there  was  that  agreement 
on  the  subject  between  the  two  parties, 
he  had  anticipated  that  the  question 
might  be  determined  without  having  re- 
course to  any  division.     In  the  opinions 
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which  had  been  stated  by  his  noble  Friend 
below  him  he  fully  concurred.  He  would 
be  the  last  man  in  the  world  to  advocate 
any  attempt  to  settle  the  constitution  of 
Canada  not  founded  on  a  determination 
to  respect  and  protect  all  the  rights,  pri- 
vilejjes,  and  liberties  of  the  people.  He 
perfectly  agreed,  also,  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  that  every  right  which  they  pos- 
sessed by  capitulation,  or  by  treaty,  or 
with  reference  to  the  principles  of  justice, 
should  be  secured  to  the  French  Cana- 
dians. All  that  they  had  to  do  was  to 
proceed  upon  that  principle.  He  cared 
little  about  the  fate  of  the  preamble  which 
had  been  given  to  the  Bill,  neither  did  he 
feel  disposed  to  enter  into  the  details  of 
the  instructions  which  the  ministers  of 
the  Crown  had  thought  fit  to  give  to  their 
representative  upon  their  own  respon- 
sibility. He  might  possibly  agree  more 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  than  with  her 
Majesty's  Ministers.  There  was  no  reason 
why  he  should  not  state  fairly  to  the 
House  that  he  had  been  opposed  to  the 
preamble  from  the  very  first.  He  had 
never  concealed  his  opposition  to  it ;  her 
Majesty's  Ministers  had  been  fully  aware 
of  his  feelings  upon  the  subject  long  before 
h is  declaration  of  last  evening.  He  agreed 
with  the  ris:ht  hon.  Baronet  more  than 
with  her  Majesty's  Ministers  upon  this 
point,  that  it  would  have  been  better  to 
imve  introduced  the  Bill  with  a  simple 
statement  of  the  principles  upon  which  it 
was  founded  and  the  objects  which  it  had 
in  view,  and  then  for  the  noble  Lord  to 
have  asked  his  friends  for  that  confi- 
dence which  every  Government  had  a 
right  to  expect  as  regarded  the  giving 
sutficicnt  instructions  to  the  representative 
whom  they  should  choose  to  carry  the 
measure  into  effect.  It  was  true  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield,  in 
proffering  his  support  to  the  Bill,  or  rather 
in  stating  the  reasons  why  he  should  not 
oppose  it,  stated,  that  he  did  so  with  the 
fullest  approbation  of  the  principles  set 
forth  in  the  preamble;  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  stated,  that  the  only 
part  of  the  Bill  which  he  liked  was  that 
which  declared  that  the  Canadians  should 
be  consulted  with  respect  to  the  nature  of 
the  free  constitution  which  they  were  to 
receive.  Why  that  was  the  only  part  of 
the  proceeding  wliich  he  liked.  He  would 
not  vote  for  a  measure  of  coercion  unless 
he  entertained  the  fullest  confidence  in 
the  Government  who  introduced  it — he 


would  not  vote  for  it  unless  he   felt  satis- 
fied that  it  was  intended  to  have  ooly  a 
temporary  operation,   and   that    the   sus- 
pended rights  and  liberties  of  the  Cana* 
dian   people   would  be  restored    at    the 
earliest  possible  period  that  the  well-being 
and  peace  of  the  country  would  permit 
If  it  could  be  supposed  that  any  part  ot 
that  principle  were  to  be  abandoned  to 
consequence  of  the  abandonment  of  the 
preamble,  he  was  not  prepared  to  say  that 
he  could  have  supported  the  propositioo 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ;  but,  as  he  said 
last  night,  he  foresaw  from  the  first  that 
they  were  all  agreed  as  to  the  principle 
upon  which  they  were  to  proceed.    With 
respect  to  the  future  prospects  of  these 
extensive  colonies^  and  to  the  possibility 
of  ultimately  uniting  them,  he  must  say 
that  he  fully  coincided  in  the  views  and 
opinions  expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet.   But  at  the  present  moment,  in  the 
present  excited    state  of  feeling  in   the 
colonies,  he  thought  it  would  be  unwise, 
and  possibly  dangerous,   to  instrnct  the 
Earl  of   Durham  to  call  a  convention  of 
the  several  states  to  discuss  that  topic. 
To  propose  an  union  of  all  the  British 
North  American  provinces  at  the  present 
moment  would  perhaps  be  the  most  in- 
flammable topic  that  could  be  introdoced. 
There  would   always,   indeed,    be    great 
difficulty   in   bringing   such    a    measure 
about  on  account  of  the  different  feelings, 
different    laws,    and    different    interests 
which  existed  in  the  different  provincct. 
There  were,  besides,  other  feelings  arising 
out  of  the  late   unhappy  c(}tif]ict  which 
would  render  any  proposition  for  effecting 
an  union  of  all  the  provinces  highly  unad- 
visable  without  further  and  roost  mature 
consideration.    But  though  it  were  impos- 
sible to  accomplish  so  desirable  an  object 
at  the  present  moment,  it  would  be  highly 
desirable  that  the  Government  at  home 
should  adopt  towards  the  colonies  soch 
a  course  of  policy  as  should  tend  to  anite 
their  various  interests,  to  obliterate  old 
prejudices,  and  to  establish  among  them 
such  an  identity  of  interest  and  feeling  is 
should  ultimately  admit  of  their  being 
permanently  united.     He  was  sure  that 
much  might  be  done  towards  that  end; 
he  was  sure  that  such  a  foundation  might 
now  be  laid  as  would  secure  at  no  distant 
day  the  full  attainment  of  that  desirable 
end.     As  he  stated  last  night,  he  wished 
to   abstain  entirely  from   any  expression 
of  party  feelings.     He  could  not  disposs 
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this  question  as  a  party  question.     It  was 
too    vitally  important  to  be  regarded  or 
debated  as  a  party  question.    He  was  sure 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
would  give  him  credit  for  the  tone  and 
manner  in  which  he  had  spoken  upon  the 
subject.  He  rejoiced  that  his  noble  Friend 
had  acted  upon  the  advice  which  he  (Mr. 
EIHce)  ventured  to  give  him  last  evening 
and  had  reconsidered  the  preamble.     He 
rejoiced,  too,  at  the  course  which  his  noble 
Friend,  in  consequence  of  that  reconsi- 
deration, had  determined  to  adopt.     He 
(Mr.  Ellice)  foresaw  from  the  first,  that,  if 
the  Government  were  to  retain  the  pre- 
amble, they  would  be  open  to  all  sorts  of 
misconstruction  in  the  minds  of  the  Cana- 
dians.     Deeply  interested  as  he  was  in 
the  question,  having  for  many  years  de- 
voted himself  very  much  to  the  affairs  of 
Canada,  he  could  not  now  abstain  from 
congratulating  the  House  and  country  that 
there  was  a  prospect  of  their  coming  to  a 
nearly  unanimous  opinion  upon  the  mea- 
sure before  them.     With  respect  to  his 
noble   Friend,  he  must  observe  that  he 
knew  the  noble  Lord  to  be  so  utterly  inca- 
pable of   propounding  anything  to  that 
House   which   could  have  the    effect   of 
permanently  restraining  the  constitutional 
rights  of  any  part  of  the  empire,  that  he 
should  have  had  his  full  confidence  and 
full  support  to  the  Bill  upon  his  own  cha- 
racter alone  if  he  had  chosen  to  ask  him 
for  it  upon  that  ground.     He  begged  to 
repeat,  that  he  had  involved  himself  in 
this  discussion  most  unwillingly.     He  had 
privately  determined  to  abstain  from  taking 
any  part  in  the  debates  upon  the  question 
from  the  beginning  to  the  end.     He  was 
led  to  depart   from   that   intention   last 
evening  from   the  hope   that  he   might 
induce  the  House  to  abandon  all  feelings 
of  party  upon  the  question,  and  to  come 
to  an  unanimous,  or  a  nearly  unanimous, 
vote.    He  wished,  however,  as  he  came 
quite  unprepared   last  night,  and  as  he 
believed  some  of  his  observations,  from 
the  imperfect  manner  in  which  they  were 
expressed,  were  not  very  clearly  under- 
stood, to  correct  an  error  which  appeared 
in  the  report  of  one  of  the  newspapers. 
Id  speaking  of  the  conduct  of  the  Ame- 
rican   Government,    he    said  —  and    he 
hoped  it  was  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House  upon  that  point — that  he  thought 
the  conduct  of  that  country  in  this  crisis 
of  the  afifairs  of  our   colonies  had  been 

mQBt  generous  and  mo»t  friendly ;  whereas 


it  was  reported  that  he  had  said  that  they 
were  on  the  watch  to  take  advantage  of 
the  difficulties  in  which  the  mother  coun- 
try might  be  involved.  From  the  con- 
fused manner  in  which  he  had  expressed 
his  opinions  last  evening,  he  was  not  sur- 
prised that  the  misconception  should  have 
taken  place;  but  he  was  well  assured, 
from  personal  knowledge  upon  the  sub* 
ject,  that  the  most  friendly  and  amicable 
feeling  was  entertained  by  America 
towards  this  country.  He  should,  there- 
fore, be  shocked  to  have  it  supposed  that 
he  had  declared  such  an  opinion  as  that 
attributed  to  him  in  the  report.  What- 
ever former  feelings,  arising  out  of  old 
and  unhappy  differences,  might  have  been, 
he  believed  that  throughout  the  whole  of 
America  there  now  prevailed  but  one 
common  sentiment,  that  what  they  called 
the  Anglo-Saxon  race  might  remain  united 
in  all  countries  in  which  it  established 
itself  under  the  same  principles  of  liberty 
and  freedom  as  were  asserted  and  main- 
tained by  their  forefathers.  He  believed 
that  the  measures  taken  two  years  since 
by  his  noble  Friend  to  prevent  a  quarrel 
between  France  and  America,  and  the 
recent  conduct  of  the  general  Government 
of  the  United  States,  as  well  as  the  pro- 
vincial Governments  of  the  two  states  of 
New  York  and  Vermont,  verging  upon 
the  British  frontier,  were  likely  to  do 
more  to  promote  the  good  understanding 
which  already  existed  between  England 
and  America  than  any  advantage  that 
could  arise  either  from  their  commercial 
intercourse  with  each  other,  or  from  any 
other  cause.  He  could  state  from  per- 
sonal knowledge,  that  an  effect  was  pro- 
duced by  the  interference  of  the  English 
to  prevent  the  quarrel  between  France 
and  America,  which  would  never  be  for- 
gotten in  the  latter  country ;  and  he  was 
sure  that  in  England  the  kind  and  liberal 
conduct  of  America  in  this  crisis  of  the 
affairs  of  the  colonies  ought  to  take  an 
equally  tenacious  hold  of  our  memories. 
So  far  from  the  United  States  feeling  an 
interest  in  these  dissensions,  or  desiring  to 
take  advantage  of  them,  he  was  persuaded 
that  the  general  feeling  in  that  country 
^bad  been  to  give  every  assistance  it  could 
to  restore  peace  and  tranquillity  to  the 
disturbed  districts  of  the  British  posses* 
sions.  He  was  also  persuaded  that  the 
opinions  expressed  by  some  Gentlemen  in 
that  House  with  respect  to  the  manner  in 
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governed  were  not  partici paled  in  by  any 
portion  of  the  respectable  population  of 
the  United  States.  He  believed  that  a 
general  feeling  obtained  throughout  the 
whole  of  America  that  the  conduct  of 
England  towards  her  North  American 
possessions  had  been  mild,  unselfish  (if 
such  an  expression  might  be  used  in  refer- 
ence to  the  conduct  of  a  nation),  and 
aolely  directed  to  the  benefit  and  advan- 
tage of  the  colonies.  Who  could  doubt, 
indeed,  that  the  connexion  between  Canada 
and  England  was  ten  times  more  bene- 
ficial to  the  colony  than  to  the  parent 
state?  And  whenever  peace  should  be 
restored,  after  the  sad  interruption  it  had 
recently  received,  he  felt  satisfied  that 
one  of  the  best  means  by  which  England 
could  seek  to  reconcile  the  Canadian 
people,  and  to  bring  them  to  a  speedy 
adjustment  of  all  difibrences,  would  be  to 
dwell  on  the  advantages  which  they  de- 
rived from  our  connexion,  rather  than,  as 
he  said  last  night,  by  pressing  upon  them 
our  desire  to  govern  them  for  some  pur- 
pose of  our  own.  He  had  nothing  more 
to  say  upon  the  subject,  except  that  be 
congratulated  the  House  most  sincerely 
upon  the  result  at  which  it  had  arrived. 
He  hoped  that  his  noble  Friend,  in  aban- 
doning those  words  of  the  preamble,  would 
not  subject  himself  to  any  expression  or 
any  feeling  of  party  triumph.  But  if  such 
an  ungenerous  and  unworthy  feeling  should 
for  a  moment  be  entertained  or  expressed, 
his  noble  Friend  might  console  himself 
with  the  reflection,  that  in  taking  a  step, 
which  went  to  secure  an  almost  unanimous 
vote  upon  the  measure  before  the  House 
he  did  more  towards  a  reconciliation  with 
the  colonies,  and  to  the  establishment  of  a 
good  and  proper  feeling  in  them,  than  it 
would  be  possible  for  any  Minister  to 
procure  by  any  other  means.  With 
such  a  reflection,  his  noble  Friend  might 
well  console  himself  for  any  little  expres- 
sions of  triumph  in  which  his  adversaries 
might  choose  to  indulge. 

Mr.  Harvey  said,  that  having  expressed 
no  opinion  whatever  on  this  interesting 
and  momentous  subject  out  of  the  walls 
of  that  House,  and  having  yet  had  no 
opportunity  given  him  of  expressing  his 
opinion  within  it,  he  owned  that  he  had 
been  inclined  lo  trespass  at  some  length 
on  the  patience  of  the  House,  to  state  the 
reasons  which  had  induced  him  on  a  recent 
occasion  to  vote  against  the  second  I 
leading  of  this  Bill.    But  be  stiould  now  j 


relieve  the  House  from  any  appreUei:>v 
on  that  score,  because  he  could  not  <; 
of  a  Bill  of  which  be  knew  nothing*     i  - 
Bill  (continued  the  hon.  Gentleman^  u;<.: 
which  we  have  had  a  debate  for  the  .  > 
week,  the  Bill  framed  with  so  much  a . 
and  so  much  legal  judgment,  brought  .<. 
ward  after  long  and  anxious  consuUa?  . 
with   the  sanction   of  the    highest   W. 
authority,  was  naturally  presented  to  c  r 
attention  as  being  perfect  io  all  itsfu:'- 
— having  no  ambiguity  in  its  object— t 
undue  verbosity  in   its  expressions.    A'^ 
yet  so  true   is  it  in  legislation,  as  in  in 
higher  interests  of  human    aflairs,    "vi^ 
know  not  what  an  hour  may  bring  fon:i/ 
In  the  short  interval  of    four-aod-twer.t]i 
hours  this  Bill,  so  perfect  and  mature,  hi- 
been  decapitated,  and  has  lost  its  taih    ! 
hope,  then,  1  shall  be  excused  if  I  reso:>c 
any  remarks  I  may  have  to  make  unii!  tir 
period  when,  peradventure,  we  may  be  !m. 
to  hope  the  Bill  will  be  perfection  itself: 
that  is  to  say,  when  it  shall  be  submitu<i 
to  the  House  for  the  third  time.     But  1 
still  hope  that  the  conversation    which  vr 
have  had  this  evening,  by  far  the  mo^t 
valuable  of  all  the  discussions  we  have  hail 
upon  this  subject,  will  not  be  allowed  to 
pass  away  as  a  shadow,  and  to   leave  nu 
effect  upon  it.    I  hope  we  may  be  allowtii 
to  implore  the  leader  (Sir  R.  Peel)  of  titi 
powerful  party  who  range  themselves  u\^a\ 
the  opposition  benches  to  throw  aside  tht 
sin  which  besets  him  of  being  the  leada 
of  that  party,   and  that  he  will  bereaftt-r 
continue  in   his   course  of  well-doing  iv 
counsel  the  cabinet,  to  throw  around  it  the 
shield  of  his  protection,  and  to  spare  lu  r 
Majesty's  Ministers  and  the  nation  froni 
the  evils  which  otherwise  beset  them.     Ilio 
course  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  has 
recently    pursued    reminds    roe    of    the 
practice  io  a  lawyer's  office  when  I  was  h 
lad.     When  a  draft  was  first  prepared,  it 
was  submitted  to  some  subordinate  mem- 
ber of  the  profession — generally  to  some- 
body under  the  bar,  who  had  his  small  fee 
and  advised  upon  it ;  but  when,  in  a  sub- 
sequent stage,  it  came  to  be  more  seriously 
and  gravely  considered,  it  was  sent  to  some 
master  mind — to  the  very  highest  in  the 
profession,    who  perused   the  deed,   and 
finally  determined  the  terms  of  it.     Now, 
it  would  seem  that,  although  we  have  a 
cabinet  of  small  men,  who  consider  and 
put    together   their    crude    notions    and 
thoughts,  they  are  obliged,  after  they  have 
thrown  them  into  the  form  of  a  draft,  to 
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send  it  for  revigal  to  the  leader  of  the 
opposition.  And  what  a  splendid  instance 
of  disinterestedness  was  here  offered  by 
the  leader  of  the  opposition,  who,  whilst 
he  gives  all  his  important  advice  gratis, 
allows  the  little  people  to  take  ail  the  fees. 
This  is  in  many  respects  full  of  consola- 
tion. It  will  greatly  tend  to  dispel  those 
ungenerous  imputations  which  have  been 
very  unsparingly  cast  upon  the  conduct 
and  sentiments  of  manv  Gentlemen  in 
this  House.  Because,  although  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say,  that  in  some  material 
respects  I  differ  from  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
with  whom  I  concurred  in  opposing  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill — although  1 
am  far  from  considering  that  our  colonial 
possessions  ought  to  be  lightly  treated,  or 
slightly  considered  of — yet  it  is  not  to  be 
forgotten  that  nearly  all  those  sentiments 
and  suggestions  which  have  since  been 
popularised,  inasmuch  as  that  they  have 
been  taken  up  by  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite^  were  thrown  out  in  the  first 
instance  by  the  Gentlemen  to  whom  I 
allude,  and  upon  whom  so  many  ungene- 
rous and  injurious  imputations  have  been 
cast.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  mentions 
it  as  a  matter  of  imputation  upon  the 
Government^  that  when  they  sent  forth 
arbitrary  resolutions  which  had  been  the 
cause  of  all  the  mischief  in  Canada,  but 
which  were  so  vehemently  and  almost 
UDiversally  supported  in  this  House,  they 
did  not,  at  the  same  time,  make  a  suffi- 
cient demonstration  of  military  force, 
which,  said  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  would 
have  protected  the  colonies  from  the 
frightful  scenes  of  devastation  which  have 
been  exhibited  in  them.  But  let  it  not  be 
forgotten  that  all  the  Gentlemen  who 
resisted  those  resolutions — though  they  did 
not  admonish  the  Government  to  send  out 
a  strong  military  force — yet  distinctly 
foretold  that  if  they  were  passed  they  could 
only  be  sustained  and  carried  into  opera- 
tion by  the  aid  of  an  increased  military 
power.  Then,  are  Gentlemen  who  are 
few  in  number,  and  who  may  labour  under 
the  reproach  of  being  too  philosophical  in 
their  views,  to  be  treated  as  nought, 
because  they  have  not  a  powerful  party 
behind  them  to  vociferate  every  sentence, 
to  turn  every  period,  and  to  give  import- 
ance to  suggestions  which  have  no  inhe- 
rent weight  or  value  in  themselves? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member 
for  Coventry  (Mr.  Ellice),  has,  I  own, 
exhibited  a  new  light  tending  much  to 


disperse  the  clouds  which  have  hitherto 
hung  around  this  question.  He  has 
expressed  a  hope  that  the  House  will 
come  to  an  unanimous  vote  upon  the  sub- 
ject. I  agree  with  him  in  the  vast 
importance  which  must  be  attached  to  the 
Bill's  receiving  the  unanimous  support  of 
the  House  ;  and  after  the  discussion  of 
to-night,  I  think  that  prospect  is  not 
entirely  hopeless.  In  the  present  distracted 
state  of  parties  in  Canada— the  one  party 
struggling  for  popular  rights,  the  other 
endeavouring  to  sustain  prerogative — it  is 
very  possible  that  there  may  be  no  other 
means  of  controlling  these  rivals  than  by 
extinguishing  both  ;  but  before  I  resort  to 
a  measure  so  despotic  I  must  be  assured 
that  there  are  no  other  means  by  which  it 
may  be  possible  for  me  to  attain  the  end  I 
have  in  view.  It  has,  therefore,  from  the 
beginning  of  the  discussions  upon  this 
subject,  appeared  to  me  that  whilst  I 
should  be  most  prompt  to  confer  these 
great  and  responsible  powers  upon  the 
noble  Earl  who  has,  I  think,  been  most 
happily  selected  by  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment— cheering,  as  he  does,  the  friends  of 
freedom  wherever  he  goes — I  should  at 
the  same  time  be  little  disposed  to  fetter 
him  in  the  exercise  of  the  mighty  au- 
thority with  which  he  is  clothed.  Why 
should  he  be  curbed  or  fettered?  Are 
the  Government  disposed  to  give  him  the 
vast  authority  with  which  they  vest 
him  under  suspicion  ?  If  not,  let  him  go 
forth  armed  with  this  bill,  and  let  it  con- 
tain a  provision  that  shall  enable  him  in 
all  respects  to  act  as  in  his  judgment  he 
shall  deem  wisest  and  best.  I  have  read — 
and  I  hope  every  Gentleman  whom  I  now 
address  has  done  the  same — the  whole  of 
the  papers  which  have  been  produced  upon 
this  subject.  For  one,  I  can  say  that  there 
is  not  a  report,  nor  a  particle  of  the  testi- 
mony from  any  witness  examined  before 
any  of  the  Committees  which  have  met 
upon  the  subject,  nor  a  line  of  the  cor- 
respondence which  has  taken  place  be- 
tween the  Colonial  Secretary  and  the 
different  governors  of  the  provinces,  from 
the  year  1828  down  to  the  present  moment, 
which  I  have  not  carefully  perused  ;  and 
I  own  it  strikes  me  that  there  is  every 
reason  to  hope — and  recent  circumstances 
tend  to  confirm  that  hope — that  if  Lord 
Dnrham,  armed  with  the  present  billi  were 
allowed  to  dissolve  the  present  assembly 
in  Lower  Canada  and  to  convene  another, 
he  would  find  that  assembly  scarcely  leas 
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^hey  may  be  induced  to  return  as  their 
representatives  those  who  would  concur 
with  us  in  carrying  on  the  government  of 
the  province  according  to  the  forms  of  a 
free  constitution.  In  the  next  place,  I 
differ  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  also 
from  my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Coventry— of  whose  very  able  speech  last 
night  in  general  1  approve, — as  to  the 
opinion  they  expressed  that  had  the  act  of 
1831  been  passed  in  a  different  form — as 
proposed  by  the  previous  Government,  by 
first  assigning  a  civil  list  to  the  government 
of  the  colony,  tbose  dangers  and  difficulties 
we  have  since  experienced  would  not  have 
arisen.  [Sir  R,  Peel  had  not  expressed 
any  such  opinion.]  I  beg  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  pardon.  I  understood  him  to 
have  objected  to  our  surrendering  the 
revenues  imposed  by  the  act  of  1774 
without  having  previously  obtained  a  civil 
list.  I  know  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
did  go  at  some  length  into  that  subject, 
and  as  I  also  thought  did  the  right  hon. 
Baronet;  but  I  have  certainly  misun- 
derstood him,  and  I  beg  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  pardon.  But  upon  that  subject 
I  will  make  this  remark — that  I  do  not 
understand  how  the  difficulties  of  our  pre- 
sent situation  could  have  been  avoided  by 
any  line  of  policy  which  would  not  have  led 
to  an  accommodation  between  the  House  of 
Assembly  and  the  executive  authority.  I 
believe  that  in  any  country  existing  under 
the  form  of  a  representative  government, 
where  there  is  a  permanent  and  determined 
hostility  between  the  representatives  of  the 
people  and  the  executive  authority,  such  a 
state  of  things  must,  sooner  or  later,  lead 
to  a  result  similar  to  that  which  we  have 
lately  unfortunately  witnessed.  I  believe 
that  the  representatives  of  the  people  must 
have  so  much  power  put  into  their  hands, 
that  if  they  are  not  reconciled  to  the 
authority  of  the  government,  they  must 
necessarily  and  inevitably  drive  that 
government  to  overstep  the  acknowledged 
privileges  and  rights  of  the  representative 
body.  And  when  that  state  of  things  arises, 
the  representative  body,  if  fairly  elected  by 
the  great  body  of  the  population,  will  be 
supported  in  its  rights,  and  will  be  sup- 
ported even  so  far  as  in  a  recourse  to 
force  by  the  body  whom  it  represents. 
Then,  Sir,  I  say  the  problem  which  is  to 
be  solved,  if  we  are  to  retain  possession  of 
Canada,  is  this,  how  are  vvc  to  re- conquer, 
not  merely  the  country,  but  the  aflections 
and  hearts  of  the  people  ;  the  affectionH  and 
confidence  of  the  people  to  this  extent,  that 


their  representatives  in    Parliament  ^': 
concur  with  us  in  carrying  on  tlie  gpTem- 
ment.     Tliat,  I  say,  is  the  problem   irh:/. 
is  to  be  solved,  and  in  my  opinion    it  is  /.  . 
which    in    the    present   state    of      Lot.  - 
Canada  is  certainly  of  great  difficulty,  V, 
I  do  not  believe  it  to  be  impossible.     \^>')  k  \ 
we  look  at  the  interests  of  all  parties,  w  he:: 
particularly,  we  look  at  the  interests  oftl^- 
party  by  which  the  majority  of  the  Hou^ 
of  Assembly  has  been  supported^  we  cacn. 
help  being  impressed  with  the  convict!  c 
that  to  them  more  than  to  ourselres  tk 
connection  between  the  two  countries  is  r* 
the  greatest  possible  importance.      If  ihcir 
peculiar  laws  and  manners  be  tbe  object- 
for  which  they  are  contending,  no  niAn,  cer- 
tainly, can  doubt  that  if  the  protection  <  i 
this  country  were  withdrawn,  surrounded  :i^ 
they  are  by  a  large  population  of  a  dif- 
ferent race,  a  change  far  more  violent,  more 
sudden,  and  more  sweeping  than  that  whicL 
will   probably,   at  all  events,    take  phcc 
would  inevitably  be  their  lot.     \^Tic-n  we 
look  again  at  their  commercial  advantages 
resulting   from    the   preference  given   to 
them  by  us,  I  cannot  help  thinking  tliai 
those  advantages  are  far  beyond  any  which 
this    country  can    derive    from  the  con- 
nexion.    Nor^  Sir,  do  1  see  in  the  events  of 
late   years  any  proof  that   the  Canaditn 
people,  or  even  a  majority  of  those  who 
have  taken  an  active  part  in  the  unfortu- 
nate disturbances  in  Lower  Canada,  are 
insensible  to  those  advantages.     We  know 
that  a  little  more  than  twenty  years  ago  tbe 
Canadian  people  did  give  the  strongest  and 
most  undoubted  proof  of  their  loyalty  to 
this  country.     I  see  no  proof  that  these 
feelings  are  changed ;  although  the  majority 
of  the  House  of  Assembly  have,  by  means 
certainly  most  injudicious  and  faulty,  in. 
sisted  upon  accomplishing  many  alterations 
and    many    changes,  some  of  them    un> 
doubtedly  indefensible.    At  the  same  time 
no  man  in   this  House  has  attempted  to 
deny   that   the   conduct  of  the  House  of 
Assembly  was  justified  in  the  earlier  stages 
of  this  controversy  by  the   real  grievances 
they  sustained.     A    great    proportion  of 
those  grievances  have  been  redressed.    But 
it  is  not  denied  that  further  reforms  in  thsU 
country  are  required.     Upon  the  most  im- 
IK)rtant  topic  of  all,  that  which  has  been 
the   ostensible   cause   of  the   rupture  l)e- 
tween    the  House  of  Assembly  and  the 
mother  country,  the  state  of  the  Legislative 
Council,  upon  that  very    point  that  somr 
reform  is  necessary,  has  been  admitted.    I 
think  that  the  House  of  Assembly  have  de- 
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subjected  to  unfair  legislation,  and  they 
demand  that  the  mode  of  constituting  the 
House  of  Assembly  should  be  changed. 
They  further  demand  relief  from  the  op- 
pression of  the  feudal  tenures^  and  greater 
security  and  facility  with  respect  to  the 
transfer  of  landed  property.  They,  lastly, 
demand — and  this,  perhaps,  is  one  of  the 
most  important  items  of  the  whole  list — 
that  the  chief  officers  of  the  Government, 
and  more  especially  the  judges,  should  be 
rendered  independent  of  a  popular  assembly, 
by  having  granted  to  them  fixed  and  perma- 
nent salaries.  On  the  other  hand,  the  M  a- 
jority  of  the  House  of  Assembly  have  in- 
sbted  upon  a  great  and  extensive  change 
in  the  constitution  both  of  the  Executive 
and  Legislative  Councils.  They  have  de- 
manded that  the  government  and  the  public 
servants  should  be  made  directly  responsible 
to  the  House  of  Assembly.  They  have  de- 
manded that  the  whole  revenue  of  the  pro- 
vince should  be  appropriated  by  the  House 
of  Assembly ;  they  have  also  demanded  the 
repeal  of  certain  Acts  of  Parliament,  to- 
gether with  various  other  matters.  Sir,  I 
confess  that,  upon  calmly  looking  at  the 
substance  and  nature  of  these  various  de- 
mands, it  forcibly  strikes  me,  that  there  is 
nothing  in  them  on  either  side  which  should 
forbid  the  hope  of  their  being  so  modified, 
by  means  of  friendly  discussion  and  impar- 
tial consideration,  that  they  might  be  settled 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  great  bulk  of 
the  people.  For  instance,  with  respect  to 
the  measures  of  legislation  adopted  by  the 
Colonial  Legislature  in  reference  to  the  in- 
terests of  commerce,  it  appears  to  me  that 
some  change  is  absolutely  called  for,  not 
only  for  the  sake  of  the  lower  province, 
but  also  for  the  sake  of  the  upper  province. 
Hon.  Members  are  aware  that  a  petition 
was  presented  to  this  House,  and  that  a 
joint  address  from  the  House  of  Assembly 
and  the  Legislative  Council  of  Upper 
Canada  was  presented  to  the  Crown,  com- 
plaining of  the  difficulties  imposed  upon 
them  in  consequence  of  the  want  of  free 
access  to  the  ocean :  and,  in  a  subsequent 
address,  that  Assembly  proposed,  by  way  of 
remedying  the  evil,  that  the  Isle  of  Montreal 
should  be  annexed  to  the  upper  province. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Ellice)  some 
years  ago,  as  he  last  night  stated,  sug- 
gested the  union  of  the  two  provinces. 
Both  those  measures  might  be  justly  ob- 
jectionable to  the  party  which  have 
composed  the  majority  of  the  House  of 
Assembly  in  Lower  Canada;  but  1,  for 
one,  believe,  that  much  could  be  done  to 


facilitate  the  future  settlement  of  the  didR- 
culties  in  Lower  Canada,  and  much  to  pn?- 
mote  the   interests  of  both   provinces,  ::" 
from  the  two  Legislatures,  leaving  to  ejci. 
of  them  separate  authority  on  all  matter^ 
of  purely   domestic   concern,    some    joinr 
authority  could  be  formed  for  the  purp^-*. 
of  regulating  all  those  matters  in  whici 
they  take  a  joint  interest.     The  right  h«n 
Baronet  has  said,  that  to  some  measure  i  * 
that  sort  he  himself  is  not  indisposed  ;  an: 
he  thinks  that  some  such  union  might  U 
highly  desirable,  but  that  it  should  com- 
prise  all  the   provinces  of   British   North 
America,    or,    at  least,    not    exclude  tht 
other  provinces.      I  entirely  concur  with 
the    right  hon.    Baronet    in    that   n]>ia- 
ion.     I    would,   upon    no    account,    [in- 
vent the  other  provinces  from  being  in- 
cluded in  such  an  arrangement,  but  th< 
immediate  presslire  of  existing  diffictilt;*^ 
is  as  regards  Upper  and  Lower  Canada 
only.     The  Act  of  1791   applies  only  t«^ 
Upper  and  Lower  Canada,  and  any  chanj^c-s 
which  are  to  take  place  in  that  Act  seem 
to  me,  therefore,  a  subject  calling  for  the 
peculiar  consideration  of  those  who  are  in- 
terested in  those  two  provinces.     In  llio 
same  manner,  with  respect  to  refarmin«j 
the  Legislative  Council,  also,  I  do  believe, 
that  the  House  of  Assembly  itself  mirr^it 
be  made  to  see  the  inconvenience  and  dis- 
advantage which  would  result  from  creatir  i* 
a  second  body  that  would  be  the  mere  crK>- 
of  the  Assembly,  and  the  members  of  whit!, 
would  probably  l)e  running  a  race  for  jk>jmi. 
larity  with  the  House  of  Assembly  it&lt* 
But  I  do,  at  the  same  timej  believe,  that  a 
very  extensive  reform  in  that  part  of  ilw 
Canadian  constitution  is  requisite ;  and  1 
believe,  also,  that  if  this  part  of  the  con- 
stitution,  as   well   as  the  state  of  lopn- 
sentation,  as  affecting  the  interests  of  \}>c 
English  inhabitants  of  the  province,  W(  re- 
considered together,  a  fair  settlement  up<»n 
those  subjects  would  be  likewise  practicable. 
fn  like  manner,  in  regard  to  the  rcspon-?i- 
bility  of  the  public  servants  of  the  nrovintn^ 
to  the  House  of  Assembly,  I  am  of  opinion 
that  an  arrangement  might  be  made.    I1tf 
hon.  Member  for  Bridport  last  night  argiicii 
at  great  length   to  show  that  this  respon- 
sibility is  inconsistent  wish  the  matntcnanr: 
of  the  authority  of  the  mother  country, 
and    that    this   was    a    point  which  t).c 
House  of  Assembly  had  earnestly  insist  i\l 
upon  for  this  very  reason,  meaning  by  s" 
doing   to  ask    for  a  separation  from  th<' 
mother  country,    which    they   coiiM   not 
with    safety   venture    «)pcnly  to  demand. 
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of  coercion;    and   therefore  it  would  be 
better  that  we  should  not  make  it  impera- 
tive  upon  him.     Now,   has  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  considered  how  ungracious 
a  task  he  would  thus  throw  on  the  Earl  of 
Durham?     Would  it  be  fully  consistent 
iTv^ith  the  nature  of  the  mission  that  he  is 
going  upon  ?     Would  it  contribute  to  the 
success  of  his  high  undertaking,  that  the 
first  act  almost  on  his  arrival  in  the  colony 
should  be  that  of  declaring,  upon  his  own 
opinion  and  responsibility,  the  necessity  of 
the  suspension  of  the  constitution  ?     I  am 
sure  if  the  hon.  and  learned   Gentleman 
considers  it  in  this  point  of  view,  if  he 
regards   how   invidious  and  ungracious  a 
task    this   would    be    on  the    part    of  a 
governor  sent  out  on  a  mission  of  concilia- 
tion«  he  will  not  wish  the  Earl  of  Durham 
to  be  so  empowered.     But  I  agree  to  this 
extent,  however,  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member^  that  it  is  possible,  at  an  earlier 
period  than  we  anticipate,  and  before  those 
measures  which  Parliament  may  be  called 
upon  to  effect  are  passed^  for  us  to  return 
to  a  constitutional  form  of  government ; 
and  with  that  view>  and  for  tnat  purpose, 
we  had  introduced  the  clause  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  stated  hi&  intention 
of  objecting.     We  proposed  that  if  this  for- 
tunate state  of  things  should  exist — if  con- 
trary,   I   must    admit,    to  all  reasonable 
expectations,  it  should  be  found  that  the 
House  of  Assembly  could  without  danger 
be  called  together  before   Parliament  had 
legislated    upon    this  subject,    upon    the 
recommendation  of  the  governor,  the  Crown 
and  the  Privy  Council  might  be  able  to 
revive  the  privileges  which  are  at  present 
to  be  put  in   abeyance.      This    is  what 
we  proposed   by  the   bill    as   it  stands: 
and    I    must    say,     after    all    that    has 
been  stated,  that  I   do  not  conceive  that 
there  is  anything  wrong  or  unreasonable  in 
the  proposition.    Parliament  has  frequently 
intrusted  the  Crown  with  the  discretion  of 
adopting  a  particular  line  of  conduct  in  the 
event  of  a  certain  contingency  arising.     I 
believe    even  our    constitutional  jealousy 
with  respect  to  the  power  of  taxation  has 
not  prevented  the  Parliament  from  author- 
ising the  Crown,  in  retaliation  for  acts  on 
the  part  of  foreign  powers,  to  augment  the 
duties  on  foreign  goods  and  foreign  ship- 
ping.   But,  at  the  same  time,  though  I  do 
not  think  that  there  is  anything  unreason- 
able or  unconstitutional  in  the  proportion 
we  have  made,  yet  I  feel  that  there  is  so 
little  likelihood  of  its  coming  into  practical 
operation— >that  the  chances  are  so   infi- 


nitely against  its  being  prudent  to  authorise 
the  meeting  of  the  Canadian  legislature 
until  Parliament  shall  have  re-considered 
the  act  of  1791 — that  there  is  so  extremely 
little  probability  of  this — that  I  do  not 
think  the  practical  consequence  of  this 
clause  is  at  all  deserving  of  consideration. 
I,  therefore,  cordially  subscribe  to  the 
decision  of  my  noble  Friend,  and  I  think 
for  the  sake  of  unanimity  that  the  clause 
should  be  omitted.  I  am  afraid.  Sir,  that 
I  have,  perhaps,  entered  into  more  details 
than  in  the  present  stage  of  the  debate  was 
altogether  convenient ;  but  my  excuse  is, 
that  for  many  years  I  have  taken  the 
deepest  interest  in,  and  watched  with  the 
greatest  attention,  our  Canadian  colonies. 
I  did  so  even  before  I  was  in  office  at  all  ; 
and  having  for  upwards  of  two  years 
had  the  pleasure  and  the  happiness  to  assist 
in  conducting  the  affairs  of  the  Colonial, 
office,  under  my  noble  Friend,  Ixird  Riiion, 
my  attention  was  then,  of  course,  more 
earnestly  directed  to  all  our  possessions ;  and 
I  became  from  this  circumstance  more 
strongly  interested  than  before  in  the  wel- 
fare of  Canada  in  particular.  Perhaps,  Sir, 
I  may  in  consequence  have  been  induced  to 
take  a  view  of  the  differences  which  have 
existed  more  favourable  to  the  great  body 
of  the  Canadian  people,  and  I  may  sympa- 
thise more  with  them  than  is  altogether 
popular  in  this  country ;  but,  be  this  as  it 
may,  I  have  thought  it  right  in  supporting 
the  views  of  my  noble  Friend  near  me  can- 
didly to  express  my  real  feelings  to  the 
House. 

Mr.  Hume^  after  the  explanation  which 
had  taken  place,  only  wished  to  state  that 
in  the  views  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  op- 
posite (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  propounded  for  the 
first  time  in  that  House  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  Canada  should  for  the  future  be 
governed,  so  far  as  he  understood  them, 
he  entirely  concurred,  and  from  what  he 
knew  of  the  sentiments  of  the  people  of 
Canada  they  would  be  perfectly  content 
with  them,  and  if  they  were  only  acted 
upon  he  was  sure  that  they  would  be 
anxious  to  preserve  the  connection  with 
this  country,  and  he  was  equally  satisfied 
that  if  they  had  been  only  heretofore  acted 
upon  the  present  difficulties  never  would 
have  arisen.  With  respect  to  the  noble 
Lord's  (Viscount  Howick's)  reference  to 
the  period  when  he  took  an  active  part  in 
the  Colonial-office,  he  (Mr.  Hume)  was 
bound  to  say,  that  he  had  been  the  means 
of  communicating  addresses  of  thanks  to 
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to  adopt.  Now,  the  Crown  had  power  to 
select  the  councillors^  and  their  number 
was  confined  to  seventeen,  but  by  the  Bill 
the  number  was  unlimited  ;  and,  instead 
of  the  Crown,  the  Governor  would  virtu- 
ally have  the  power  of  nomination,  for 
such  was  the  effect  of  the  enactment 
which  enabled  •*  her  Majesty  by  any 
Commission  or  Commissions,  to  be  from 
time  to  time  issued  under  the  Great  Seal 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  or  by  any  in- 
structions under  her  Majesty's  signet  and 
sign  manual,  and  with  the  advice  of  her 
privy  council,  to  constitute  a  Legislative' 
Council  for  the  affairs  of  Lower  Canada, 
and  for  that  purpose^  to  appoint  or  au- 
thorise the  Governor  of  that  province  to 
uppcint  such  and  so  many  Legislative 
Councillors  as  to  her  Majesty  should  seem 
meet,  and  to  make  such  provisions  as  to 
her  Majesty  should  seem  meet,  for  the  re- 
moval, suspension  or  resignation  of  all  or 
any  of  such  councillors."  The  body  thus 
created  would  by  no  means  answer  the 
character  of  a  Legislative  Council,  for  its 
province  would  be,  not  to  legislate,  but 
only  to  advise.  He  did  not  like  to  see  the 
name  of  the  Legislative  Council  continued 
in  the  Act  as  applied  to  the  new  body, 
tlic  character  of  which  was,  in  fact,  entirely 
diflcrcnt  from  the  council  which  had 
hitherto  existed.  If  the  constitution  of 
Canada  was  to  be  suspended  for  a 
time  only,  he  thought  it  would  be  belter 
to  niake  the  Act  providing  for  the  sus- 
pension applicable  to  that  time.  He 
should  submit,  therefore,  that  it  would  be 
advisable  to  strike  out  of  the  Act  the  name 
of  the  Council  proposed,  as  it  at  present 
stood,  and  to  substitute  for  it  some  other 
title  more  applicable  to  its  real  character. 

Mr.  WaroMrton  was  of  opinion  with  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member,  that  the 
designation  of  the  new  Council  was  un- 
fortunately selected,  because,  first  of  all, 
he  thought  that  it  was  likely  to  create 
confusion  with  reference  to  the  Council 
which  had  up  to  this  time  been  in  exis- 
tence ;  and,  secondly,  because  he  thought 
the  name  was  most  unpopular  in  Canada. 
If  he  had  been  desirous  of  appointing  a 
body  of  this  description,  he  would  not 
choose  the  most  unpopular  name  he  could 
discover  to  give  them. 

Sir  George  Orey  would  beg,  in  answer 
to  the  observations  of  the  right  hon,  and 
learned  Member  opposite,  to  state  that 
there  had  not  been  any  substantial  altera- 
tions made  in  the  bill  last  night.      With 


regard  to  the  clause  in  which  the  term 
Le}*islative  Council  had  been  employed  as 
descriptive  of  the  body  proposed  to  be  ap- 
pointed, that  term  had  been  used  really 
with  the  intention  of  expressing,  that  the 
Council  should  be  a  Legislative  Couocil, 
and  that  its  duties  should  consist  in  iiass- 
ing  laws,  and  that  it  should  not  exercise 
the  functions  of  an  Executive  Council. 
He  had  no  objection  whatever  that  any 
other  word  less  unpopular,  or  which  tuight 
be  considered  more  appropriate  should  be 
inserted  in  the  Bill,  instead  of  that  which 
now  stood  in  it.  Any  observation  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite, 
with  regard  to  the  members  and  functions 
of  the  Council  was  worthy  of  the  attention 
of  the  House,  and  would  be  extreiii«:ly 
useful  when  the  question  of  the  establish- 
ment of  a  permanent  council  should  come 
to  be  considered.  The  new  council,  how- 
ever, was  an  extraordinary  one,  and  it  wa;^ 
intended  to  leave  all  the  responsibility  en- 
tirely with  the  Governor-general,  the  ini- 
tiative power  being  reserved  to  the  Gover- 
nor, as  in  New  South  Wales  and  other 
important  colonies. 

Lord  Jolui  Russell  suggested  the  intro- 
duction of  the  word  •*  special,'*  in  lieu  of 
the  word  *•  legislative." 

The  substitution  of  the  word  "  special  '* 
for  the  word  ^'  legislative  "  was  agreed  to, 
and  the  Clause  was  ordered  to  stand  a 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  that  before  the 
House  went  into  the  consideration  of  the 
next  clause,  he  wished  to  make  some  ob- 
jections to  its  provisions,  which  were  not 
of  a  nature  so  purely  verbal  and  technical 
as  that  which  had  been  offered  to  the 
section  last  before  the  House,  and  to 
which  he  sincerely  hoped  the  Government 
would  be  induced  to  accede.  On  looking 
at  the  Bill  as  last  printed,  with  reference 
to  the  powers  given  to  the  Governor- 
general  (it  was  all  very  well  to  talk  of  the 
Council,  as  a  matter  of  courtesy,  but  in 
reality  everything  rested  with  the  Gover- 
nor, who  was  dictator)  he  thought  tliat 
they  were  of  a  nature  far  too  large  and 
comprehensive.  The  Council  was,  no 
doubt,  a  very  decent  appanage  to  pass  the 
laws  of  the  Governor  in  Canada,  but  it 
occurred  to  him  that,  as  to  the  House  of 
Assembly,  there  were  other  parts  of  the 
constitution  which  should  not  have  been 
altered  by  this  temporary  Act.  He  had 
been  induced  to  bring  forward  this  objec* 
tion  because  the  Bill  gave  to  the  Governor 


685 


Affairs  of  Canada.  {  Jak.  26}  Ajfairs  of  Canada. 


586 


of  which  he  approved  in  the  present  pre- 
amble, there  was  not  any  clause  in  the 
body  of  the  bill  then  before  the  House ; 
but  if  ever  there  was  a  time  in  which  he 
should  have  thought  that  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  would  have  wared  any  objection 
founded  merely  on  a  reference  to  prin- 
ciples and  to  form,  for  the  sake  of  obtain- 
ing the  unanimous  support  and  concur- 
rence of  the  House  it  was  the  present. 
He  would  only  add  that  when  he  had 
on  a  former  occasion  expressed  his  con- 
currence in  the  general  principles  acted 
upon  by  the  Government,  he  had  not 
seen  the  bill  proposed.  Of  course,  there- 
fore, he  did  not  know  the  words  of  the 
preamble,  or  what  would  be  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet; 
he  bad  founded  his  expression  of  approba- 
tion on  the  statement  made  by  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, which  expressed  most  fully  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  and  of  Parlia- 
ment to  redress  the  grievances  of  the 
Canadians,  on  account  of  which  he 
waived  the  objection  which  he  entertained 
to  the  harshness  and  despotism  of  the 
provisions  of  the  present  bill.  He  looked 
to  the  dictatorship  of  Lord  Durham  as  the 
shortest,  surest,  and  safest  road  to  the ' 
restoration  of  peace  and  tranquillity.  He 
bad  no  wish  to  prolong  the  unfortunate 
state  which  had  arisen  in  the  colonies ;  he 
could  not  without  great  regret  behold  the 
flufferings  of  the  unhappy  peasantry,  who 
had  been  basely  deserted  by  their  leaders 
10  the  struggle  into  which  they  had  been 
betrayed,  and  who  had  used  marbles 
against  bullets :  he  could  not  regard 
without  much  feeling  the  dreadful  contest 
which  had  been  carried  on,  nor  the  tyran- 
nical spirit  which  had  been  there  exhibited 
by  the  leaders  of  the  revolt ;  and  he  could 
not,  therefore,  say,  that  the  dictatorship 
of  Lord  Durham  would  not  be  of  great  be- 
nefit. He  thought  that  the  course  which 
that  noble  Lord  would  be  compelled  to 
adopt,  aided  as  he  would  be,  if  necessary, 
by  the  opinions  of  the  colonists  assembled 
in  a  convention,  would  be  the  shortest  and 
the  speediest  road  to  produce  future  hap- 
piness to  the  Canadians. 

First  Clause  agreed  to.  On  the  second 
Clause  being  read, 

Sir  E.  B,  Sugden  rose  to  propose  an 
amendment.  He  thought  that  it  was 
desirable  that  the  House  should  know 
what  were  the  real  powers  of  the  Bill*  He 
bud  understood  from  bis  Friends  around 


him  that  the  noble  Lord  had  last  night 
proposed  the  committal  of  the  Bill  pro 
Jbrmdf  merely  to  introduce  some  verbal 
amendments,  but  he  must  say,  that  he 
never  saw  a  bill  come  out  of  a  Committee, 
in  which  there  had  been  a  regular  contest, 
with  more  extensive  or  more  important 
Clauses  introduced.  And  he  was  sure 
that  no  person  who  had  not  a  great  legal 
knowledge  was  capable  to  form,  on  the 
sudden,  an  opinion  as  to  the  precise  ope- 
.ration  and  the  distinct  effect  of  the  Bill 
as  it  then  stood.  In  the  colony,  as  it  at 
present  existed,  there  was  an  executive 
council,  as  a  kind  of  cabinet  or  privy 
council,  assisting  the  Governor  j  and  he 
(Sir  E.  Sugden  j  could  see  no  provision  in 
the  present  Bill  for  taking  away  its  powers. 
The  noble  Lord  was  then,  by  his  instruc- 
tions, to  form  a  sort  of  convention,  to 
consult  and  advise  with  him  as  to  the  es- 
tablishment of  a  new  constitution ;  and 
by  the  clause  then  under  discussion,  the 
Governor  was  to  form  what  was  called  a  Le- 
gislative Council,  also  for  advice.  He  hoped 
that  the  noble  Lord  was  not  impatient  of 
advice.  The  power  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
much  extended  by  the  alterations  which 
were  made  last  night.  As  the  Bill  origin- 
ally stood,  he  was  not  to  touch  the  clergy 
reserves,  nor  was  he  to  interfere  with  the 
feudal  tenures,  nor  with  free  and  common 
soccage;  he  was  to  have  no  power  of 
regulating  subjects  of  such  delicacy  and 
difficulty;  and  he  was  to  have  only  so 
much  authority  as  was  necessary  for  the 
local  government  of  the  colony  till  Minis- 
ters had  fixed  the  terms  of  the  new  con- 
stitution ;  but  as  the  Bill  stood,  subsequent 
to  the  alteration,  the  Governor  was  to 
assume  all  those  powers.  The  true  rule 
by  which,  in  his  opinion  the  House  ought 
to  be  guided,  was  to  exclude  from  the 
absolute  control  of  the  Governor  all  those 
questions,  the  remedies  for  which  must, 
from  their  peculiar  nature,  be  laid  upon 
the  table  of  that  House  after  their  adop 
tion ;  and,  if  it  were  necessary  to  come 
before  the  Imperial  Parliament  at  all,  they 
bad  much  better  call  upon  it  to  legislate 
directly  upon  those  questions,  and  that 
they  should  not  enable  the  Governor  to 
do  anything  definitely,  except  such  as  was 
required  for  the  local,  urgent,  and  necessary 
conduct  of  the  affairs  of  the  colony.  He 
begged  the  House  also  to  mark  well  the 
difference  which  existed  between  the  pre- 
sent Legislative  Council  and  that,  wbrch,  by 
the  Bill  then  before  thenii  it  was  proposed 
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suggested  ought  to  have  any  weight  with 
the  House.     He  understood  the  objection 
of  the  learned  Gentleman  to  be,  that  the 
House*  giving  the  governor- general  dicta- 
torial   power  must    give  him    the  fullest 
authority  on  all  subjects.   But  did  the  act, 
as  it  at  present  stood,  do  so,  or  did  it  not 
put  a  restriction  on  his  power?     Th^re 
was  now  a  proviso  in  the  Bill  preventing 
the   governor  from    making  any  law  or 
ordinance  with  regard  to  the  constitution 
of  the  Legislative  Assembly,  or  with  regard 
to  the  rights  of  election.     Now,  according 
to  the  learned  Solicitor-General,  it    was 
unnecessary  that    there  should    be    any 
restriction  of  the  power  of  the  governor, 
but  that  did  not  appear  to  have  been  con- 
sidered in  the  original  Bill.     With  regard 
to  the  alterations  which  it  was  alleged  had 
not  been  made  in  the  Bill,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  affirm  that  some  most  substantial 
and   important  changes  had  been  made. 
Under  the  Bill  which  was  now  lying  on  the 
table  the  governor  had  the  power  to  make 
laws  upon  any  subject,  and  his  authority 
was  much  more  extensive  than  that  which 
was  before  proposed  to  be  given  to  him ; 
and  although  it  was  now  said  that  there 
was  no  intention  to  restrict  the  powers  of 
the  governor,  yet  the  proviso  said  there 
was.     In  the  original  Bill,  the  governor 
had  no  power  to  repeal  or  alter  any  act  of 
the  Legislative  Council,  but  now  he  had 
the  authority  to  do  so  ;  by  the  original  Bill 
his  power  was  confined   to  making  laws 
for  colonial  legislation,  but  now  in  certain 
cases  the  assent  of  the  Crown  was  requi- 
site ;  originally  it  was  proposed  that  he 
should  have  the  pocver,  without  any  check, 
of  legislating  for  the  colony,  but  now  he 
had    that  power    only    joined   with    the 
colonial    legislature.    The  provisions  of 
the  statute  of  1791  required  all  laws  which 
were  made  in  the  colony  referring  to  cer- 
tain matters  to  be  subjected  to  certain 
examinations  and  tests,  by  which  the  whole 
country  would  be  made  aware  of  their  pur- 
port ;  but  now  they  were  to  be  made  in 
secret  by  the  governor,  sent  home  to  be 
submitted   o  certain  tests,  it  was  true,  but 
to  such  tests  as  that  the  Canadians  might 
be  in  utter  ignorance  of  their  purport  until 
they  were  returned  to  the  colony  as  laws, 
and  were   promulgated    to    be  forthwith 
put  inio  operation.     The   question    was, 
then,  whether  the  House  would  intrust  an 
individual  temporary  governor  only  with 
a  power  which  was,  in  fact,  absolute,  but 
which  they  had  granted  to  former  legisla- 


tive bodies  only  accompanied  with  certuo 
restrictions?      Tlie  question   with  regard 
to  the  Canada  Tenure  Act  of  1826,  wts 
equally  important,  and  the  local  legisla- 
tive  government  had  certain   powers  to 
alter  and  amend  that  statute.     Was  ther* 
any  reason  why  the  Governor  shoold  have 
any  or  either  of  these  powers?     He  bad 
intended  to  move  an  amendment,  taking 
away  from  the  Governor  the  power  of  in- 
terfering  with   the  laws  in  any   manner 
whatever,  and  he  thought  the  simple  fitci 
that  the  laws  made  by  him  would  be  tem- 
porary  only,   was   decisive   as   to   those 
referring    to    tenures  of    land,    and  be 
could  not  conceive  the  reason  for  which 
the  power  of  altering  the  laws   on   that 
subject  was  given  to  the   Governor.     It 
did   not  fall  within  the  test  proposed  bj 
I  the  Secretary   for  the  Colonies.     It  wa« 
not  a  question  of  local  police,  or  affect- 
[  ing  the  affairs  of  the  local  government.   If 
any  alteration  in  the  law  of  tenures  was 
made  it  must  be  permanent,  and  not  such 
as  might  be  in  operation  for  three  years 
only ;  and  therefore  he  saw  nothing  in  the 
Bill  or  its  objects  to  make  it  consistent  to 
give  the  Governor  any  such  power  as  that 
proposed.     He  should,  in   consequence, 
move  that  after  the  proviso  in  the  clause 
under  consideration  there  should  be  intio- 
!  duced  the  words,  "  or  to  repeal,  suspend, 
'  or  alter,   any  provision  or  any  Act  of  the 
Imperial    Parliament,"     and    there   were 
other  acts  to  which  it  should  also  apply, 
"  or  to  repeal,  alter,  or  suspend  any  act  or 
I  acts  of  the  colonial  legislature,  or  any  of 
the  provisions  thereof." 
]      Mr.   Edward  Ellice   agreed    with   the 
I  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken,  that 
it  would  be  unwise  to  give  to  the  Gover- 
I  nor-general  of  Canada  any  power  to  repeal 
j  the  Acts  of  the  British  Parliament,  more 
'  especially   if  the   laws  which  he  should 
■  make  were  only  to  remain  in  force  for  the 
.  three  or  four  years  during  which  he  should 
I  remain  in  authority  ;  but  he  entertained 
,  some  doubts  on  the  Clause  of  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House,  and  thought  that  care 
;  must  be  taken  that,  in  imposing  restric- 
tions on  the  authbrity  of  the  Governor,  the 
interests  of  the  country  should  not  be  per- 
mitted to  suffer.    The  legislation  of  the 
colony  had  hitherto  been  of  a  somewhat 
temporary  nature,   as,   for   instance,   the 
Legislative  Council  had  passed  a  Bill  for 
the  registration  of  deeds  under  the  Tenure 
Act ;  but  it  was  for  a  limited  period  only, 
and  would  shortly  expire ;  and  the  amend* 
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meni  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  would 
not  interfere  so  as  to  prevent  the  Governor 
from  making  any  law  by  which  this  act 
might  be  continued  in  operation.  At  this 
moment  the  system  of  communication 
through  the  colony  was  most  defective, 
and  if  the  present  abeyance  of  the  law 
continued,  it  must  be  put  an  end  to,  or 
materially  injured.  Any  one  who  passed 
through  the  states  of  America  must  be 
surprised  at  the  excellent  system  of  com- 
munication which  existed  there,  as  well  by 
means  of  railways  as  other  communica- 
tions ;  but  in  passing  into  Lower  Canada 
they  would  at  once  be  struck  with  the 
contrast  between  the  scenes  of  activity 
which  presented  itself  in  the  former  coun- 
try and  the  total  abeyance  of  anything 
like  industry  in  the  latter.  Now  all  the 
laws  in  Canada  were  to  a  certain  extent 
temporary,  and  he  conceived  that  that  was 
a  great  fault;  and  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  what  had  taken  place  would  in- 
duce all  parties  to  concur  in  taking  some 
step  which  might  lead  to  the  procuring  for 
the  colony  a  permanent  institution.  If 
the  laws  continued  in  their  present  posi- 
tion, all  endeavours  to  improve  the  general 
condition  of  the  country  must  cease^  and 
any  attempt  to  obtain  permission  for  the 
construction  of  a  railroad,  which  was  of 
the  greatest  importance,  or  any  other 
great  public  work,  would  be  useless.  It 
had  occurred  to  him,  therefore,  that  it  was 
better  to  permit  legislation  to  go  on,  how. 
ever  it  might  be  restricted ;  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  any  restriction  and  he  would  be 
content  even  if  it  should  be  said,  that  any 
act  to  be  passed  should,  before  its  being 
carried  into  effect,  be  transmitted  to  this 
country,  and  should  lie  on  the  tables  of 
both  Houses  for  thirty  days.  When  it 
was  necessary  to  pass  an  act,  he  did  not 
see  any  objection  to  let  it  remain  in  force 
till  it  was  repealed  by  the  Legislature.  If 
they  reserved  the  control  of  these  knotty 
points  to  the  Parliament  of  this  country, 
many  difiicalties  which  presented  them- 
selves would  be  facilitated.  He  feared 
that  if  they  allowed  the  objection  to  re- 
main which  he  had  stated,  the  people 
would  say,  that  they  were  deprived  of 
their  Legislature^  and  they  had  not  the 
means  of  carrying  out  local  improvements 
as  the  other  provinces.  He  did  not,  how- 
ever, intend  to  propose  this  to  the  House 
as  an  amendment ;  he  had  some  doubts 
on  the  subject,  but  it  was  right  that  the 
difficolty  should  be  felt  and  stated.     He 


only  stated  the  practical  grievance  that 
would  be  felt  in  the  country  ;  and  if  they 
passed  a  Bill  which  suspended  the  con- 
stitution of  the  colony,  and  deprived  the 
local  legislature  of  their  powers,  they 
should  make  some  other  provision.  He 
knew  that  this  was  a  subject  which  would 
press  itself  on  the  consideration  of  the 
British  inhabitants  of  Canada.  It  was  a 
remarkable  fact,  that  while  the  inhabitants 
of  Upper  Canada  had  improved  the  navi- 
gation of  the  river  St.  Lawrence,  from  the 
rapids  of  Niagara  to  the  boundary  of  the 
lower  province,  nothing  had  been  done  by 
the  legislature  of  Lower  Canada  for  that 
purpose,  although  they  had  promised  to 
do  something.  Certainly  works  had  been 
commenced  for  the  formation  of  the  har« 
hour  of  Montreal,  and  a  beautiful  quay  had 
been  formed  on  its  banks  ;  but  this  could 
not  be  finished  for  the  next  four  years. 
The  means,  however,  of  carrying  on  the 
works  were  derived  from  money  borrowed 
by  the  Legislature  of  the  Lower  pro- 
vince, nor  could  the  Governor  borrow 
money  to  complete  it  ?  It  would 
be  inconvenient  to  let  the  matter  stand 
over,  for  the  proposed  new  legislative  body 
would  for  some  time  have  a  large  mass  of 
matters  to  legislate  on.  He  had  no  wish 
to  interfere  in  any  way,  or  to  propose  an 
amendment,  but  he  felt  called  upon  to 
suggest  the  propriety  of  making  the  re- 
strictions within  the  narrowest  possible 
limits. 

Sir  G.  Grey  admitted,  that  the  difficul- 
ties they  had  to  contend  with  were  of 
considerable  magnitude ;  and  with  respect 
to  those  stated  by  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
he  regretted  that  they  could  not  be 
altogether  removed  consistently  with  the 
object  of  the  Bill.  He  admitted,  that  it 
would  be  highly  inconvenient  to  let  the 
Governor  in  Council  possess  the  power  of 
making  permanent  laws,  but  it  was  a 
difficult  thing  with  regard  to  local  im« 
provements.  A  distinct  provision  was 
made  by  the  Legislature  in  1832  for 
public  improvements ;  he  therefore  did 
not  think  that  there  was  any  objection  to 
leaving  it  to  the  Governor  in  Council  to 
make  appropriations  of  the  revenue  to 
complete  the  harbour  of  Montreal.  With 
respect  to  the  amendment  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  the  Member  for  Exeter,  he 
thought  that  it  was  immaterial  whether  it 
was  adopted  or  not.  l(,  however,  it  was 
thought  that  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment was  desirable^  be  should  be  obliged 
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suggested  ought  to  have  any  weight  with 
the  House.     He  understood  the  objection 
of  the  learned  Gentleman  to  be,  that  the 
House' giving  the  governor-general  dicta- 
torial   power  must    give  him    the  fullest 
authority  on  all  subjects.    But  did  the  act, 
as  it  at  present  stood,  do  so,  or  did  it  not 
put  a  restriction  on  his  power?     Th^re 
was  now  a  proviso  in  the  Bill  preventing 
the   governor  from    making  any  law  or 
ordinance  with  regard  to  the  constitution 
of  the  Legislative  Assembly,  or  with  regard 
to  the  rights  of  election.     Now,  according 
to  the  learned  Solicitor-General,   it    was 
unnecessary  that    there  should    be    any 
restriction  of  the  power  of  the  governor, 
but  that  did  not  appear  to  have  been  con- 
sidered in  the  original  Bill.     With  regard 
to  the  alterations  which  it  was  alleged  hnd 
not  been  made  in  the  Bill,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  affirm  that  some  most  substantial 
and   important  changes  had  been  made. 
Under  the  Bill  which  was  now  lying  on  the 
table  the  governor  had  the  power  to  make 
laws  upon  any  subject,  and  his  authority 
was  much  more  extensive  than  that  which 
was  before  proposed  to  be  given  to  him ; 
and  although  it  was  now  said  that  there 
was  no  intention  to  restrict  the  powers  of 
the  governor,  yet  the  proviso  said  there 
was.     In  the  original  Bill,  the  governor 
had  no  power  to  repeal  or  alter  any  act  of 
the  Legislative  Council,  but  now  he  had 
the  authority  to  do  so;  by  the  original  Bill 
his  power  was  confined   to  making  laws 
for  colonial  legislation,  but  now  in  certain 
cases  the  assent  of  the  Crown  was  requi- 
site ;  originally  it  was  proposed  that  he 
should  have  thepoiver,  without  any  check, 
of  legislating  for  the  colony,  but  now  he 
had    that  power    only   joined  with    the 
colonial    legislature.    The   provisions  of 
the  statute  of  1791  required  all  laws  which 
were  made  in  the  colony  referring  to  cer- 
tain matters  to  be  subjected  to  certain 
examinations  and  tests,  by  which  the  whole 
country  would  be  made  aware  of  their  pur- 
port ;  but  now  they  were  to  be  made  in 
secret  by  the  governor,  sent  home  to  be 
submitted   o  certain  tests,  it  was  true,  but 
to  such  tests  as  that  the  Canadians  might 
be  in  utter  ignorance  of  their  purport  until 
they  were  returned  to  the  colony  as  laws, 
and  were   promulgated    to    be  forthwith 
put  inio  operation.     The   question   was, 
then,  whether  the  House  would  intrust  an 
individual  temporary  governor  only  with 
a  power  which  was,  in  fact,  absolute,  but 
which  they  had  granted  to  former  ]egi«Ia« 


tive  bodies  only  accompanied  with  oertan 
restrictions?     The  question    with  reginl 
to  the  Canada  Tenure  Act  of  1826«  «ts 
equally  important,  and  the  local  legists* 
tive   government  had  certain   powers  to 
alter  and  amend  that  statute.     Was  there 
I  any  reason  why  the  Governor  should  bavt 
'  any  or  either  of  these  powers?     He  had 
intended  to  move  an  amendment,  takinc 
away  from  the  Governor  the  power  of  in- 
terfering with   the  laws  in  any    maoner 
whatever,  and  he  thought  the  simple  fact 
that  the  laws  made  by  him  would  be  teoi- 
porary   only,    was   decisive    as    to   those 
referring    to    tenures  of    land,    and  be 
could  not  conceive  the  reason  for  wbicb 
the  power  of  altering  the  laws  on   that 
subject  was  given  to  the   Governor.     It 
did   not  fall  within  the  test  proposed  by 
the  Secretary   for  the  Colonies.     It  was 
not  a  question  of  local  police,  or  affect- 
ing the  affairs  of  the  local  governmeoL  If 
any  alteration  in  the  law  of  tenures  was 
made  it  must  be  permanent,  and  not  such 
as  might  be  in  operation  for  three  years 
only ;  and  therefore  he  saw  nothing  in  the 
Bill  or  its  objects  to  make  it  consistent  to 
give  the  Governor  any  such  power  as  that 
proposed.     He  should,  in   consequence, 
move  that  after  the  proviso  in  the  clause 
under  consideration  there  should  be  intro- 
duced the  words,  "  or  to  repeal,  suspend, 
or  alter,    any  provision  or  any  Act  of  tbe 
Imperial    Parliament,"    and    there   were 
other  acts  to  which  it  should  also  apply, 
*'  or  to  repeal,  alter,  or  suspend  any  actor 
acts  of  the  colonial  legislature,   or  any  of 
the  provisions  thereof.'* 

Mr.  Edward  Ellice  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken,  that 
it  would  be  unwise  to  give  to  the  Gover- 
nor-general of  Canada  any  power  to  repeal 
the  Acts  of  the  British  Parliament,  more 
especially  if  the  laws  which  he  should 
make  were  only  to  remain  in  force  for  the 
three  or  four  years  during  which  he  should 
remain  in  authority  ;  but  he  entertained 
some  doubts  on  the  Clause  of  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House,  and  thought  that  care 
must  be  taken  that,  in  imposing  restric- 
tions on  the  authority  of  the  Governor,  the 
interests  of  the  country  should  not  be  per- 
mitted to  suflTer.  The  legislation  of  the 
colony  had  hitherto  been  of  a  somewhat 
temporary  nature,  as,  for  instance,  the 
Legislative  Council  had  passed  a  Bill  for 
the  registration  of  deeds  under  the  Tenure 
Act ;  but  it  was  for  a  limited  period  only, 
and  would  shortly  expire;  and  th^  anieDd« 
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ment  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  would 
not  interfere  so  as  to  prevent  the  Governor 
from  making  any  law  by  which  this  act 
might  be  continued  in  operation.     At  this 
moment   the    system  of   communication 
through  the  colony  was  most  defective, 
and   if  the  present  abeyance  of  the  law 
continued,  it  must  be  put  an  end  to,  or 
materially  injured.     Any  one  who  passed 
through   the  states  of  America  roust  be 
surprised  at  the  excellent  system  of  com- 
munication which  existed  there,  as  well  by 
means  of  railways  as  other  communica- 
tions ;   but  in  passing  into  Lower  Canada 
they   would  at  once  be  struck  with  the 
contrast  between   the  scenes  of  activity 
which  presented  itself  in  the  former  coun- 
try and  the  total  abeyance  of  anything 
like  industry  in  the  latter.     Now  all  the 
laws  in  Canada  were  to  a  certain  extent 
temporary,  and  he  conceived  that  that  was 
a  great  fault;  and  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  what  had  taken  place  would  in- 
duce all  parties  to  concur  in  taking  some 
step  whicK  might  lead  to  the  procuring  for 
the  colony  a  permanent  institution.     If 
the  Jaws  continued  in  their  present  posi- 
tion, all  endeavours  to  improve  the  general 
condition  of  the  country  must  cease,  and 
any  attempt  to  obtain  permission  for  the 
construction  of  a  railroad,  which  was  of 
the  greatest  importance,    or  any   other 
great  public  work,  would  be  useless.     It 
had  occurred  to  him,  therefore,  that  it  was 
better  to  permit  legislation  to  go  on,  how- 
ever it  might  be  restricted ;  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  any  restriction  and  he  would  be 
content  even  if  it  should  be  said,  that  any 
act  to  be  passed  should,  before  its  being 
carried  into  effect,  be  transmitted  to  this 
country,  and  should  lie  on  the  tables  of 
both  Houses  for  thirty  days.     When  it 
^as  necessary  to  pass  an  act,  he  did  not 
see  any  objection   to  let  it  remain  in  force 
till  it  was  repealed  by  the  Legislature.     If 
they  reserved  the  control  of  these  knotty 
points  to  the  Parliament  of  this  country, 
many  difficulties  which  presented  them- 
selves would  be  facilitated.     He  feared 
that  if  they  allowed  the  objection  to  re- 
main which   he  had  stated,  the  people 
would  say,   that   they  were  deprived    of 
their  Legislature,  and  they  had   not  the 
means  of  carrying  out  local  improvements 
as  the  other  provinces.     He  did  not,  how- 
ever, intend  to  propose  this  to  the  House 
as  an  amendment ;   he  had  some  doubts 
on  the  subject,  but  it  was  right  that  the 
difficulty  should  be  felt  and  stated.     He 


only  stated  the  practical  grievance  that 
would  be  felt  in  the  country ;  and  if  they 
passed  a  Bill  which  suspended  the  con- 
stitution of  the  colony,  and  deprived  the 
local  legislature  of  their  powers,  they 
should  make  some  other  provision.  He 
knew  that  this  was  a  subject  which  would 
press  itself  on  the  consideration  of  the 
British  inhabitants  of  Canada.  It  was  a 
remarkable  fact,  that  while  the  inhabitants 
of  Upper  Canada  had  improved  the  navi- 
gation of  the  river  St.  Lawrence,  from  the 
rapids  of  Niagara  to  the  boundary  of  the 
lower  province,  nothing  had  been  done  by 
the  legislature  of  Lower  Canada  for  that 
purpose,  although  they  had  promised  to 
do  something.  Certainly  works  had  been 
commenced  for  the  formation  of  the  har- 
bour of  Montreal,  and  a  beautiful  quay  had 
been  formed  on  its  banks  ;  but  this  could 
not  be  finished  for  the  next  four  years. 
The  means,  however,  of  carrying  on  the 
works  were  derived  from  money  borrowed 
by  the  Legislature  of  the  Lower  pro- 
vince, nor  could  the  Governor  borrow 
money  to  complete  it  ?  It  would 
be  inconvenient  to  let  the  matter  stand 
over,  for  the  proposed  new  legislative  body 
would  for  some  time  have  a  Targe  mass  of 
matters  to  legislate  on.  He  had  no  wish 
to  interfere  in  any  way,  or  to  propose  an 
amendment,  but  he  felt  called  upon  to 
suggest  the  propriety  of  making  the  re- 
strictions within  the  narrowest  possible 
limits. 

Sir  G,  Grey  admitted,  that  the  difficul- 
ties they  had  to  contend  with  were  of 
considerable  magnitude ;  and  with  respect 
to  those  stated  by  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
he  regretted  that  they  could  not  be 
altogether  removed  consistently  with  the 
object  of  the  Bill.  He  admitted,  that  it 
would  be  highly  inconvenient  to  let  the 
Governor  in  Council  possess  the  power  of 
making  permanent  laws,  but  it  was  a 
difficult  thing  with  regard  to  local  im- 
provements. A  distinct  provision  was 
made  by  the  legislature  in  1832  for 
public  improvements;  he  therefore  did 
not  think  that  there  was  any  objection  to 
leaving  it  to  the  Governor  in  Council  to 
make  appropriations  of  the  revenue  to 
complete  the  harbour  of  Montreal.  With 
respect  to  the  amendment  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  the  Member  for  Exeter,  he 
thought  that  it  was  immaterial  whether  it 
was  adopted  or  not.  If,  however,  it  was 
thought  that  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment was  desirablci  be  should  be  obliged 
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to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  if  he  would 
give  him  his  amendment,  and  he  wouid 
teli  him,  in  bringing  up  the  Report, 
whether  he  would  adopt  it  or  not.  The 
only  objection  was,  that  he  doubted  whe- 
ther it  was  not  too  large;  but  he  could 
not  tell  until  he  looked  into  the  local  Acts. 
If  the  amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  only  applied  to  the  Acts  he  had 
stated,  there  could  be  no  objection  to  it ; 
but  it  might  apply  to  others  in  such  a  way 
as  to  render  its  adoption  inexpedient. 

Sir  William  Follett  stated,  that  his  only 
object  was  to  exclude  from  the  operation 
of  the  clause  the  laws  which  he  had  stated ; 
he  had  no  wish  to  exclude  from  the  con- 
trol of  the  Governor  in  council  any  local 
matters  when  some  legislation  was  ne- 
cessary. He,  therefore,  would  adopt  the 
suggestion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  and  hand 
over  his  amendment  to  his  control.  It  was 
the  opinion  of  every  lawyer  with  whom 
he  had  conversed,  that  as  the  Bill  stood 
originally  it  would  give  to  the  Governor 
power  without  check  or  limit  to  legislate 
to  any  extent  and  on  any  subject.  What- 
ever were  the  objects  of  the  Bill,  he  felt 
bound  to  say,  that  a  measure  of  such 
great  consequence,  involving  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  constitution  of  one  of  our  most 
important  colonies — a  Bill  which  had  been 
designated  by  its  introducers  as  a  Bill  of 
pains  and  penalties,  and  which  gave  to 
the  Governor  of  the  province  power  with- 
out check  or  control — it  was  impossible 
that  such  a  measure  could  be  framed  with 
more  rash  inattention  and  want  of  care 
than  was  evident  in  the  Bill  as  originally 
introduced.  He  thought,  that  the  House 
and  the  country  had  a  right  to  complain 
of  the  manner  in  which  the  Bill  had  been 
introduced,  for  the  substantial  alterations 
made  in  the  Bill  had  only  been  in- 
troduced at  the  present  late  hour.  It 
would  certainly  be  understood  in  the 
colony,  that  the  Bill  contained  provisions 
of  a  very  different  nature  from  those 
which  it  now  contained. 

The  Attorney-General  replied,  that  the 
objection  of  his  hon .  and  learned  Friend 
was  rather  unprofitable  and  a  waste  of 
time,  for,  with  all  submission  to  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  the  effect  of  the  Bill 
was  the  same  as  it  originally  stood.  They 
were  discussing  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood, 
and  was  it  a  ground  of  complaint,  that 
they  had  by  certain  amendments  antici- 
pated some  of  the  objections  of  his  hon. 


and  learned  Friend  ?     He  would  observe, 
that  it  seldom  happened,  that  in  a  Bill  nf 
so   much  importance  so  few    aUeratioD<. 
were  made  in  Committee  as  in  that  before 
the  House.    Since  he  had  been  a  Merober 
of  the  House  he  knew  of  Bills  having  beeo 
recommitted  and  reprinted  several   times. 
To  go  back  to  former  times,  namely,  those 
of  Mr.  Pitt,  he  understood,  that  three  Billj 
had  been   recommitted  and   reprinted  so 
many  as  seven  times.     This  Bill  had  onU 
been  recommitted  and  reprinted  once,  and 
no  substantial  alteration  had  been  intro- 
duced into  it.    Under  one  of  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill  as  it  originally  stood,  it  was 
enacted,   that   the   Governor    in    council 
should  have  all  the  power  belonging  to 
the  local  Legislature  of  Lower  Canada, 
and   the  alterations  introduced    into  ibc 
Bill  only  went  to  express  more  precisely 
the  object  in  view.    As  to  the  amendment 
of  his  hon,  and  learned  Friend,  there  could 
be  no  objection  to  it  if  it  were    proptrly 
limited. 

Bill  passed  through  the  Committee 
The  House  resumed. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday^  January  29,  1838. 

MiNDTKn.]  Petitions  presented.  By  the  Eari  oT  Devo^. 
from  Exeter*  to  extend  Education.— By  the  Ihtke  vt 
SuTHBRLANO,  from  EtiTiria,  Stafibrdsliire,  for  Uic  aiw^U- 
tion  of  Slave  Apprenticeship. — By  Lord  A&aBTRTi'x. 
firom  places  in  Essex,  to  the  same  e^ct ;  Ihns  Hu'l 
Elgin,  Edinburgh!  and  other  places,  for  «  reducttan  in  Uh> 
rate  of  Postage ;  and  from  Manchester,  against  the  atK4r 
tion  of  Imprisonment  for  Debt. — By  the  Earl  of  Mcvr '. 
fkom  Hawick,  for  improvement  in  the  Post-Offlcc  lai- 
nagement 

Slave  Trade.]  Lord  Brougkam 
spoke  as  follows  :'*  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
petition  from  a  numerous  and  most  re- 
spectable body  of  your  fellow-citizens — 
the  inhabitants  of  Leeds.  Between  1^> 
and  17,000  of  them  have  signed  it,  and 
on  the  part  of  the  other  inhabitants  of 
that  great  and  flourishing  community,  a$ 
well  as  of  the  county  at  large  in  which 
it  is  situated,  I  can  affirm  with  confidence 
that  their  statements  and  their  prayer  are 
those  of  the  whole  province  whose  people 
I  am  proud  to  call  my  friends,  as  it  was 
once  the  prideof  my  life  to  represent  them 
in  Parliament.  They  remind  your  Lord- 
shipSi  that  between  eighteen  and  nineteen 

•  From  a  corrected  report  published  by 
Ridgway,  and  dedicated  to  Marquess  Wj- 
lesley. 
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millions  have  been  already  paid,  and  the 
residue  of  the  twenty  millions  is  in  a 
course  of  payment  to  the  holders  of 
slaves  for  some  loss  which  it  was  supposed 
their  property  would  sustain  by  the  Eman- 
cipation Act,  whereas  instead  of  a  loss 
they  have  received  a  positive  gain,  their 
yearly  revenues  are  increased,  and  the 
value  of  their  estates  has  risen  in  the 
market.  Have  not  these  petitioners — 
have  not  the  people  of  England  a  right  to 
state,  that  but  for  the  firm  belief  into 
which  a  generous  Parliament,  and  a  con- 
fiding country  were  drawn,  that  the  Bill 
of  1833  would  occasion  a  loss  to  the 
planter,  not  one  million,  or  one  pound,  or 
one  penny  of  this  enormous  sura  would 
ever  have  been  granted  to  the  owners  of 
slaves  ?  When  it  is  found  that  all  this 
money  has  been  paid  for  nothing,  have  we 
not  an  equal  right  to  require  that  what- 
ever can  be  done  on  the  part  of  the 
planters  to  further  a  measure  which  has 
already  been  so  gainful  to  them,  shall  be 
performed  without  delay  ?  Have  we  not 
an  undeniable  right  to  expect  for  the  sake 
not  more  of  humanity  towards  the  negroes 
than  of  strict  justice  to  those  whose  money 
was  so  paid  for  nothing,  under  a  mere 
error  in  fact,  we,  we  who  paid  the  money, 
shall  obtain  some  compensation?  And 
as  all  we  ask  is  not  a  return  of  it,  not  to 
have  the  sums  paid  under  mistake  re- 
funded, but  only  the  bargain  carried  into 
full  effect^  when  the  Colonial  Legislatures 
refuse  to  perform  their  part,  are  we  not 
well  entitled  to  compel  them?  In  a  word, 
have  not  the  people  of  England  a  right 
to  demand  that  the  slavery  which  still 
exists  under  the  name  of  indentured  ap- 
prenticeship, shall  forthwith  cease,  all 
pretext  for  continuing  it,  from  the  alleged 
risk  of  the  sudden  change,  or  the  negro's 
incapacity  of  voluntary  labour,  having 
been  triumphantly  destroyed  by  the  uni- 
versal and  notorious  fact  of  the  experi- 
ment of  total  emancipation  having  suc- 
ceeded wherever  it  has  been  tried,  and  of 
the  negro  working  cheerfully  and  profitably 
where  he  has  been  continued  an  appren- 
tice? In  presenting  this  petition  from 
Yorkshire,  and  these  thirteen  others  from 
various  parts  of  the  country,  I  have  the 
honour  of  giving  notice,  that  as  soon  as 
the  unfortunate  and  pressing  question  of 
Canada  shall  have  been  disposed  of  by  the 
passing  or  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  ex- 
pected from  the  Commons,  that  is,  in 
about  a  week  or  ten  days,  I  shall  submit  a 


motion  to  your  Lordships  with  a  view  of 
enabling  you  to  comply  with  the  earnest 
prayer  of  your  countrymeu,  by  fixing  the 
period  of  complete  emancipation,  on  the 
1st  of  August  in  this  year  instead  of 
1840. 

But,  my  Lords,  while  I  thus  express  my 
entire  concurrence  in  the  sentiments  of 
these  petitions,  and  of  the  various  others 
which  I  have  presented  upon  this  subject, 
1  cannot  conceal  from  myself  that  there 
is  a  very  material  difTcrenco  between  llio 
subject  of  their  complaint  und  of  the 
complaint  which  I  made  ut  our  last  meet- 
ing respecting  the  continuance  not  of 
slavery,  but  the  slave  trade,  which  1  can- 
not delay  for  a  jingle  hour  bringing  before 
Parliament.  The  grievance  set  forth  in 
the  petitions  is,  that  the  Emancipation  Act 
according  to  some,  did  not  go  far  enou};li 
and  fust  enough  to  its  purpose — that  whilo 
some  hold  it  to  have  stopped  short,  in  not 
at  once,  and  eifoctually  wiping  out  the 
foul  stuin  of  slavery,  others  complain  of 
our  expectations  having  been  frustrated 
in  the  working  of  the  mcAsuro  by  the 
planters  and  the  local  authorities-- that 
enough  has  not  been  done,  nor  with  sufli- 
cient  celerity  to  relieve  the  unhapoy  slave 
of  his  burthen — nevertheless  all  admit 
that  whatever  has  been  effected  has  been 
done  in  the  right  direction.  The  ohjcc* 
tions  made  are  upon  the  degree,  not  upon 
the  nature  of  the  proceedings.  It  is,  that 
too  little  relief  has  been  given  to  the  slave 
— that  too  late  a  day  has  been  assigned 
for  his  final  liberation — that  he  still  suffers 
more  than  he  ought;  it  is  not  that  we  have 
made  slavery  more  universal,  more  bur- 
thensome,  or  more  bitter.  But  what 
would  have  been  said  by  the  English 
people — in  what  accents  would  they  have 
appealed  to  this  House— if,  iustead  of 
finding  that  the  goal  we  aimed  at  was  not 
reached — that  the  chains  we  had  hoped 
to  see  loosened  still  galled  the  limbs— 
that  the  burthen  we  had  desired  to  lighten 
still  pressed  the  slave  to  the  earth — it  had 
been  found  that  the  curse  and  the  crime 
of  human  bondage  had  extended  to  re- 
gions which  it  never  before  had  blighted 
— that  the  burthen  was  become  heavier 
and  more  unbearable — that  the  fetters 
galled  the  victim's  limbs  more  cruelly  than 
ever — what,  I  ask,  would  then  have  been 
the  language  of  your  petitioners?  What 
the  sensation  spread  through  the  coun- 
try ?  What  the  cry  of  rage  echoing  from 
every  corner  of  its  extent,  to  charge  ui 
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with  miogled  hypocrisy  and  cruelty,  shoakl 
we  allow  an  boar  to  pass  withoat  rootiog 
out  the  moostroos  evil  ?  I  will  venture 
to  assert,  that  there  would  have  barst  uni- 
versally from  the  whole  people  an  indignant 
ootcry,  to  sweep  away  in  a  moment  every 
vestige  of  slavery,  under  whatever  name  it 
night  lurk,  and  whatever  disguise  it  might 
assume^and  the  negro  at  once  would  have 
been  a  free  man.  Now  this  is  the  very 
charge  which  I  am  here  to  make,  and 
prepared  to  support  with  proof,  against 
the  course  pursued,  with  a  view  to  ex  tin* 
goish  the  slave  trade.  That  accursed 
traffic,  long  since  condemned  by  the 
unanimous  voice  of  all  the  rational  world, 
flourishes  under  the  very  expedients 
adopted  to  crush  it,  and  increases  in  con- 
sequence of  those  very  measures  resorted 
to  for  its  extinction.  Yes,  my  I/>rds,  it  is 
my  painful  duty  to  shew  what,  without 
suffering  severely,  it  is  not  possible  to 
contemplate,  far  less  to  recite,  but  what 
I  cannot  lay  my  head  once  more  on  my 
pillow  without  denouncing,  that  at  this 
hour,  from  the  very  nature  of  the  means 
used  to  extirpate  it,  this  infernal  traffic 
becomes  armed  with  new  horrors,  and 
continues  to  tear  out,  year  after  year,  the 
very  bowels  of  the  great  African  continent 
•—that  scene  of  the  greatest  sufferings 
which  have  ever  scourged  humanity — the 
worst  of  all  the  crimes  ever  perpetrated 
by  man ! 

When  the  act  for  abolishing  the  British 
Slave  Trade  passed  in  1807,  and  when 
the  Americans  performed  the  same  act  of 
justice  by  abolishing  their  traffic  in  1806, 
the  earliest  moment,  it  must  to  their 
honour  be  observed,  that  the  Federal  Con- 
stitution allowed  this  step  to  be  taken  ; 
and  when,  at  a  later  period,  treaties 
were  made,  with  a  view  to  extinguish 
the  traffic  carried  on  by  France,  Spain, 
and  Portugal,  the  plan  was  in  an  evil 
hour  adopted  which  up  to  the  present 
time  has  been  in  operation.  The  right  of 
search  and  seizure  was  confined  to  certain 
vessels  in  the  service  of  the  State,  and 
there  was  held  out  as  an  inducement  to 
quicken  the  activity  of  their  officers  and 
crews,  a  promise  of  head-money, — that  is, 
of  so  much  to  be  paid  for  each  slave  on 
board  the  captured  ship,  over  and  above 
the  proceeds  of  its  sale  upon  condemnation. 
The  prize  was  to  be  brought  in  and 
proceeded  against ;  the  slaves  were  to  be 
liberated  ;  the  ship,  with  her  tackle  and 
cargoi  to  be  sold,  and   the  price  distri- 


buted ;  but  beside  this,  the  sum  of  five 
pounds  for  each  slave  taken  on  board  xnt 
to  be  distributed  among  the  captors.     Ii 
must  be  admitted  that  the  intention  wai 
excellent ;    it  must    further   be   allowed 
that  at  first  sight  the  inducement  held  oat 
seemed  likely  to  work   well,  by  exciting 
the  zeal  and  rousing  the  courage  of  the 
crews  against  those  desperate  miscreami 
who  defiled  and  desecrated  the  great  high 
way    of  nations    with  their  complicated 
occupation  of  piracy  and  murder.   I  graat 
it  is  far  easier  to  judge  after  the  event. 
Nevertheless,  a  little  reflection  might  bare 
sufficed  to  shew  that  there   was  a  vice 
essentially  inherent  in   the  scheme,  and 
that  by  allotting  the  chief  part   of  i\tt 
premium     for    the    capture    of     slaves, 
and    not    of     slave-ships,    an     induce- 
ment was  held  out,   not  to  prevent  the 
principal  part  of  the  crime,  the  shipping 
of  the  negroes,  from  being  committed,  but 
rather  to  suffer  this  in   order    that  ibe 
head-money   might  be  gained  when  the 
vessel  should  be  captured  with  thatoo 
board  which    we    must    still    insult   alt 
lawful  commerce  by  calling  the  caigo — 
that  is,  the  wretched  victims  of  avarice 
and  cruelty,  who  had  been  torn  from  their 
country,  and  carried  to  the  loathsome  hold. 
The  tendency  of  this  is  quite  undeniable  ; 
and  equally  so  is  its  complete  inconsiatencr 
with    the    whole   purpose   in    view,  and 
indeed  the  grounds  upon  which  the  plan 
itself  is  formed  ;  for  it  assumes  that  the 
head-money  will  prove  an   inducement  to 
the  cruisers,  and  quicken  their  activity : 
it  assumes,  therefore,  that  they  will  act  so 
as  to  obtain  the  premium :  and  yet  the 
object  in  view  is  to  prevent  any  slaves  from 
being  embarked,  and  consequently    any 
thing  being  done  which  can   entitle  the 
cruiser  to  any  head-money  at  all.     Tlie 
cruiser  is   told   to   put  down   the  Slave 
Trade,     and    the    reward    held    oat    is 
proportioned   to  the  height    which  that 
trade  is  suffered  to  reach  before  it  is  pat 
down.    The  plan  assumes  that  he  reqniivs 
this  stimulus  to  make  him  prevent  the 
offence ;  and  the  stimulus  is  applied  only 
after  the  offence  has  been  in  great  part 
committed.    The  tendency,  then,  of  this 
most  preposterous  arrangement  cannot  be 
questioned  for  a  moment;  but  now  see 
how  it  really  works. 

The  slave  vessel  is  fitted  out  and  saOs 
from  her  port,  with  all  the  accommo- 
dations that  distinguish  such  crimtnsl 
adventuresi    and   with   the  accustomed 
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equipment  of  chains  and  fetters,  to  torture 
and  restrain  the  slaves — the  investment  of 
trinkets   wherewith  civilized   men   decoy 
savages  to  make  war  on  one  another,  and  to 
sell  those  nearest  to  them  in  blood — with  the 
stockof  roaskets  too,  prepared  by  Christians 
for  the  trade,  and  sold  at  sixteen  pence  a 
piece,  but  not  made  to  fire  above  once  or 
twice  without  bursting  in  the  hand  of  the 
poor  negro,  whom  they  have  tempted  to 
plunder  his  neighbour  or  to  sell  his  child. 
If  taken  on  her  way  to  the  African  Coast 
she     bears     internal     evidence,     amply 
sufficient,  to  convict  her  of  a  slave  trading 
destination.     I    will    not    say    that    the 
cruisers  having  visited  and  inspected  her, 
would  suffer  her  to  pass  onward.     I  will 
not  impute  to  gallant  and  honourable  men 
a  breach  of  duty,  by  asserting,  that  know- 
ing a  ship  to  have  a  guilty  purpose,  and 
aware  that  they  had  the  power  of  proving 
this  they  would  voluntarily  permit  her  to 
accomplish  it.     I  will  not  even  suggest 
that  vessels  are  less  closely  watched  on 
their  route  towards  the  coast  than  on  their 
return  from  it.     But  I  may  at  least  affirm, 
witlioutany  fear  of  being  contradicted, 
that  the  policy  which  holds  out  a  reward, 
not  to  the  cruiser  who  stops  such  a  ship  and 
interrupts  her  on  the  way  to  the  scene  of  her 
crimes,  but  to  the  cruiser  who  seizes  her  on 
her  way  back  when   full  of  slaves,  gives 
and  professes  to  give  the  cruiser  an  interest 
in  letting  her  reach  Africa,  take  in  her  cargo 
of  slaves,  and  sail  for  America.     Moreover, 
I  may  also  affirm  with  perfect  safety,  that 
this  policy  is  grounded  upon  the  assump- 
tion, that  the  cruiser  will  be  influenced  by 
the  hope  of  the  reward,  in  performing  the 
service,  else  of  what  earthly  use  can  it  be 
to  offer  it?  and  consequently  I  am  entitled 
to  conclude,  that  the  offering  this  reward, 
assumes  that  the  cruiser  cares  for  the  re- 
ward, and  will  let  the  slaver  pass  on  unless 
she  is  laden  with  slaves.     If  this  does  not 
always  happen,  it  is  very  certainly  no  fault 
of  the  policy  which  is  framed  upon  such  a 
preposterous  principle.      But  I   am   not 
about  to  argue  that  any  such  consequences 
actually  take  place.    It  may  or  it  may  not 
be  so  in  the  result ;  but  the  tendency  of 
the  system  is  plain.     The  fact  I  stop  not 
to  examine.     I  have  other  facts  to  state, 
about  which  no  doubt  exists  at  all.     The 
statements  of  my  excellent   friend,  Mr. 
Laird,  who,  with   his   worthy  coadjutor, 
Mr.  Oldfield,  have  recently  returned  from 
Africa,   are  before  the  world,  and  there 
has  been  no  attempt  made  to  contradict 


them.  Those  gallant  men  are  the  sur- 
vivors of  an  expedition  full  of  hardships 
and  perils,  to  which,  among  manjr  others, 
the  learned  and  amiable  Dr.  Briggs,  of 
Liverpool,  unhappily  fell  a  sacriflce— sn 
irreparable  loss  to  humanity  as  well  as 
science. 

It  appears  that  the  course  pursued  on 
the  coast  is  this  :— The  cruiser  stationed 
there  to  prevent  the  slave  trade,  carefully 
avoids  going  near  the  harbour  or  the 
creek  where  the  slavers  are  lying.  If  she 
comes  within  sight,  the  slaver  would  not 
venture  to  put  his  cargo  on  board  and 
sail.  Therefore  she  stands  out,  just  so  far 
as  to  command  a  view  of  the  port  from 
the  masthead,  but  herself  quite  out  of 
sight.  The  slaver  believes  the  coast  is 
clear ;  accomplishes  his  crime  of  shipping 
the  cargo,  and  attempts  to  cross  the  At* 
lantic.  Now,  whether  he  succeeds  in 
gaining  the  opposite  shores,  or  is  taken 
and  condemned,  let  us  see  what  the  effect 
of  the  system  is  first  of  all,  in  the  vesscrs 
construction  and  accommodation— that  is, 
in  the  comforts,  if  such  a  word  can  be 
used  in  connexion  with  the  hull  of  a  slave- 
ship — or  the  torments  rather  prepared  for 
her  unhappy  inmates.  Let  us  sea  how 
the  unavoidable  miseries  of  the  middle 
passage  are  exasperated  by  the  contraband 
nature  of  the  adventure — how  the  un- 
avoidable mischief  is  needlessly  aggravated 
by  the  very  means  taken  to  extirpate  it. 
The  great  object  being  to  escape  our 
cruisers,  every  other  consideration  is 
sacrificed  to  swiftness  of  sailing  in  the 
construction  of  the  slave-ships.  I  am 
not  saying  that  humanity  is  sacrificed.  I 
should  of  course  be  laughed  to  scorn  by 
all  who  are  implicated  in  the  African 
traffic,  were  I  to  use  such  a  word  in  any 
connexion  with  it.  But  all  other  con- 
siderations respecting  the  vessel  herself 
are  sacrificed  to  swiftness,  and  she  is 
built  so  narrow  as  to  put  her  safety  in 
peril,  being  made  just  broad  enough  on 
the  beam  to  keep  the  sea.  What  is  the 
result  to  the  wretched  slaves?  Before 
the  trade  was  put  down  by  us  in  1807, 
they  had  the  benefit  of  what  was  termed 
the  Slave  Carrying  Act.  During  the 
twenty  years  that  we  spent  in  examining 
the  details  of  the  question — in  ascertain- 
ing whether  our  crimes  were  so  profitable 
as  not  to  warrant  us  in  leaving  them  off — 
in  debating  whether  robbery,  piracy,  and 
murder,  should  be  prohibited  by  law,  or 
receive  protection  and  encouragement  from 
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the  State,  we,  at  least,  were  considerate 
enough  to  regulate  the  perpetration  of 
them,  and  while  those  curious  and  verv 
creditable  discussions  were  going  on,  Sir 
William  Dolben's  Bill  gave  the  unhappy 
victims  of  our  cruelty  and  iniquity  the 
benefit  of  a  certain  space  between  decks, 
in  which  they  might  breathe  the  tainted 
air  more  freely,  and  a  certain  supply  of 
provisions  and  of  water  to  sustain  their 
wretched  existence.  But  now  there  is 
nothing  of  the  kind,  and  the  slave  is  in 
the  same  situation  in  which  our  first  de- 
bates found  him  above  half  a  century  ago, 
when  the  venerable  Thomas  Clarkson 
awakened  the  attention  of  the  world  to 
his  sufferings.  The  scantiest  portion  which 
will  support  life  is  alone  provided ;  and 
the  wretched  Africans  are  compressed 
and  stowed  into  every  nook  and  cranny 
of  the  ship,  as  if  they  were  dead  goods 
concealed  on  board  smuggling  vessels.  I 
may  be  thought  to  have  said  enough,  but 
I  may  not  stop  here.  Far  more  remains 
to  tell,  and  I  approach  the  darker  part  of 
the  subject  with  a  feeling  of  horror  and 
disgust  which  I  cannot  describe,  and 
which  three  or  four  days  gazing  at  the 
picture  has  not  been  able  to  subdue.  But 
I  go  through  the  painful  duty  in  the  hope 
of  inducing  your  Lordships  at  once  to 
pronounce  the  doom  of  that  system  which 
fosters  all  that  you  are  about  to  contem- 
plate. 

Let  me  first  remind  you  of  the  analogy 
which  this  head-money  system  bears  to 
what  was  nearer  home,  called  blood- 
money.  That  it  produces  all  the  effects 
of  the  latter,  I  am  certainly  not  prepared 
to  afBrm ;  for  the  giving  a  reward  to  in- 
formers on  capital  conviction  had  the 
eflfect  of  engendering  conspiracies  to  pro- 
secute innocent  men,  as  well  as  to  pre- 
vent the  guilty  from  being  stopt  in  their 
career,  until  their  crimes  had  ripened  into 
capital  offences ;  and  I  have  no  conception 
that  any  attempts  can  be  made  to  capture 
vessels  not  engaged  in  the  trade,  nor,  in- 
deed, could  the  head-money,  from  the 
nature  of  the  thing,  be  obtained  by  any 
such  means.  But,  in  the  other  part  of 
the  case,  the  two  things  are  precisely 
parallel,  have  the  self-same  tendency,  and 
produce  the  same  effects ;  for  they  both 
appeal  to  the  same  feelings  and  motives, 
putting  in  motion  the  same  springs  of 
human  action.  Under  the  old  bounty 
system  no  policeman  had  an  interest  in 
detecting  and    checking    guilt    until   it 


reached  a  certain  pitch  of  depravitr,  unti^ 
the  offences  became  capital,   and    xhsirr 
prosecutor  could  earn  forty  pounds,  tb«T 
were  not  worth  attending  to.     The  ctet 
expression,  but  the  significant  one  is  weif 
known.  '*He  (thecrimiual) is  ootyetwetglit 
enough  —  he   does   not  weigh    his    fortj 
pounds,"  was   the  saying  of  those  who 
cruised  for  head-money  at  the  Old  Bailey. 
And  thus  lesser  crimes  were  connived  at 
by  some,  encouraged,  nurtured,  fostered  m 
their  growth  by  others,  that  they  migV.t 
attain  the  maturity  which  the  law  had,  la 
its  justice  and  wisdom,  said   they  must 
reach  before  it  should  be  worth  any  one*«; 
while  to  stop  the  course  of  guilt.     Left  to 
itself  wickedness  could   scarcely    fail   to 
shoot  up  and  ripen.     As  soon  as  he  saw 
that  time  come,  the  policeman  pounced 
upon  his  appointed  prey,  made  his  victim 
pay  the  penalty  of  the  crime  he  had  suf- 
fered, if  not  encouraged  him  to  commir, 
and  himself  obtained  the  reward  provided 
by  the  State  for  the  patrons  oi   capital 
felony.      Such  within  the  tropics  is  the 
tendency,  and  such  are  the  effects  of  our 
head-money  system.  The  slave-ship  gains 
the  African  shores;  she  there  remains  un- 
molested by  the  land  authorities,  and  un- 
visited  by  the  sea,   the  human   cargo  is 
prepared  for  her,  the  ties  that  knit  rela* 
tives  together  are  forcibly  severed,  all  the 
resources  of  force  and  of  fraud,  of  sordtd 
avarice  and  of  savage  intemperance,  are 
exhausted  to  fill  the  human  market ;  to 
prevent  ail  this  nothing  or  next  to  nothing 
is  attempted ;  the  penalty  has  not  as  yet 
attached,  the  slaves  are  not  on  board,  and 
head-money  is  not  due ;   the  vessel,  to 
use   the  technical  phrase,  does  not  yet 
weigh  enough,  let  her  ride  at  anchor  till 
she  reach  her  due  standard  of  five  pounds 
a  slave,   and  then  she  will  be  pursued. 
Accordingly  the  lading  is  completed,  the 
cruiser  keeps  out  of  sight,  and  the  pirate 
puts  to  sea.  And  now  begin  those  horrors, 
those  greater  horrors,  of  which  I  am  to 
speak,  and  which  are  the  necessary  con- 
sequences of  the  whole  proceeding,  con- 
sidering with  what  kind  of  miscreants  our 
cruisers  have  to  deal. 

On  being  discovered,  perceiving  that 
the  cruiser  is  giving  chase,  the  slaver  has 
to  determine  whether  he  will  endeavour  to 
regain  the  port,  escaping  for  the  moment, 
and  waiting  for  a  more  favourable  oppor- 
tunity, or  will  fare  across  the  Atlantic, 
and  so  perfect  his  adventure  and  consum- 
mate his  crime,  reaching  the  American 
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shores  with  a  part,  at  least,  of  his  lading. 
How  many  unutterable  horrors  are  em- 
braced  in   the  word  that  has  slipt   my 
tongue.  A  part  of  the  lading !     Yes,  yes ; 
for  DO  sooner  does  the  miscreant  find  that 
the  cruiser  is  fining  upon  iiim,  than  he 
bethinks  him  of  lightening  his  ship,  and 
he  chooses  the  heaviest  of  his  goods  with 
the  same  regard  for  them  as  if  they  were 
all  inanimate  lumber.  He  casts  overboard 
men  and  women  and  children.     Does  he 
Brat  knock  off  their  fetters  ?   No  I    Why  ? 
Because  those  irons  by  which  they  have 
been  held  together  in  couples  for  safety, 
but  not  more  to  secure  the  pirate  crew 
against   revolt,   than    the    cargo    against 
suicide  —  to   prevent  the  Africans   from 
seeking  in  a  watery  grave  an  escape  from 
their    sufferings;     those    irons    are    not 
screwed  together  and  padlocked,  so  as  to 
be  removed  in  case  of  danger  from  tem- 
pest or  from  fire,  but  they  are  rivet  ted — 
welded  together  by  the  blacksmith  in  his 
forge,  never  to  be  removed  nor  loosened 
until  after  the  horrors  of  the  middle  pas- 
sage, the  children  of  misery  shall  be  landed 
to  bondage  in  the  civilized  world,  and  be- 
come the  subjects  of  Christian  kings.  The 
irons,  too,  serve  the  purpose  of  weights, 
and  if  time  be  allowed,  in  the  hurry  of 
the  flight,  more  weights  are  added,  to  the 
end  that  the  wretches  may  be  entangled, 
to  prevent  their  swimming.     Why  ?     Be- 
cause  the   negro,  with    that    Herculean 
strength  which  he  is  endowed  withal,  and 
those  powers  of  living  in  the  water  which 
almost  give  him  an  amphibious  nature, 
might  survive   to   be  takerT   up   by   the 
cruiser,  and  become  a  witness  against  the 
murderer.     The  escape  of  the  malefactor 
is  thus  provided  both  by  lightening  the 
vessel  which  bears  him  away,  and  by  de- 
stroying the  evidence  of  his  crimes.     Nor 
is  this  all.     Instances  have  been  recorded 
of  other  precautions  used  with  the  same 
purpose.      Water-casks  have  been  filled 
»vith  human  beings,  and  one  vessel  threw 
iwelve  overboard  thus  laden.     In  another 
Cubase,  two  slave  ships  endeavoured,  but 
Ml  vain,  to   make  their  escape,  and  my 
Mood  curdles  when  I  recite,  that,  in  the 
attempt,  they  flunginto  the  sea  500  human 
beings  of  all  ages  and  of  either  sex.  These 
are  things  related  not  by  enthusiasts  of 
heated  imagination — not  by  men  who  con- 
sult only  the  feelings  of  humanity,  and 
are  inspired  to  speak  by  the  great  horror 
and  unpxtinp;uishabl(^  indignation  that  fills 
their  breasts,  but  by  officers  on  duty — 


men  engaged  professionally  in  the  Queen's 
service.     It  is  not  a  creation  of  fancy  to 
add,  as  these  have  done  to  the  hideous 
tale,  that  the  ravenous  animals  of  the 
deep  are  aware  of  their  prey,  when  the 
slave-ship  makes  sail ;  the  shark  follows 
in  her  wake,  and  her  course  is  literally  to 
be  tracked  through  the  ocean  by  the  blood 
of  the  murdered,  with  which  her  enormous 
crimes  stain  its  waters.     I  have  read  of 
worse  than  even  this.     But  it  will  not  be 
believed.    I  have  examined  the  particulars 
of  scenes  yet  more  hideous,  while  trans- 
fixed with  horror,   and  ashamed  of  the 
human  form  that  I  wore — scenes  so  dread- 
ful as  it  was  not  deemed  fit  to  lay  bare 
before  the  public  eye — scenes  never  sur- 
passed in  all  that  history  has  recorded  of 
human  guilt  to   stain  her  pages,   in  all 
that  poets  have  conceived  to  harrow  up 
the  soul — scenes   compared   with   which 
the  blood-stained  annals  of  Spain — cruel 
and  sordid  Spain — have  registered  only 
ordinary  tales  of  avarice  and  suffering, 
though  these  have  won  for  her  an  un- 
envied  pre-eminence  of  infamy  —  scenes 
not  exceeded  in  horror  by  the  forms  with 
which  the  great  Tuscan  poet  peopled  the 
hell  of  his  fancy,  nor  by  the  dismal  tints 
of  his  illustrious    countryman's    pencil, 
breathing  its  horrors  over  the  vaults  of 
(he  Sistine  chapel.     Mortua  quirt  etiam 
jungebat  corpora  vivis.      On  the  deck, 
and  in  the  loathsome  hold  are  to  be  seen 
the  living  chained  to  the  dead,  the  putrid 
carcase  remaining  to  mock  the  survivor 
with  a  spectacle  that,  to  him,  presents  no 
terrors — to  mock  him  with  the  spectacle 
of  a  release  which  he  envies.  Nay,  women 
have  been  known  to  bring  forth  the  miser- 
able fruit  of  the  womb  surrounded  by  the 
dying  and  the  dead,  the  decayed  corpses 
of  their  fellow  victims.      Am  I  asked  how 
these  enormities  shall  be  prevented  ?  First 
ask  me  to  what  I  ascribe  them,  and  then 
my  answer  is  ready — I  charge  them  upon 
the  system  of  head-money  which  I  have 
described,  and  of  whose  tendency  no  man 
can  pretend  to  doubt.     Reward  men  for 
preventing  the  slaver's  voyage,  not  for  in- 
terrupting it — for  saving  the  Africans  from 
the  slave-ship,   not  for  seizing  the  ship 
after  it  has  received  them,  and  then  the 
inducement  will  be  applied  to  the  right 
place,  and  the  motive  will  be  suited  to 
the  act  you  desire  to  have  performed. 

But  1  have  hitherto  been  speaking  of 
the  intolerable  aggravation  which  we 
superadd  to  the  traffic.     Its  amount  is 
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another  thing.  Do  all  our  efforts  materi- 
ally check  it  ?  Are  our  cruisers  always 
successful?  Are  all  flags  and  all  the 
slavers  under  any  flag  subject  to  search 
and  liable  to  capture  ?  I  find  that  the 
bulk  of  this  infernal  traffic  is  still  un- 
diminished ;  that  though  many  slave-ships 
may  be  seized,  many  more  escape  and 
reach  the  New  World ;  and  that  the  num- 
bers still  carried  thither  are  as  great  as 
ever.  Of  this  sad  truth  the  evidence  is 
but  too  abundant  and  too  conclusive.  The 
premium  of  insurance  at  the  Havannah  is 
no  higher  than  twelve  and  a-half  per  cent. 
to  cover  all  hazards.  Of  this  four  and 
a-half  per  cent.  isiiUowed  for  sea  risk  and 
underwriter's  profits,  leaving  but  eight  for 
the  chance  of  capture.  But  in  Rio  it  is 
as  low  as  eleven  per  cent.,  leaving  but 
six  and  a-half  for  risk  of  capture.  In  the 
year  1835,  eighty  slave  ships  sailed  from 
the  Havannah  alone  ;  and  1  have  a  list  of 
the  numbers  which  six  of  these  brought 
back,  giving  an  average  of  about  360,  so 
that  above  28,000  were  brought  to  that 
port  in  a  year.  In  the  month  of  December 
of  that  year,  between  4,000  and  5,000 
were  safely  landed  in  the  port  of  Rio,  the 
capital  of  our  good  friend  and  ally,  the 
emperor  of  Brazil.  It  is  frightful  to  think 
of  the  numbers  carried  over  by  some  of 
these  ships.  One  transported  570,  and 
another  no  less  than  700  wretched  beings. 
I  give  the  names  of  these  execrable  vessels 
— the  Felicidad  and  the  Socorro.  Of  all 
slave-traders,  the  greatest — of  all  the  cri- 
minals engaged  in  these  guilty  crimes,  the 
worst,  are  the  Brazilians,  the  Spaniards, 
and  the  Portuguese,  the  three  nations  with 
whom  our  commerce  is  the  closest,  and 
over  whom  our  influence  is  the  most  com- 
manding. These  are  the  nations  with 
whom  we  (and  I  mean  France  as  well  as 
ourselves)  go  on  in  lingering  negotiation, 
in  quibbling  discussion,  to  obtain  some 
explanation  of  some  article  in  a  feeble, 
inefficient  treaty,  or  some  extension  of  an 
ineffectual  right  of  search,  while  their 
crimes  lay  all  Africa  waste,  and  deluge 
the  seas  with  the  blood  of  their  inhabit- 
ants. Yet,  if  a  common  and  less  guilty 
pirate  dared  pollute  the  sea,  or  wave  his 
black  flag  over  its  waves,  let  him  be  of 
what  nation  he  pleased  to  libel  by  as- 
suming its  name,  he  would  in  an  instant 
be  made  to  pay  the  forfeit  of  his  crimes. 
It  was  not  always  so.  We  did  not,  in  all 
times  nor  in  every  cause,  so  shrink  from 
our  duty  through  delicacy  or  through  fear. 


When  the  thrones  of  ancient  Europe  were 
to  be  upheld,  or  their  royal  occupants  to 
be  restored,  or  the  threatened  privileges 
of  the  aristocracy  wanted  champions,  we 
could  full  swiftly  advance  to  the  encounter, 
throw  ourselves  into  the  breach,  and  coa- 
front  alone  the  giant  arm  of  republics  and 
of  emperors  wielding  the  colossal  power 
of  France.  But  now,  when  the  militoiu 
of  Africa  look  up  to  us  for  help — when 
humanity  and  justice  alone  are  our  only 
clients,  I  am  far  from  saying,  that  we  do 
not  wish  them  well.  I  can  believe,  that 
if  a  word  could  give  them  success — if  a 
wave  of  the  hand  sufficed  to  end  the  frav, 
the  word  would  be  pronounced,  the  ges- 
ture would  not  be  witholden  ;  but,  if 
more  be  wanted — if  some  exertion  is  re- 
quired— if  some  risk  must  be  run  in  the 
cause  of  mercy,  then  our  tongue  cleaves 
to  the  roof  of  our  mouth ;  our  hand  falls 
paralyzed ;  we  pause  and  falter,  and 
blanch  and  quail  before  the  ancient  and 
consecrated  monarchy  of  Brazil,  the  awful 
might  of  Portugal,  the  compact,  consoli- 
dated, overwhelming  power  of  Spain*  My 
Lords,  I  trust,  I  expect,  we  shall  pause 
and  falter,  and  blanch  and  quail  no  more. 
Let  it  be  the  earliest,  and  it  will  be  the 
most  enduring  glory  of  the  new  reign  to 
extirpate  at  length  this  execrable  traffic. 
I  would  not  surround  our  young  Queen's 
throne  with  fortresses  and  troops,  or  estab- 
lish it  upon  the  triumphs  of  arms  and  tbe 
trophies  of  war — no,  not  I !  I  would 
build  her  renown  neither  upon  military 
nor  yet  upon  naval  greatness;  but  upon 
rights  recured,  upon  liberties  extended, 
humanity  diffused,  justice  universally 
promulged.  In  alliance  with  such  virtues 
as  these  I  would  have  her  name  descend 
to  after  ages.  I  would  have  it  comme- 
morated for  ever,  that  in  the  first  year  of 
her  reign,  her  throne  was  fortified  and 
her  crown  embellished,  by  the  proudest 
triumph  over  the  worst  of  crimes — tbe 
greatest  triumph  mortal  ever  won  over  t\i^ 
worst  crime  ever  man  committed. 

The  Earl  of  Minfo  said,  that  after  th 
eloquent  speech  of  the  noble  and  learner' 
Lord,  and  after  the  severe  attack  whicf* 
the  noble  and  learned   Lord  had   mt^f^^ 
on    tbe  officers   of   the    profession   over- 
which   he    had    the  honour   to  preside, 
their  Lordships  would  naturally  expect  a 
few  observations  from   him.     Tbe  greater 
part  of  the  speech  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  was  directed  to  prove  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  paying  of  head  money,  the 
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o£Bcera  employed  to  put  down  this  traOic  I 
ivere  indnced  to  neglect  their  duty  and 
the  orde»  of  their  country,  and  to  allow 
the  escape  of  vessels  fitted  out  for  this 
most  iniquitous  traffic.  He  would  admit, 
that  the  statements  so  powerfully  ad- 
dressed to  their  Lordships  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Baron,  of  the  horrors  of  the 
slave  trade  were  not  in  the  slightest  degree 
exaggerated.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  however,  had  directly  imputed  lo 
the  officers  of  the  navy,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  profit  they  derived  from 
head-money,  ihey  were  induced  lo  ailow 
vessels  to  past  in  to  the  coast  to  get  a 
cai^o,  in  order  that  they  might  capture 
these  vessels  on  returning  with  a  cargo. 
To  use  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  own 
words,  those  gallant  Officers  wfre  induced 
to  allow  vessels  equipped  for  the  slave  trade 
to  escape  in  order  that  Ihey  might  weigh 
enough  ;  they  were  induced  to  watch  at 
the  mouths  of  the  rivers  and  to  wait  till 
the  slaver  had  taken  in  a  cargo.  Now, 
he  would  not  say  that  not  a  single  such 
instance  had  occurred  ;  but,  with  all  the 
opportunity  he  had  of  acquiring  inform- 
ation, he  could  say,  that  no  such  instance 
had  come  to  his  knowledge,  nor  did  he 
believe  that  any  such  existed.  He  re- 
gretted that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
should  make  such  charges  without  bringing 
forward  a  single  case  of  neglect  of  duty. 
It  might  be  perfectly  true  that  in  many 
cases  the  officers  might  find  it  necessary 
to  allow  the  vessels  to  take  in  a  cargo 
before  they  could  attempt  to  capture  (hem, 
as  they  might  not  until  then  become  sub- 
ject lo  the  articles  of  the  treaty.  Uul 
there  were  many  cases  in  which  they  took 
a  contrary  course,  and  he  could  assure 
their  Lordships  that  the  only  complaint 
he  ever  heard  against  the  officers  was,  that 
they  were  too  ready  to  lake  these  vessels, 
thai. they  were  loo  little  careful  of  them- 
selves, and  that  they  did  not  suffi- 
ciently attend  to  their  own  sccurityagainst 
prosecutions.  Had  any  such  instances  as 
those  referred  to  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  occurred,  ihe  officers  so  guilty  would 
have  justly  lost  their  commissions  ;  but  he 
tnuBt  say,  that  no  such  instance  had  he 
ever  heard  of.  On  ihe  contrary,  every 
letter  he  received  from  those  who  were 
thus  employed  lamented  the  difKculiiea  in 
[lie  way  of  obtaining  the  raes 
capture  and  cooviclion  of  ilie 
until  the  cargo  was  embaiked, 
nil  urged  the  conclusion  of  fiirlh 
VOL,  XL.  {3JSJ 


If  those  treaties  were  extended  to  all  those 
nations  under  whose  flags  the  slave  trade 
were  carried  oo,  there  would  he  no  difli- 

ilty  in  putting  down  the  traffic  ;  but  as 
long  as  those  treaties  remained  In  the 
state  they  were  in  at  present  it  would  be 

ipossible  effectually  to  put  down  the 
traffic.  The  case  was  not  the  same  with 
regard  to  Spain  aa  with  regard  to  Portugal ; 
because  with  Spain  we  now  had  a  treaty 
which  effectually  enabled  us  to  capture 
slavers  under  the  Spanish  flag,  but  with 
Portugul  this  was  not  the  case,  and  the 
consequence  was,  that  a  great  part  of  the 
traffic  was  carried  on  under  Portuguese 
colours,  and  the  cruisers  of  this  country 
were  unable  to  capture  the  vessels  until 
they  had  taken  in  a  cargo.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  in  the  course  of  his  elo- 
quent and  forcible  speech  had  condemned 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  strong 
terms  for  being  on  friendly  terms  with 
nations  which  recognized  this  most  detest- 
able traffic.  When  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  held  a  high  official  situation  in  the 
Qovernment  of  this  country  why  did  he 
not  take  this  subject  into  consideration? 
But  had  there  been  no  change?  Had 
not  the  present  Government  at  least  ob- 
tained this  advantage,  that  the  Spanish 
flag  would  no  longer  cover  this  traffic? 
He  begged  pardon  for  making  these  few 
observations,  but  he  could  not  listen  to 
such  insinuations  against  the  profession 
over  which  he  had  the  honour  lo  preside, 
he  could  not  hear  them  compared  to  the 
police  oflicers  of  the  Old  Bailey,  without 
oHering  some  defence  and  making  some 
esplanation. 

Lord  Brotigliam  said,  that  the  noble 
Earl  had  entirely  mistaken  what  he  had 
said.  He  had  never  made  such  charices 
against  the  officers  of  the  cruisers  as  the 
noble  Earl  had  imagined.  1'hc  noble 
Earl,  therefore,  only  denied  what  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  had  neversiated.  Hischarge 
was  this — that  there  being  a  slaver  on  the 
coast  of  Bonny  or  Calabar,  which  was 
known  to  be  there,  and  which  tUe  cruis-r 
knew  to  be  there,  he  h^id  a-ked,  wus 
it  true  or  not,  that  ihe  cruincr  in- 
stead of  co-operating  wiih  the  auihurilii'S 
and  preventing  the  unhappy  ciirg'i  d'nn 
being  embarked,  went  out  I'l  sea  j'l-i  fur 
enouirli  not  to  be  seen.  huL  not  so  f.ir  iii  not 
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it  enabled  the  vessel  to  put,  in  the  mean- 
time, its  unhappy  cargo  of  human  beings 
aboard.  Was  it,  he  would  ask,  true  or 
not  that  they  enabled  these  vessels  to  conie 
out,  and  coming  out  to  be  chased,  thus 
ronniog  the  risk  of  tempting  the  master 
and  crew  of  the  slaver  to  throw  overboard 
its  human  cargo  in  order  to  lighten  the 
vessel?  It  was  very  possible  ihat  he  had 
been  misinformed ;  but  he  could  refer  to 
an  excellent  authority  in  the  book  lately 
published  by  Mr.  Laird.  As  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl,  that  when  he 
(Lord  Brougham)  was  in  the  Government 
nothing  was  done  to  remedy  the  evils,  he 
begged  to  say  that  circumstances  had  very 
much  altered  since  then.  Neither  Spain 
nor  Portugal  was  now  precisely  in  the 
same  condition  that  they  were  in  at  that 
time.  This  country  had  now  much  more 
weight  in  Lisbon,  if  any  body  could  have 
weight  or  influence  in  such  an  anarchical 
form  of  Government.  Again,  the  Go- 
vernment of  Spain  was  entirely  dependent 
on  this  country,  which  was  not  the  ca$G 
in  the  reign  of  Ferdinand  7th.  During 
the  last  eighteen  months  the  roost  satis- 
factory indications  had  been  given  of  an 
improved  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  French 
Government,  and  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying,  that  the  Government  of  this  coun* 
try  would  not  do  its  duty  to  the  character  of 
the  country,  or  to  the  cause  of  humanity,  if 
it  did  not  take  immediate  steps  with  France 
to  put  down  the  slave  trade  at  all  hazards. 
The  Earl  of  Minlo  said,  thatas  he  un- 
derstood the  noble  and  learned  Lord's 
question,  it  was  this —whether  or  not  it  was 
the  Cfk&Q  that  those  cruisers  lay  off  the 
niouihs  of  rivers  in  which  they  had  reason 
to  know  that  a  slaver  had  entered,  for  the 
pur(^i)ose  of  taking  in  a  cargo,  long  enough 
for  'the  cargo  to  be  taken  in,  in  order  that 
the^  miy;h  t  capture  the  vessel  when  she  came 
niu  ?  He  must  repeat  what  he  had  said 
l^efore,  that  if  any  officer  knowing  that  a 
slave-vessel  had  gone  into  a  river  into 
which  he  could  safely  follow  her,  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  in  a  cargo  of  slaves, 
that  vessel  being  under  colours  which  en- 
titled the  cruiser  to  capture  her  under  the 
equipment  article,  any  officer  failing  to 
do  so,  and  waiting  till  the  vessel  got  a 
cargo,  would  beguilty  of  a  breach  of  duty; 
and  if  it  came  to  his  (Lord  Minto's)  know, 
led&fp,  that  officer  would  be  called  to  ac- 
rouni.  But  he  knew  of  no  such  ca<^p.  F(e 
did  know  of  many  cases  in  which  offi- 
cers had  been  unable  to  follow  vessels,  or 


had  been  unable  to  seize  them,  because 
they  carried  flags  which  did  not  place  the 
vessel  under  the  equipment  article.  He 
hoped  that  the  distinction  was  sufficiently 
intelligible.  There  was  nothing  which  an 
officer  desired  more  than  to  have  an  op* 
portunity  of  getting  into  the  rivers,  and 
of  taking  those  vessels  before  they  get 
their  cargoes,  when  they  were  entitled  so 
to  do.  Such  things  were  of  constant 
occurrence.  Some  of  the  most  gallant 
actions  had  been  performed  in  this  way, 
and  by  very  young  officers.  A  remarkable 
instance  had  occurred  not  long  ago,  when 
a  midshipman  was  directed  to  enter  a  river 
in  a  boat,  in  order  to  obtain  information 
about  a  suspicious  vessel,  to  learn  what 
colours  she  sailed  under,  and  what  men  she 
had  on  board.  He  met  the  vessel  coming 
down  the  river,  he  boarded  her  with  his 
six  men,  and  though  she  was  armed  with 
thirty  men,  he  captured  her  and  brought 
her  out.  There  were  several  such  cases. 
It  would  be  preposterous  to  suppose  that 
officers  would  expose  themselves  to  cen- 
sure by  going  on  board  vessels  sailing 
under  the  Portuguese  flag,  unless  they 
were  quite  certain  that  slaves  would  be 
found  on  board.  Under  such  circum^ 
stances,  then,  the  only  course  that  offi. 
cers  had  to  take  was  to  lay  off  at  a  distance, 
or  to  be  out  of  sight,  in  order  that  they 
might  be  able  to  make  a  capture.  He 
knew  of  no  case  where  officers  could 
legally  have  made  a  capture  where  they 
had  failed  to  do  so. 

Lord  Brougham  wished  to  know  if  there 
could  be  the  slightest  objection  to  abolish 
head-money,  and  paying  a  reward  for  the 
tonnage  of  the  vessel  captured  ? 

The  Earl  of  Minto  thought,  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  made  out  no 
case  to  show  that  head-money  had  the 
eflPect  which  he  had  described ;  at  the 
same  time  he  did  not  mean  to  say  but  that 
it  might  have  that  effect.  Head-money 
was  continued,  and,  in  certain  cases,  a 
reward  was  given  acrcording  to  the  tonnage 
of  the  vessel. 

Lord  Brougham  declared,  that  his  ob- 
jection was  to  the  giving  head-money  in 
any  case. 

Lord  Ellenborough  considered  that  there 
could  be  no  doubt  hut  that  the  head- 
money  had  had  the  effect  of  affording  an 
inducement  to  those  evil  consequences 
which  had  hern  described.  He  thought  that 
where  p;alliint  actions  had  been  achieved 
by  young  officers,  the  remuneration  ought 
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to  be  as  great  as  when  large  vessels  made 
a  capture  on  the  open  sea,  and  where  but 
slight  peril  at  least  was  encountered.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had^  in  his  opinion, 
ably  described  the  horrors  which  followed 
from  a  slaver  being  pursued,  and  he  had 
no  doubt  but  that  there  was  an  induce- 
ment to  the  master  of  the  slaver  to  destroy 
the  slaves  on  board,  in  order  that  the  re- 
ward of  those  who  pursued  them  might  be 
lessened. 

Lord  Ashburion  said,  that  if  there  were 
no  objection  to  the  remuneration  by  ton* 
nage,  it  would  be  much  more  desirable 
than  the  mode  by  head-money.  He  could 
not  but  think  that  the  House  and  the 
country  were  obliged  to  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  for  calling  their  attention 
to  the  great  and  crying  enormity  of  that 
traffic  as  it  was  called.  Undoubtedly,  the 
people  must  think  that  vigorous  measures 
were  enforced  with  respect  to  this  trade, 
when  they  saw  it  abolished  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament, and  when  they  found,  year  after 
year,  fresh  treaties  ostentatiously  paraded 
as  having  been  recently  concluded  with 
foreign  states,  and  with  small  and  insigni. 
fieant  states  too,  as  an  instance  he  might 
mention  Bolivia,  with  which  country  a 
treaty  was,  he  believed,  concluded  last 
year,  for  the  suppression  of  the  slave 
trade,  although  that  country  never  had 
any  slaves,  and  never  had  been  engaged  in 
the  trade.  Yet  this  trade  was,  nevertheless, 
carried  on  to  as  great  an  extent,  and  with 
tenfold  more  cruelty  than  ever;  and  he 
bad  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  if  this 
country  had  left  Spain  and  Portugal  to  carry 
about  those  poor  creatures  as  they  pleased, 
humanity  would  have  been  less  outraged, 
and  fewer  atrocities  committed.  The  state 
of  our  relations  with  Portugal  was  unsatis- 
factory on  this  point,  and  he  thought 
ought  not  to  be  submitted  to  by  this 
country.  It  ought  to  be  remembered  that 
the  family  now  on  the  throne  held  its  seat 
there  by  our  intervention  ;  and  connected 
as  we  thus  were  with  them,  he  did  think 
that  it  was  too  much  that  Portugal  should 
be  (as  the  noble  Earl  had  informed  their 
Lordships,  and  no  doubt  truly)  the  real 
bar  to  putting  an  end  to  the  trade.  Eng- 
land  had  sent  out  a  fleet  to  blo^  the  Dey 
of  Algiers  out  of  his  citadel,  because  the 
depredations  of  his  subjects  were  incon- 
sistent with  the  regulations  of  civil  society, 
yet  England  suffered  the  kingdom  of  Por- 
tugal to  stand  a  nuisance  on  the  ocean,  b 
carrying  on  a  trade  the  horrors  of  wh 
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were  aggravated  by  England's  interference. 
He  did  think,  therefore,  with  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  that  some  wov  or  other 
might  be  found  to  put  an  end  to  this  state 
of  things,  and  to  prevent  the  perpetration 
of  horrors  consequent  on  it. 

Lord  Glenelg  could  state,  on  the  port 
of  his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Foreign  Department,  that  he  wa8  at  the 
present  moment  engaged  in  negociating  a 
treaty  with  Portugal  with  the  view  of 
putting  a  stop  to  this  trade.  He  certainly 
must  coincide  in  the  opinion  exprosacH  by 
the  noble  Lord,  that  the  horrors  of  the 
trade  would  not  have  been  aggravated  to 
their  present  height  if  we  had  nevtr 
meddled  with  it  as  carried  on  by  other 
nations ;  but  he  also  thought  Parliament 
would  not  have  done  its  duty,  or  satisfied 
the  expectations  of  the  country,  if  the  fear 
of  aggravating  those  horrors  had  prevented 
them  from  taking  every  means  to  extirpate 
the  trade.  It  was  very  diHioult  for  this 
country  to  interfere  in  the  matter  without 
infringing  the  respect  due  to  foreign  states. 
With  respect  to  the  horrors  of  the  slave 
trade  he  must  say  he  believed  the  account 
given  of  them  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  was  not  exaggerated,  for  they  heard 
the  same  on  all  hands ;  but  he  must  also 
say  that  he  did  not  think  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  satisfactorily  proved  that 
these  horrors  were  at  alt  attributable  to 
the  giving  of  head-money.  It  might  be  as 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  stated  ; 
but  he  did  not  think  that  the  fact  had  been 
proved.  He  admitted  that  head  money 
afforded  a  temptation  to  persons  to  allow 
the  shipment  of  slaves,  but  no  other 
course  was  open  to  them  for  rewarding  the 
captors,  except  in  the  case  of  vessels 
sailing  under  the  flag  of  a  nation  with 
which  we  had  a  treaty,  including  the 
equipment  article.  He  was  not,  however, 
prepared  to  defend  the  practice  of  head- 
money — indeed  he  had  not  examined  the 
merits  of  the  question.  The  practice  had 
been  established  several  years  ago  by  per- 
sons well  informed  on  the  subject,  and 
was  intended  as  a  means  of  stimulating 
the  exertions  of  both  officers  and  sailors 
on  board  the  cruisers,  and  of  securing  good 
treatment  for  the  slaves  after  capture.  He 
certainly  thought  those  officers  and  men 
employed  in  such  a  pestilential  climate, 
and  on  such  a  disagreeable  duty,  were 
entitled  to  some  reward  lor  their  exertions. 
With  respect  to  vessels  sailing  under  the 
flag  of  nations  whose  treaties  included  the 
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it  enabled  the  vessel  to  piit,  in  the  mean- 
time, its  unhappy  cargo  of  human  beings 
aboard.  Was  it,  he  would  ask,  true  or 
not  that  they  enabled  these  vessels  to  come 
out,  and  coming  out  to  be  chased,  thus 
running  the  risk  of  tempting  the  master 
and  crew  of  the  slaver  to  throw  overboard 
its  human  cargo  in  order  to  lighten  the 
vessel?  It  was  very  possible  that  he  had 
been  misinformed ;  but  he  could  refer  to 
nn  excellent  authority  in  the  book  lately 
published  by  Mr.  Laird.  As  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl,  that  when  he 
(Lord  Brougham)  was  in  the  Government 
nothing  was  done  to  remedy  the  evils,  he 
begged  to  say  that  circumstances  had  very 
much  altered  since  then.  Neither  Spain 
nor  Portugal  was  now  precisely  in  the 
same  condition  that  they  were  in  at  that 
time.  This  country  had  now  much  more 
weight  in  Lisbon,  if  any  body  could  have 
weight  or  influence  in  such  an  anarchical 
form  of  Government.  Again,  the  Go- 
vernment of  Spain  was  entirely  dependent 
on  this  country,  which  was  not  the  ca^c 
in  the  reign  of  Ferdinand  7th.  During 
the  last  eighteen  months  the  most  satis- 
factory indications  had  been  given  of  an 
improved  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  French 
Government,  and  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying,  that  the  Government  of  this  coun- 
try would  not  do  its  duty  to  the  character  of 
the  country,  or  to  the  cause  of  humanity,  if 
it  did  not  take  immediate  steps  with  France 
to  put  down  the  slave  trade  at  all  hazards. 
The  JBarl  of  Minto  said,  that  as  he  un- 
derstood the  noble  and  learned  Lord's 
question,  it  was  this— -whether  or  not  it  was 
the  c^ase  that  those  cruisers  lay  off  the 
mouths  of  rivers  in  which  they  had  reason 
to  kt:iow  that  a  slaver  had  entered,  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  in  a  cargo,  long  enough 
for  the  cargo  to  be  taken  in,  in  order  that 
they  might  rapture  the  vessel  when  she  came 
out  ?  He  must  repeat  what  he  had  said 
before,  that  if  any  officer  knowing  that  a 
slave-vessel  had  gone  into  a  river  into 
which  he  could  safely  follow  her,  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  in  a  cargo  of  slaves, 
ti)nt  vessel  being  under  colours  which  en- 
titl(»d  the  cruiser  to  capture  her  under  the 
equipment  article,  any  officer  failing  to 
<lo  so,  and  waiting  till  the  vessel  got  a 
cargo,  would  be  guilty  of  a  breach  of  duty; 
and  if  it  came  to  his  (Lord  Minto's)  know, 
ledire,  that  officer  would  be  called  to  ac- 
rount.  But  he  knew  of  no  such  casr.  He 
did  know  of  many  cases  in  which  offi- 
cers bud  been  unable  to  follow  vessels,  or 


had  been  unable  to  seize  them,  because 
they  carried  flags  which  did  not  place  tK: 
vessel  under  the  equipment  article.     He 
hoped  that  the  distinction  was  sufficienL';* 
intelligible.     There  was  nothing  which  ax. 
officer  desired  more  than  to  have  an  op- 
portunity  of  getting  into  the  rivers^  and 
of  taking  those  vessels  before    they  get 
their  cargoes,  when  they  were  entitled  «c 
to  do.      Such  things   were    of   constam 
occurrence.     Some   of  the  most  gallaiit 
actions  had  been  performed    in    this  way, 
and  by  very  young  officers.    A  remarkable 
instance  had  occurred  not  long  ago,  vshei 
a  midshipman  was  directed  to  enter  a  rive: 
in  a  boat,  in  order  to  obtain  informaiiuA 
about  a  suspicious  vessel,  to  learn  wka: 
colours  she  sailed  under,  and  what  men  sh'^ 
had  on  board.     He  met  the  vessel  cocnrn^ 
down  the  river,  he  boarded   her   with  h.) 
six  men,  and  though  she  was  armed  witu 
thirty  men,  he  captured  her  and  brous^hi 
her  out.     There  were   several  such  ca«ef. 
It  would  be  preposterous  to  suppose  that 
officers  would   expose  themselves  to  cen- 
sure by  going   on    board    vessels  saiiifi:: 
under  the   Portuguese  flag,  unless  ihit 
were  quite  certain   that  slaves  would  be 
found   on  board.      Under  such  crrctim> 
stances,  then,  the  only  course  that  o& 
cers  had  to  take  was  to  lay  oflT  at  a  dbtanet, 
or  to  be  out  of  sight,  in  order  that  ihe^ 
might  be  able  to  make  a  capture.    H^ 
knew  of  no  case  where    officers   co»'u 
legally  have  made  a  capture  where  lhe\ 
had  failed  to  do  so. 

Lord  Brougham  wished  to  know  if  llir r: 
could  be  the  slightest  objection  to  abnii^ 
head-money,  and  paying  a  reward  for  il* 
tonnage  of  the  vessel  captured  ? 

The  Earl  of  Minio  thought,  I  hat  tl 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  made  out  r». 
case  to  show  that  head-money  had  tie 
effi^ct  which  he  had  described;  af  tii' 
same  time  he  did  not  mean  to  say  but  t!> .' 
it  mi^^ht  have  that  effect.  Head-mf>ne> 
was  continued,  and,  in  certain  cases,  i 
reward  was  given  according  to  the  tonn;»u- 
of  the  vessel. 

Lord  Brougham  declared,  that  his  ob- 
jection was  to  the  giving  hea<l-mone\  <■. 
any  case. 

Lord  Ellenborough  conMered  thatlKtr- 
could   be    no  doubt  but  that    the  lirv^ 
money  had    had  the  effect  of  aflbrdins:  i 
inducement    to   those    evil   L*on8<»q«f»i.r. 
which  had  been  described.  He  thougiit  ih 
where  <2:alhint  actions  had  been  iicb***'^ 
by  young  officers,  the  remuueratiuu  ou^\ 
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giving  any  previous  intimation,  had  oppor- 
tuoely  hurried  with  an  enormous  engine  to 
the  noble  Lord's  dwelling,  and  succeeded 
in  extinguishing  the  flames,  he  would  be 
just  as  certain  that  he  was  rendering  to 
the  noble  Lord  an  invaluable  service  as  if 
he  had  given  previous  notice  of  his  inten- 
tion. He  was  very  desirous  to  record  the 
expression  of  his  deep  sorrow  and  heartfelt 
reluctance  at  supporting  a  Bill  so  des- 
potic in  its  principle,  and,  till  amended, 
so  objectionable  in  its  provisions ;  but  the 
misconduct  of  her  Majesty's  Government 
had  reduced  Canada  to  such  a  state,  that 
he  was  compelled  to  adopt  this  course  by 
a  paramount  sense  of  duty,  and  by  the 
entire  absence  of  an  eligible  alternative. 
I  atone  time  (continued  the  hon.  Baronet) 
entertained  a  hope  that  it  might  have 
been  possible  to  have  given  the  constitu- 
encies of  Lower  Canada  another  trial,  by 
allowing  them  once  more  to  elect  a  House 
of  Assembly,  and  should  have  gladly 
adopted  this  plan,  in  the  hope  that  by  the 
result  of  recent  transactions,  the  majority 
of  the  rebels  would  have  been  humbled, 
sobered,  and  undeceived.  But,  Sir,  I  am 
deterred  from  acceding  to  any  such  pro- 
posal by  the  effect  which  must  be  produced 
on  the  minds  of  the  colonists  by  the 
speeches  of  those  Gentlemen,  both  here 
and  out  of  doors,  who  call  themselves  the 
friends  of  the  Canadians,  although,  by 
fostering  their  prejudices,  and  exagger- 
ating their  grievances,  they  are,  in  fact, 
the  worst  enemies  to  the  peace  and  pros- 
perity of  the  province.  If  these  orators 
had  lamented  the  imprudence  and  folly  of 
the  insurgents,  had  expatiated  upon  the 
benefits  which  they  derive  from  the  con- 
tinuance of  British  contiexion,  and  had 
expressed  a  loyal  desire  for  the  success  of 
her  Majesty's  forces — in  short,  if  their 
speeches  had  resembled  that  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Coventry,  the  manifesta- 
tion of  such  opinions  on  their  part  might 
have  greatly  tended  to  restore  a  sound  and 
constitutional  tone  of  feeling  throughout 
Canada.  But  their  harangues  have  l)een 
characterised  by  language  the  most 
inflammatory  and  the  most  revolting,  and 
derive  additional  importance,  as  well  as 
inflict  additional  injury,  from  the  circum- 
stance that  most  of  the  Gentlemen  by 
whom  they  were  pronounced,  received, 
during  the  last  general  election,  the  most 
cordial  and  active  support  on  the  part  of 
her  Majesty's  Ministers.  The  Comptroller 
of  the  Household,  if  I  am  rightly  informed, 


was  chairman  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westminster's  (Mr.  Leader's)  Committee. 
The  Attorney- General  was  on  the  hustings 
at  Brentford,  as  a  partisan  of  the  Member 
for  Kilkenny,  and  I  believe  that  no  trades- 
man could  obtain  the  renewal  of  a  warrant 
for  employment  in  her  Majesty's  house- 
hold if  he  presumed  to  vote  for  Sir  George 
Murray,  who  would  have  so  ably  sup- 
ported her  Majesty's  Government  on  this 
occasion.  It  must,  therefore,  be  supposed 
that  the  Canadians  will  suspect  her 
Majesty's  Ministers  of  not  being  in  their 
hearts  so  hostile  as  they  now  pretend  to 
be  to  the  sentiments  of  the  very  represen- 
tatives whose  returns  they  were  the  means 
of  securing.  Sir,  I  altogether  disapprove 
of  the  policy  pursued  by  her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  wish  that  at  the  close  of 
last  Session  they  had  adopted  those  views 
as  to  the  urgency  of  the  case  which  were 
entertained  by  every  class  of  politicians 
with  the  exception  of  tbe  Ministers  them- 
selves. They  would  not  have  incurred 
the  heavy  responsibility  of  neglecting  to 
take  such  precautionary  measures  as  might 
have  prevented  those  scenes  of  carnage  and 
desolation  which  all  parties  concur  in  de- 
ploring. I  am  quite  willing  to  vote  for  such 
reinforcements  of  troops  and  such  supplies 
of  money  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  due 
maintenance  of  her  Majesty's  legitimate 
authority,  and  for  the  protection  of  our 
loyal  fellow-subjects  in  Canada,  who,  if 
the  insurgents  had  succeeded,  would 
doubtless  have  been  exposed  to  murder, 
exile,  or  confiscation.  Sir,  I  wish  to 
speak  with  very  high  respect  of  the  talents, 
acquirements,  and  experience  of  the  Earl 
of  Durham  ;  and  the  only  considerations 
which  disconcert  and  alarm  me,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  noble  Lord's  appointment, 
are  the  expectations  entertained  and 
the  eulogiums  pronounced  by  the 
philosophical  Radicals,  or  Radical  phi- 
losophers, on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  I  myself.  Sir,  wish  to  speak  with 
unaffected  esteem  of  the  ability  and  the 
honesty  of  those  Gentlemen,  however  much 
I  may  differ  from  their  views ;  but  in  the 
Morning  Chronicle  of  this  day  I  find  them 
described.  They  form  but  a  very  small 
section  of  the  Radical  Reformers,  and 
their  object  seems  to  be  to  form  a  still 
smaller  section  by  their  intolerance  and  in* 
sufferable  self-conceit.  Such,  Sir,  is  the 
language  used  by  the  leading  Ministerial 
organ,  in  reference  to  the  very  men  with- 
out whose  gratuitous  asiistaoce  its  patrona 
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equipment  article,  rewards  were  given  not 
only  according  to  the  number  of  slaves, 
but  to  the  tonnage  of  the  vessel  captured, 
and  indeed  his  wish  was,  to  abolish  head 
money  altogether.  The  only  nation  that 
still  persisted  in  endeavours  to  thwart  the 
exertions  of  this  country  to  put  down  the 
abominable  slave  traffic  was  Portugal.  He 
deeply  regretted,  while  he  could  not  con- 
ceal the  fact,  that  vessels  sailing  under  the 
Portuguese  flag  were  constantly  guilty  of 
violating  not  only  the  laws  of  humanity, 
but  the  direct  stipulations  of  the  treaty 
with  thirl  country.  He  knew  it  was  the 
anxious  wish  of  his  noble  Friend  ,at  the 
head  of  the  Foreign  Department  to  bring 
the  question  to  a  satisfactory  issue,  and  in 
tbe  meantime  whatever  could  be  done  to 
alleviate  the  miseries  of  the  slaves  he  was 
sure  would  be  done  by  him. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Lord  Redesdale  said,  that  it  had  been 
nis  intention  to  move  for  copies  of  all  de- 
spatches received  by  tbe  Colonial-office 
from  tbe  governors  of  ber  Majesty's 
colonies  of  Nova  Scotia,  New  Brunswick, 
and  Prince  Edward's  Island,. during  the 
year  1837,  and  the  date  of  each  despatch, 
but  he  understood  that  there  was  some 
objection  to  their  production. 

Lord  Glenelg  said,  that  copies  of  the 
despatcbes  could  not  be  produced,  but  he 
was  ready  to  tell  the  noble  Lord  the  dates 
of  tbe  times  at  which  they  were  received. 

The  Earl  oi Devon  presented  a  petition 
from  Exeter,  praying  for  the  more  general 
extension  of  the  benefits  of  education. 

The  Duke  of  Sutherland  presented 
petitions  from  Etruria,  in  Staffordshire, 
and  other  places,  praying  the  immediate 
emancipation  of  the  slave  apprentices  in 
the  West  Indian  colonies. 
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HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  January  29,  1838. 

MnruTca.]  PeCitkmf  prewnted.  By  Lord  WoasLxr,  from 
Hull,  In  Ikrour  of  Mr.  R.  HiU'i  plan  for  oonveying  Let- 
tnv.— By  Mr.  Parbott,  firom  Kins«bridge,  and  other 
places  in  Devon,  t»y  Mr.  Dititt,  from  Exeter,  by  Mr. 
BAtNM,  from  Selliy,  Yorkihiie,  for  the  abolition  of 
Negro  Apprentiofihip.— By  Mr.  EaroouRT,  from  the 
Oraduatei  of  Glaigow  Univenity,  qomplaining  of  the 
Apotheoariei  Act. — By  Sir  Samosl  Whallbt,  from 
Marylebone,  condemning  the  Civil  List— By  Mr.  Whitk, 
from  Sunderlaiid,  and  by  Mr.  Orots,  from  plaeea  in 
Sttflblk,  in  favour  of  the  Ballot.— By  Mr.  LifrrcR,  from 
Bradford,  against  making  War  In  Canada.— By  Mr. 
Waklbt,  from  Brighton,  to  remit  the  punishment  of 
the  Olaieow  Cotton -qilnnen.— By  Sir  R.  IwoLia,  from 
Clergymen  of  Leeds«  agaimt  the  Marriage  and  Rcgistra- 


Affairs  of  Canada.]  Lord  John  Rus- 
sell moved  the  third  reading  of  the  Canadi 
Government  Bill. 

Sir  Oeorge  Sinclair  said,  that  as  he  hati 
never  taken  part  in  any  of  the  discussions 
respecting  the  affairs  of  Canada  during  lli-^ 
present  or  any  former  Session,   he  shoulJ 
take  the  liberty  on  th^s  occasion  to  tres- 
pass on  the  patience  of  the  House.      He 
believed  that  no  Bill  had  ever  been  intro- 
duced to  which,  during  its  progress  through 
the  Committee,  so  much  had  been  added, 
or  from  which    so  much  had  been  taken 
away.     The    acquiescence   of    the    noble 
Lord  in  the  very  seasonable   suggestions 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Coventry,  had   taken  no  one  by  surprise 
on  either  side  of   the   House.     Without 
pretending  to  the  gif^t  of  second   sig^i,  he 
had  at  once  felt  persuaded  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  give  the  preference  to  second 
thoughts.     This  result  was  anticipated  by 
all    the   Gentlemen  who  sat  around  him 
as  soon  as  they  heard  the  very  first  sen- 
tence of  the  very  able,  lucid,  and  useful 
speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend — -so  useful 
to  the  country,  and  at  the  same  time  so 
useful  to  the  Government.     He  knew  not 
whether  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  in  tbe 
habit  of  killing  two  birds  with  one  stone, 
but  he  had  certainly  attained  two  objects 
in  one  speech.     He   had  both  shown  ht« 
patriotism  and  served  his   party.     He  d\*\ 
not  for  one  moment    imagine,  after  tbe 
disclaimer  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  that  h^ 
had  communicated  his  views  beforehand  to 
the  noble  Lord ;  but  his  own  sagacity  and 
experience  must  have  convinced  him  that 
such  a  complimentary  precaution  would 
be  quite  superfluous  ;     and,  without  anj 
assurance  from    the    noble   Lord's    own 
mouth,  he  must  have  known  that  he  was 
rendering  a  most  essential  service   to  the 
Government — extricating    them    from    a 
notable  dilemma,  aad  sparing  to  them  tbe 
danger  and  mortification  of  a  defeat  which 
was  probable  in  this  House  and  inevitable 
elsewhere.     This    proposition    mun  have 
come  like  a  godsend  upon  the  astonished 
mind  of  the  noble  Lord ;    he   must  hiivc 
felt,  that 

<'  Quod  obtanti  Div(^m  promittere  nemo 
**  Audebat^  volvenda  dies  en  attulii  uliro." 

If  a  fire  had  occurred  in  Downing-street, 
and   that  his  right  hon.  Friend,  without 
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afFairs  of  the  country  nor  carry  through 
the  business  of  this   House  without   the 
superintendence  and  advice  of  arighthon. 
Friend  near   me,   who  is    not  more  con- 
spicuous for  his  immeusurabie  superiority 
in  all  those  intellectual  endowments  which 
adorn  the  character  of  the  statesman  and 
insure  the  respect  of  the  country,  than  for 
the  unparalleled   forbearance   and  almost 
chivalrous   magnanimity  wiih    which    he 
conducts  his  opposition  to  the  very  politi* 
cians  from  whom,  when  he  himself  was  in 
office^  he  never  obtained   even  common 
justice.     Sir,   I  am  quite  aware  that  from 
his  brilliant  position  in  the  world,  ray  right 
hon.  Friend  may  be  as  indifferent  to  ihc 
patronage  and  emoluments  of  office  as  his 
antagonists  are  tenacious  of  its  influence 
aud  advantages;  that  the  acceptance  of 
power  involves  almost  as  great  a  sacrifice 
on  his  part  as  the  forfeiture  of  place  upon 
theirs ;  but  I  trust  that   he  will  no  longer 
rest  satisfied  with  correcting  blunders  and 
preventing  mischief — that  he  will  soon  be 
placed  at  the  bead  of  an   Administration 
which  will  at  all  events  pursue  a  straight- 
forward   and    intelligible     course.      The 
country  will  then  cease  to  endure  the  mis- 
fortune and  submit  to  the  morlificution  of 
being  misgoverned  by  selfish  and  slippery 
Ministers,     who     feebly     maintain    their 
ground  by  the  discreditable  expedient  of 
playing  two  parties  against  each  other,  of 
each  of  which  they  stand  equally  in  dread, 
Hiid  by   both   of  which  they  are  equally 
despised. 

Sir  Harry  Vemey  did  not  consider  the 
conduct  with  respect  to  the  Canada  Bill 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tam worth,  had  been  so  chivalrous  as  his 
hon.  Friend  had  just  represented  it.  On 
the  contrary,  he  considered  that  conduct 
to  be  totally  the  reverse  of  chivalrous.  In 
talking  of  the  Bill,  his  hon.  Friend  had 
not  been  able  to  place  his  finger  on  any 
part  of  the  conduct  of  her  Majesty's  Go- 
Ternment  with  respect  to  it,  that  he  could 
justly  condemn.  As  to  what  his  hon. 
Friend  had  adverted  to,  with  regard  to 
the  not  sending  additional  troops  to 
Canada,  the  conduct  of  the  Ministry,  in 
that  respect,  had  been  approved  of  by 
his  Grace  the  Duke  of  Wellington.  ["  No, 
no  /"]  Notwithstanding  the  contradiction 
of  hon.  Members  opposite,  he  asserted  that 
his  Grace  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  with 
that  noble  independence  of  party  which 
had  always  distinguished  him,  had  ab- 
solved her  Majesty's  Ministers  of  blame 


fo(  not  having  sent  additional  troops  to 
Canada.  It  was  true  his  Grace  said,  that 
the  garrisons  in  New  Brunswick  and  Nova 
Scotia  might  be  strengthened  with  advant- 
age. But  he  (Sir  H.  Verney)  contended, 
that  if  that  had  been  done,  the  moral 
effect  of  the  whole  transaction  would  not 
have  been  as  complete  as  it  was  at  pre- 
sent. The  event  had  justified  the  conduct 
of  Government.  The  Government  could 
not  be  blamed  for  the  insurrection  in 
Canada.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  himself 
agreed  to  the  resolutions  regarding  Lower 
Canada,  although  he  now  condemned 
them.  Why  did  not  the  hon.  Baronet 
condemn  them  when  they  were  first 
brought  forward  ?  The  hon.  Baronet  had 
not  done  so;  he  had  acquiesced  in  the 
resolutions,  and  now  he  was  one  of  the 
first  to  come  forward  and  complain  of 
them  as  the  cause  of  the  insurrection. 
He  was  glad  that  the  liou.  Baronet,  in 
commenting  on  the  general  conduct  of 
Government,  was  unable  to  find  fault  with 
at  least  one  of  their  acts — the  selection 
which  they  had  made  of  Lord  Durham  as 
a  mediator  with  the  colonies.  It  certainly 
was  a  happy  circumstance,  that  an  indi- 
vidual, like  that  noble  Lord,  could  be 
found  willing  to  forego  all  the  advantages 
which  he  enjoyed  in  this  country,  and  to 
accept  what,  under  any  circumstances, 
must  be  a  most  arduous,  delicate,  and 
painful  office.  He  could  not  forget  that 
which,  although  it  had  not  been  alluded 
to  in  the  discussions  that  had  occurred  on 
this  subject,  he  could  not  but  consider  as 
one  of  the  chief  causes  of  the  disturbances 
in  Canada,  namely,  that  the  conduct  of 
Englishmen  there  was  anything  but  con- 
ciliating towards  the  ancient  settlers ; 
and,  therefore,  he  hoped  for  much  fioni 
the  mild  and  conciliatory,  yet  firm  and 
energetic,  character  of  the  noble  Lord  in 
question.  In  the  course  of  their  observa- 
tions, hon.  Members  had  found  fault  with 
the  American  government.  Now,  he  did 
not  think  that  that  censure  was  founded 
in  justice.  On  the  contrary,  he  thought 
that,  considering  the  excited  state  of  pub- 
lic feeling  in  the  United  States,  the  Ame- 
rican government  had  shown  a  great  de- 
gree of  forbearance  and  moderation,  and 
a  disposition  to  maintain  friendly  relations 
with  this  country.  He  hoped  that  the 
success  which  had  attended,  and  v\hich 
he  trusted  would  always  attend,  her  Ma- 
jesty's arms  in  Canada,  would  not  pre- 
vent her  Majesty'^  Government  from  en- 
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tering  into  a  full  consideration  of  the 
state  of  all  our  North  American  colonies, 
and  he  hoped  that  the  noble  Earl  would 
be  intrusted  with  a  full  and  final  settle- 
ment of  them.  It  would  be  a  noble 
object  for  the  noble  Earl  to  propose  to 
himself,  not  only  to  establish  the  present 
peace  of  the  North  American  colonies,  but 
to  bind  them  in  a  strong  band  of  union, 
freedom,  and  prosperity. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  had  just  relieved  himself  by  the  deli- 
very of  a  long  speech,  had  taken  a  great 
deal  of  trouble  to  attack  the  policy  of  the 
Government.  If  he  did  not  know  that 
bis  hon.  Friend  conscientiously  thought 
that  there  could  not  be  a  worse  Govern- 
ment than  the  present  one,  and  that  he 
had  entertained  that  opinion  for  the  last 
two  or  three  years,  he  should  have  looked 
upon  his  speech  as  a  faithful  transcript  of 
the  leading  article  of  a  morning  print. 
After  all  his  long  tirade  against  the  Go- 
vernment, the  hon.  Baronet  said,  he  was 
going  to  vote  for  the  Government  bill. 
["  Noy  MO."]  He  was  going  to  vote  for  the 
bill  as  amended.  There  were  some  who 
thought  that,  leaving  out  the  last  clause 
might  have  an  injurious  effect,  and  that 
the  Government  might  have  resisted  that 
part  of  the  amendment  which  deprived  the 
Crown  of  the  power  to  terminate  the  exist- 
ence of  the  bill  while  Parliament  was  not 
sitting.  Opinions,  therefore,  being  so  di- 
vided on  parts  of  the  measure,  he  was 
surprised  at  the  unmeasured  language 
made  use  of  by  the  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site, in  expressing  his  opinions  on  the  bill 
of  the  Government.  The  hon.  Baronet 
had  alluded  to  that  portion  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  who  were  called  Phi- 
losophical Radicals,  and  in  doinc;:  so  had 
not  fairly  described  them.  The  Radicals 
were  anxious  to  promote  the  welfare  of  the 
people  ;  they  were  unwilling  to  support 
any  measure  directed  against  popular 
rights;  and  the  hon.  Baronet  was  there- 
fore perfectly  correct  in  saying,  that  they 
were  indignant  at  such  a  measure  as  had 
been  brought  forward  by  the  Government 
in  regard  to  Canada,  as  they  considered 
that  measure  a  gross  violation  of  the  con- 
stitutional rights  of  the  people  of  that 
colony.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  allow  him  to  draw  a  comparison 
between  the  measures  of  the  Government 
and  those  which  had  been  brought  for- 
ward by  the  Friends  of  the  hon.  Member. 
The  present  Government  bad  brought  for* 


ward  and  carried  many  measures  highly 
favourable  to  popular  rights,  and  he  aind 
those  with  whom  he  acted,  had    alwajs 
supported  those  measures;  as  their  ck^GCX 
was  the  attainment  of  the  greatest  good 
for  all  classes  of  the  people.     He  could 
see  no  kind  of  comparison  between  the 
measures  of  the  Government  and    those 
which  had  been  brought  forward  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tarn- 
worth  ;  and  he  would  ask  the  hon.  Baronet 
opposite,  to  point  out  any  measure  of  his 
friends  calculated  to  meet  the  wishes  and 
the  wants  of  the  people.  The  hon.  Baronet 
had  said,  that  the  people  were  hostile  to  the 
present  Government.     He  denied »    that 
such  was  the  case,  although  he  admitted 
that  the  people  were  displeased  with  the 
measure  proposed  by  her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters  with   respect   to  Canada.     But   the 
hon.  Baronet  had  not  alluded  to  one  mea- 
sure of  the  Government,  but  to  their  geoe» 
ral  policy  ;   and  the  people  or  at  least  a 
large  majority  of  them,  did  approve  of  the 
general  policy  of  Ministers.      He  did  not 
give  his    unqualified   support    to  either 
Whigs  or  Tories,  and  heonlysupportedsach 
measures  of  either  party  as  he  considered 
were  for  the  good  of  the  people.     He  cer- 
tainly disapproved  ofsomeof  the  measures 
of  her  Majesty's  Ministers,  but  he  could  not 
join  in  the  general  and  unqualified  censure 
of  their  conduct  which  had  been  pronounced 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite.     He  had 
thought  it  necessary  to  say  thus  moch  on 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Baroner, 
and  he  should  now  proceed  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  Bill  which 
was  the  subject  of  debate.     Notwithstand- 
ing all  that  had  been  effected  in  the  Com- 
mittee in  regard  to  the  measure,  he  still 
entertained   strong  objections  to  it,   be- 
cause, in   his  opinion,  it   interfered  un- 
necessarily with  the  constitutional  rights 
of  the  people  of  Canada,  and  it  was,  there- 
fore, a  most  improper  measure  to  be  passed* 
by  a  reforming  Ministry.     The  Govern- 
ment were  powerful  for  doing  evil,  be- 
cause their  bad  measures  were  supported 
by     the    Members    on     the    Oppontion 
benches;    but   if   they   brought  fonracd 
good  measures,  tending  to  good  govern- 
ment, and   to  promote  the  jrelfare  of  the 
people,    then    be  was  sorry   to  say  that 
they  failed,   because   they  were  met  by 
the   whole    weight  of  Opposition  of  the 
other    side    of  the     House.      He     was 
sorry    to    see    both    parties    supporting 
the  present  Bill,  which  was  dtsgtacaful  to 
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a  reformed  Parliament,  and  the  genera' 
support  of  such  a  measure  by  a  reforming 
Parliament  made  him  feel  the  keenest 
regret.  He  would  ask  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
John  Russell)  to  point  out  one  valid 
ground  for  suspending  the  constitution 
of  Lower  Canada,  and  putting  an  end 
to  the  meetings  of  the  House  of  Assembly 
of  that  colony.  If  the  noble  Lord  meant 
to  found  his  reasons  for  introducing  such 
a  measure  on  the  revolt  which  had  taken 
place,  then  he  would  tell  the  noble  Lord 
that  he  had  altogether  failed,  for  the 
House  of  Assembly  was  not  committed  in 
the  revolt,  and  had  taken  no  part  in  it. 
The  Assembly  of  Upper  Canada  was  about 
to  meet  for  the  transaction  of  business, 
and  the  revolt  was  not  terminated  in  that 
province,  and  he  would  ask  why  the  Le- 
gislature of  the  Upper  Province  was  to 
be  allowed  to  assemble  while  the  revolt 
was  not  terminated,  and  the  Legislature 
of  the  Lower  Province  be  prevented  from 
meeting,  when  it  appeared  from  the  latest 
accounts  that  the  revolt  in  Lower  Canada 
was  at  an  end  ?  The  noble  Lord  had 
placed  the  refusal  of  the  supplies  as  his 
foremost  reason  for  suspending  the  con- 
stitution, and  he  would  read  to  the  House 
the  observations  of  the  noble  Lord  in  regard 
to  this  point  of  the  question.  The  noble 
Lord  had  said  —  "  In  a  constitutional 
government  it  was  impossible,  if  the  sup- 
plies were  refused  year  after  year,  that 
the  machinery  of  Government  could  go 
on.  If  in  this  country  you  were  to  refuse 
the  supplies  for  a  single  year  you  would 
produce  the  most  disastrous  consequences. 
Refuse  the  supplies,  and  you  disorganise 
the  army  ;  refuse  the  supplies,  and  you 
shake  public  credit  to  its  centre ;  refuse 
the  supplies  and  you  dissolve  the  constitu- 
tion." If  the  noble  Lord  acted  on  that 
principle,  he  was  going  to  overturn  the  most 
important  and  valuable  privilege  of  Parlia- 
ment and  of  the  Assembly.  If  the  noble  Lord 
said,  that  Parliament  was  not  to  refuse 
the  supplies,  then  he  knew  of  no  other 
means  in  the  hands  of  the  representatives 
of  the  people,  whereby  they  could  resist  a 
bad  Government  or  a  despotic  Sovereign. 
If  such  a  principle  were  acted  on, 
the  rights  ana  privileges  of  that  House 
were  at  an  end.  He  held  in  his  hand  a 
resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
the  year  1678,  by  which  the  House  claimed 
that  all  Bills  for  aids  to  the  Sovereign 
should  originate  with  them,  and  in  which 
tbey  asserted  their  right  to  limit  all  such 


grants,  and  denied  any  power  in  the 
House  of  Lords  to  alter  bills  of  supply. 
Now,  he  would  ask  the  noble  Lord  whe- 
ther he  meant  to  support  the  principle 
contained  in  that  resolution,  and  the  prin- 
ciple laid  down  by  Mr.  Fox,  in  1784  ?  If 
he  did,  how  came  the  noble  Lord  to  act 
in  opposition  to  it  ?  In  1793,  the  House 
of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada,  passed  a 
resolution  similar  to  that  passed  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  the  very  words 
used  in  the  resolution  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  were  adopted  by  the  Assembly. 
That  resolution  had  been  a  standing  rule 
ever  since,  and  he  would  ask  the  noble 
Lord  how,  when  that  resolution  only  car- 
ried out  the  principle  of  the  resolution  of 
Parliament,  he  could  object  to  the  exer- 
cise of  an  acknowledged  right  ?  No  fact 
had  been  stated  to  prove,  that  the  House 
of  Assembly  had  gone  beyond  their  rights 
and  privileges,  and  therefore  in  condemn- 
ing them  and  suspending  the  constitution, 
the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain  was  acting 
in  a  most  unwarrantable  manner.  In  1821, 
the  Assembly  voted  the  Governor's  salary 
on  condition  that  he  resided  in  the  pro- 
vince, and  in  the  same  way  the  supply 
bills  of  1831-32,  contained  many  condi- 
tions. The  Governor,  too,  had  sent  a 
message  to  the  Assembly,  in  which  a  wish 
was  expressed  that  the  different  items 
should  be  distinctly  stated,  thereby  en- 
couraging the  proceedings  of  that  body. 
He  contended,  therefore,  that  the  House 
of  Commons  were  the  guilty  parties  in 
seeking  to  punish  the  Assembly  for  the 
exercise  of  a  right  which  they  had  been  en- 
couraged to  assert.  But  there  was  no 
reason  that  the  people  should  be  punished 
because  their  representatives  had  refused 
the  supplies,  by  such  a  tyrannical  Bill  as 
the  present.  Again,  there  was  no  valid 
ground  for  supposing  that  the  leading 
Members  of  the  Assembly,  had  been  com- 
mitted in  the  revolt ;  but,  supposing  that 
some  members  of  that  body  had  partici- 
pated in  the  proceedings  of  the  revolters, 
was  that  any  reason  why  the  privileges  of 
a  whole  people  should  be  taken  from  them, 
and  that  they  should  be  deprived  of  a  Le* 
gislative  Assembly?  Would  hon.  Mem- 
bers say  that  the  condition  of  Wiltshire, 
Hampshire,  and  Sussex,  in  1830,  would 
have  presented  a  valid  ground  for  depriv- 
ing the  whole  people  of  their  representa- 
tive rights;  and  would  they  not  rather 
have  proposed  the  immediate  meeting  of 
Parliament  for  the  purpose  of  considering 
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the  disturbances  which  had  taken  place 
and  providing  a  remedy  ?  If  the  consti- 
tution of  Canada  was  to  be  set  aside  on 
such  frivolous  grounds,  he  would  beg 
hon.  Members  to  reflect  on  the  danger- 
ous precedent  they  were  affording  to 
any  despot  who  might  ascend  the 
Throne.  It  appeared  to  him  a  most  serious 
proceeding,  and  he  was  sorry  to  find  the 
House  so  generally  in  its  favour.  Vattel 
was  an  author  very  much  quoted  now-a- 
days,  and  Vattel  had  said  that  the  people 
had  a  right  to  be  welUgoverned,  and  at  as 
cheap  a  rate  as  possible;  and  that  if  the 
people  were  deprived  of  these  their  ina- 
lienable rights  by  force  or  fraud,  they 
would  be  justified  in  using  every  means  in 
their  power  to  recover  them.  Now,  he 
would  ask,  had  the  Canadians  been  well 
governed  ?  Had  they  known  what  it  was 
to  have  good  and  cheap  government? 
The  reports  of  the  Commissioners,  from 
time  to  time,  proved  that  they  had  not ; 
and  that  considerable  discontent  had 
existed,  and  that  the  prosperity  of  the 
country  had  been  checked  for  want  of  a 
good  and  cheap  government.  Was  it  a 
wonder,  then,  that  the  Canadians  had 
acted  against  the  existing  Government? 
When  they  applied  to  that  House  last 
Session  for  relief,  after  having  petitioned 
repeatedly,  but  in  vain,  for  the  same 
object,  how  were  they  treated  ?  Instead 
of  any  conciliatory  measures  being  passed 
by  the  House,  severe  resolutions  were 
adopted — resolutions  which,  it  appeared 
from  the  dispatches  which  had  been 
received,  had  excited  fresh  discontent,  and 
produced  increased  dissatisfaction.  Lord 
Gosford  had  particularly  pointed  out  the 
seizure  of  the  money  in  the  military  chest 
as  a  great  grievance.  Would  they,  then, 
go  on  to  add  insult  to  injury?  Ought 
they  not  rather  to  abandon  this  Bill,  and 
immediately  proceed  to  meet  the  Cana- 
dians on  fair  grounds,  and  concede  to 
them  everything  they  wanted  ?  He  was 
sure  that  this  country  could  afford  to  do 
justice  to  Canada,  and  that  without  delay. 
They  were  not  dealing  with  a  doubtful  case. 
They  were  appealed  to  by  the  representa- 
tives of  377,000,  and  those  who  opposed 
that  appeal  were  backed  only  by  34,000. 
It  was  on  behalf  of  that  large  number  of 
people  that  he  implored  the  noble  Lord  to 
consider  whether  the  course  he  proposed  to 
pursue  was  likely  to  produce  any  good 
effect.  The  noble  Lord  had  on  a  preced- 
ing evening  made  some  allusion  to  him 


and  his  hon.  Friends,   as  being  censurable 
fur  uttering  inflammatory  speeches,  whereas 
they  had  only  stood  up  to  support  liberal 
principles,  and    to  protest   against  such 
tyrannical  measures  as  the   present   Bill. 
A  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  a  former  even- 
ing said,  that  nine-tenths  of  the  miseries 
suffered    by    the    Canadians    had    been 
brought  upon  them  in  consequence  of  their 
paying    attention   to  the   bad   advice  of 
persons  in   this  country.      Now,    so  far 
from  he  and  his  Friends  having  given  bad 
advice,  they  had  lifted  up  a  warning  voice 
to  the  Government,  and  called  upon  Mi- 
nisters, from  time  to  time,  to  reconsider 
and  alter   the  policy  they  were  pursuing 
towards    Canada.     But   those   who    had 
followed   that  policy   were   beginning  to 
discover  the  evil  consequences  of  it,  and 
therefore   they    endeavoured  to  shift  the 
blame  from  off  tlieir  own  shoulders.     He 
denied  that  the  disturbances  which  had 
occurred  were   to    be   attributed   to    the 
course  which  he  and  his  Friends  had  pur- 
sued.    On  the  contrary,   those  were    to 
blame   who    had    delivered   violent    and 
abusive  speeches  in  that  House,  calling 
Papineau    a  malicious    demagogue    and 
traitor.     Yes,  that  was  the  sort  of  lan- 
guage which  had  led  to  the  present  state 
of  things  in  Canada,  the  people  of  which 
had  been  called  an  ignorant  people,  and 
one  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  not 
two  in  a  hundred  of  them  could  write  or 
even   read.     Language  such  as  that  had 
been  coupled  with  a  refusal  of  justice  and 
a  denial  of  reform.     Ministers  had  said  to 
the  Canadians — "  We  will  not  give  you 
reform — we  will   not  redress  your  griev- 
ances ;  but  we  will  do  more — we  wilt  take 
the  whole  control   of  your  money  away 
from  you,  and  rob  your  Exchequer.'*     In- 
stead, then,  of  blame  being  iiarown  upon 
him  and  his   Friends,    Ministei;^<^^Ng«rved 
all  the  blame,  for  their  conduc^^t^ertiad 
produced  the  mischiefs  which  were'Baid  to 
exist  in  Canada.     Had  not  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  said,   that  he  knew  the 
resolutions    which    had    been    sent    out 
would    excite    resistance,     and    that    he 
blamed  the  Government  for  not  sending 
out  troops  with  the  resolutions  in  oider  to 
enforce  them  ?     Therefore  it  was  clear  that 
Ministers  by  proposing  and  passing  those 
resolutions  had  excited  the   revolt.     The 
noble  Lord  the  other  night  challenged  him 
to  propose  a  remedy  for  the  evils  in  Canada, 
and  he  would  now  do  so*     First,  he  would 
advise  her  Majesty  to  direct  an  immediate 
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redress  of  the  grievances  complained  of  in 
the  petitions  from  Canada  ;  secondly,  the 
House  should  reject  this  Bill  ;  thirdly,  the 
first  act  of  the  Government  should  be  to 
remove  the  Colonial  Secretary  (Lord 
Glcnelg)  from  his  office.  Every  dispatch 
proved  that  noble  Lord  to  be  incapable  of 
carrying  on  the  government  of  the  colo- 
nies. He  would  not  repeat  what  had  been 
said  the  other  night  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite,  but  he  would  assert  that 
imbecility  and  want  of  management  had 
marked  the  proceedings  of  the  noble 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  though  perhaps 
he  meant  as  well  as  any  man.  Instead  of 
sending  Lord  Durham  out  as  a  messenger 
of  peace,  or  a  dictator  to  act  under  Lord 
Glenelg,  let  Lord  Durham  take  Lord 
i»lenelg*s  office,  and  let  the  country  see 
what  he  would  do,  and  how  far  he  would 
carry  the  principles  which  the  Canadians 
wished  to  see  adopted  into  operation.  It 
would  be  better  to  do  that  than  to  pass 
this  Bill,  or  to  send  Lord  Durham  out  to 
Canada.  Believing  that  the  course  pro- 
posed to  be  pursued  by  her  Majesty's 
Ministers  would  be  unproductive  of  any 
good,  he  should  move  as  an  amendment, 
''  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time  that  day 
six  months." 

Sir  R.  H.  Inglis  did  not  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  following  or  answering  every 
statement  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kilkenny^  who,  however  he  might  think 
the  principles  which  he  was  accustomed  to 
advocate  were  popular,  was  himself  no  proof 
of  their  popularity.  He  would  not,  like 
the  hon.  Member,  be  tempted  to  enter  into 
the  merits  or  otherwise,  of  the  present  Ad- 
ministration, nor  at  this  hour,  when  he 
could  not  believe  there  was  any  Veal  inten- 
tion, notwithstanding  the  amendment  had 
been  proposed  >  of  taking  the  sense  of  the 
House  by  a  division,  should  he  enter  into 
the  general  question  of  the  proceedings  and 
policy  of  her  Majesty's  Government  either 
before  the  rebellion  and  revolt  in  Canada  or 
since,  with  reference  to  the  best  mode  of 
proceeding.  He  rose  for  the  single  purpose 
of  urging  her  Majesty's  Ministers  to 
remember,  that  even  if  at  this  moment  the 
rebdlion  were  suppressed,  from  that  moment 
their  difficulties  began.  They  would  have 
then  to  deal  with  a  people  divided  in 
religion^  divided  in  blood,  and  divided  in 
all  the  pursuits  of  civil  life :  Protestant 
and  Roman  Catholic ;  English  and  French  j 
commercial  and  agricultural.  He  con- 
ceived that  a  great  mistake  had  been  com* 


mitted  on  the  first  annexation  of  Canada  to 
the  Cro\yn  of  England,  when  a  marked 
prominence  was  given  to  the  religion  of  the 
conquered  people.  This  had  been  ably 
urged  a  week  ago  by  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Droit wich  :  and  he  (Sir  H. 
Inglis)  desired  again  to  urge,  not  the  mere 
expediency,  but  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  pay  just  attention  to  that  subject, 
when,  as  now,  the  whole  constitution  of 
Canada  was  open  to  revision.  If  the  plan 
suggested  by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Tam worth,  in  his  speech  on 
Thursday  or  Friday  night  last,  to  unite  the 
four  great  provinces  of  the  North  Ameri- 
can possessions  into  one  great  dependency, 
were  adopted,  as  his  other  suggestions  had 
been  adopted,  then  it  was  quite  clear — the 
majority  of  the  inhabitants,  being  persons 
attached  by  Protestantism,  by  language, 
and  by  blood,  to  the  mother  country — that 
it  would  be  compatible  with  the  preserva- 
tion of  our  supre  '"{^/^"^ower  to  leave  to  the 
Roman  CatholicJ^^^Oo ''  French  Canadians 
the  fullest  exercist  ^y^  ^;^ir-  present  privi- 
leges, and  y '•'^**'  '^  >fV.  ^amc  time,  to 
repair  the  j^'^^^J^\\J$S^ 
by  giving  a  just  prominence  there  to 
the  Established  Church  of  this  country. 
He  trusted  that  the  present  opportunity 
would  not  be  lost  for  accomplishing 
this  object ;  and  that  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  John  Russell)  would  not 
be  deceived  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kilkenny  as  to  the  relative  numbers  in  those 
dependencies.  In  them  there  is  an  over- 
whelming majority  of  persons  deeply  at- 
tached to  England,  and  connected  by  religion, 
language,  and  by  blood  with  it ;  and  he 
therefore  called  upon  her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters to  protect  those  persons  against  the 
inroads  upon  their  civil  and  religious  liber- 
ties which  a  majority  of  French  Canadians 
in  the  House  of  Assembly  so  much  endan- 
gered. Regarding  the  mistakes  committed 
in  1763,  in  17^9,  in  1774,  and,  above  all, 
in  1791>  as  the  great  and  fiindamental 
errors  of  the  policy  of  this  country  with 
regard  to  Canada,  he  hoped  that  an  endea- 
vour would  be  made  to  remedy,  so  far  as  the 
Imperial  Parliament  could  remedy,  the 
evils  which  exist,  and  to  continue,  or 
rather  to  restore  and  enlarge,  those  reli. 
gious  advantages  which  he  thought  the 
subjects  of  this  country  ought  to  carry  with 
them  wherever  they  might,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  Crown,  be  located.  It  had 
been  stated  correctly  by  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Droit  wich ,  the  other  night> 
that  at  the  present  moment  no  provision 
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was  made,  either  by  the  local  legislature  in 
Lower  Canada,  or  by  the  executive  govem- 
ment>  for  the  maintenance  of  the  Ibishop  of 
the  Church  of  England,  who  was  still  placed 
there.  He  believed  that  that  individual  was 
enabled  to  discharge  his  functions  by  means 
not  derived  from  either  of  those  bodies, 
and  he  called  upon  the  Government  to 
remove  the  disgrace  of  such  a  state  of 
things  as  the  placing  such  an  individual  in 
a  prominent  situation  without  supplying 
him  with  the  means  of  maintaining  his  effi- 
ciency. Without  going  into  the  Canadian 
question  generally,  he  felt  bound  to  state 
that  he  could  not  but  look  with  almost 
unmixed  pain  on  the  conduct  which  had 
been  pursued.  He  trusted  that  the  remedy 
proposed  by  the  Bill  as  it  stood  would  be 
effectual— it  might,  perhaps,  have  been 
spared,  if  vigorous  measures  had  been  taken 
before.  The  Bill  improved,  as  it  now  was, 
had  his  most  cordial  support. 

Mr.  Alderman  Thompson  said,  the  hon* 
Member  for  Kilkenny  had  observed  that 
the  House  of  Assembly  jn  Lower  Canada 
had  not  been  g^|^fl^HlLfraction  upon 
The"principres^^WBIPKt|on  of  that 
colony,  and  the  hon.  Member  fiafl  'isked 
her  Majesty's  Ministers  and  the  Parliament 
why,  by  such  means  as  this  Bill,  they 
sought  to  put  an  end  to  the  House  of 
Assembly?  He  had  no  difficulty  in  sup- 
plying  an  answer  to  that  question.  It  was 
a  fact  well  ascertained  that  several  mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Assembly  were 
already  in  gaol  on  charges  of  high  treason, 
and  by  the  last  accounts  which  had  been 
received  from  that  province,  it  appeared 
that  rewards  had  been  offisred  for  the 
apprehension  of  not  fewer  than  twelve 
other  Members  of  that  body  upon  similar 
charges.  He  asked,  therefore,  whether 
under  such  circumstances  any  rational  man 
could  think  of  continuing  that  legislative 
body  with  any  hope  or  expectation  of 
legislation  from  it  calculated  to  tranquil- 
lise  the  province ;  on  the  contrary,  could 
any  being  doubt  but  that  the  assembling 
such  a  body  would  add  to  the  agitation 
which  unfortunately  already  existed  there  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  bad  desig- 
nated the  Bill  as  a  despotic  measure ;  he 
concurred  with  the  hon.  Member  in 
thinking  that  it  was  a  strong  measure ;  he 
believed  that  in  the  history  of  Parliament 
its  parallel  was  not  to  be  found.  But  did 
history  present  any  similar  necessity  for 
such  a  measure?  He  believed  from  the 
b^st  consideration  he  could  give  to  the 


question  that  this  was  a  Bill  of  justice  and 
expediency.  It  was  a  measure  of  justice 
to  give  protection  to  the  properties  and 
persons  of  a  very  large  proportion  of  the 
inhabitants  of  that  province  who  were  loy- 
ally attached  to  the  connexion  with  this 
country.  At  the  same  time,  he  must 
admit,  that  there  were  numbers  in  revolt 
who  claimed  a  redress  of  grievances,  but 
those  persons  neither  possessed  the  pro- 
perly nor  the^  intelligence  of  the  other 
portion  of  the  population,  and  their  leaders 
were  not  distinguished  either  for  their 
talent  or  their  courage.  He  contended 
that  the  Canadians,  having  all  the  rights 
and  blessincrs  which  the  British  constitu- 
tion bestowed  upon  them,  had  no  just 
cause  of  complaint.  Upon  some  temporary 
matters  differences  might  have  arisen,  but 
for  the  settlement  of  those  differences  a 
ready  manifestation  had  always  been  shown 
by  the  mother  country.  But  when  their 
demands  were  for  a  change  in  the  Legis- 
lative Council,  making  it  elective,  and  for 
having  the  control  of  the  executive  govern- 
ment, then  it  became  necessary  to  resist 
them.  If  those  demands  had  been  con- 
ceded, a  republican  form  of  government 
would,  in  fact,  have  been  established,  apd 
it  would  have  been  impossible  to  continue 
the  connexion  now  existing  between  this 
country  and  Lower  Canada.  He  believed 
that  in  the  whole  history  of  the  colonies 
of  this  or  of  any  other  country,  not  an 
instance  could  be  found  where  so 
much  favour  and  generosity  had  been 
shown  as  had  been  shown  in  the  course 
of  the  legislation  of  Great  Britain  in 
regard  to  Canada.  Their  corn,  their 
wood,  and  their  ashes  were  allowed  to  be 
imported  here  with  almost  a  nominal  duty. 
Was  that  the  case  with  any  other  colony  ? 
Certainly  not.  He  believed  that  by  the 
present  rebellion  the  greatest  infliction 
had  been  committed  upon  the  people  of 
Canada  that  had  ever  befallen  any  set  of 
men.  British  capital,  while  tranquiliJty 
existed  there,  was  flowing  in  at  an  im- 
mense rate.  Banks  were  established  with 
large  capitals — great  public  works  were 
carried  on  with  money  belonging  to  indivi- 
duals in  this  country^aU  these  advan- 
tages had  been  suspended ;  but  he  hoped 
that  tranquillity  would  soon  be  restored 
so  that  no  great  interruption  might  be 
given  to  that  disposition  which  existed 
to  resume  and  continue  those  advantages 
to  the  colony.  At  the  same  time,  while 
he  made  these  obiervationsi  he  begged  it 
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to  be  distinctly  understood  that  he  went  a 
great    way  beyond  many  hon.  Members  in 
iDlaming  the  policy  of  her  Majesty's  Go- 
verninent  with  regard  to  their  proceedings 
in  I^ower  Canada.    The  hon.  Baronet,  he 
M  ember  for  Buckingham  (Sir  H.  Verney), 
liad   stated  that  a  sufficient  force  was  in 
Canada  at  the  time  of  the  breaking  o  Utof 
the  revolts,  and  that  the  event  had  proved 
the  accuracy  of  that  statement.  He  denied 
the  truth  of  that  assertion.     He   would 
contend  that  if  a  larger  force  had  been  in 
Lower  Canada,  to  aid  and   support   the 
ciYil  power  in  the  maintenance  of  peace 
and    tranquillity,    no  revolt  would   have 
taken   place,  and   we  should   have  been 
spared    the  horror  of  shedding  so  much 
blood  for  the  purpose  of  suppressing  that 
revolt.     He  knew  not  whether  any  inquiry 
would   be  instituted  with   regard  to   the 
conduct  of  Government  respecting  Canada 
at  the  bar  of  this  House ;  but  sure  he  was 
that  there  was  evidence  sufficient  in  the 
documents  which  had  been  laid  before  the 
House  to  justify  such  an  inquiry ;  and  in- 
dependent of  those  public  documents,  he, 
of  his  own  knowledge,  knew  that  for  a 
period  of  more  than  two  years  representa- 
tions had  been  made  by  the  merchants  of 
London   engaged  in   trade  with  Canada, 
almost  weekly,  but  certainly  monthly,  to 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  of  the  state 
of  alarm  and   dismay   which    existed   in 
Canada  in  consequence  of  the  tumultuous 
proceedings  of  large  bodies  of  armed  men. 
But  to  these  representations  no  heed  what- 
ever was  taken,  and  the  present  crisis  had 
unfortunately  followed.     He   must    say, 
that  the  measure  before  the  House  had  his 
entire  concurrence. 

Mr.  Grote  said,  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down,  and  who  declared 
himself  a  supporter  of  this  measure,  had 
told  the  House,  nevertheless,  that  it  was  a 
strong  measure,  which  had  no  parallel  in 
British  legislation.   The  description  which 
that  bon.  Gentleman  had  thus  given  of  the 
measure    must  serve   as  his    excuse   for 
troubling  the  House  with  a  few  observa- 
tions at  this  its  last  stage.     He  desired  to 
enter  his  protest  against  the  third  reading 
of  a  measure  of  this  severe  description, 
though  be  was  well  aware  how  unavailing 
such  a  protest  would  be.    The  hon.  Baro- 
net, the  Member  for  the  University  of  Ox- 
ford had  stated  one  thing  which  was  most 
true,  and  which  deserved   to  be  w^ell  laid 
tn  heart  by  every  Gentleman   who  con- 
sidered this  subject.  He  had  said  when  this 


rebellion  should  have  been  put  down,  that 
at  that  moment  the  real  and  greatest  diffi- 
culties of  the  Government  would  com- 
mence. That  was  his  opinion,  too,  and  it 
was  because  he  entertained  that  opinion, 
and  strongly  entertained  it  that  he  was 
the  more  strenuous  in  his  opposition  to  the 
present  Bill ;  and  because  also  it  was  his 
opinion,  that  while  the  Bill  would  remove 
none  of  the  existing  difficulties,  it  would 
add  very  much  to  some,  and  those  the 
most  serious  of  them.  He  foresaw  no 
consequence  likely  to  arise  from  this  Bill 
so  imminent  and  inevitable  as  the  multi- 
plication of  discontent  and  irritation 
throughout  the  province  in  the  minds  of 
men ;  of  those,  perhaps,  who  as  yet  had 
taken  no  part  in  the  tevolt — and  that  of 
the  most  dreadful  and  deplorable  kind. 
He  saw  in  the  Bill  no  remedy  proposed  for 
any  of  the  evils  that  now  constituted  the 
grievances  of  the  Canadians,  while  he  saw 
in  it  one  great  grievance  added  to  those 
already  existing,  of  which,  even  those 
who  had  hitherto  abstained  from  taking 
part  in  these  matters  could  hardly  fail  to 
feel  the  weight  and  the  burden.  The  alter- 
ations made  in  the  Bill  since  the  second 
reading  were  not  of  a  nature  to  make  much 
alteration  in  his  opinion.  His  opinion 
was  pronounced  upon  it  when  the  pream- 
ble still  remained  as  the  noble  Lord  origi- 
nally introduced  it  ;  and  it  was  for  those 
gentlemen  who  had  been  wedded  to  the 
Bill  on  account  of  the  preamble,  and 
who  were  inclined  to  pardon  the  severe 
measures  which  the  Bill  itself  sanctioned, 
in  consequence  of  the  beautiful  phrases 
put  forth  in  the  preamble --it  was  for  them 
to  express  the  regret  they  must  feel  at 
missing  so  important  a  part  of  its  fea- 
tures ;  but  for  his  part  his  objection  was 
founded  on  the  nature  of  the  enacting 
clauses,  and  those  clauses  remained  still 
unaltered,  or,  if  any  thing,  they  were 
rather  aggravated.  But  if  those  clauses 
in  themselves  appeared  to  him  severe,  ob- 
jectionable, and  calculated  to  create  a 
Mrong  sense  of  anger  and  discontent  in 
the  minds  of  those  who  were  to  be  subject 
to  them,  he  would  say,  that  the  nature  of 
those  clauses  was  extremely  aggravated, 
when  they  were  taken  in  conjunction  with 
the  speeches  uttered  in  that  House  by  those 
by  whom  they  were  supported.  For  the 
tenure  of  those  speeches  led  him  to  foresee 
only  one  consequence  from  the  suspension 
of  the  Canadian  constitution,  which  was 
this — that  instead  of  that  genuine  and 
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faithful  representation  of  the  people,  which 
was  now  the  most  important  element  of 
the  Canadian  constitution  (for  we  should 
not  have  that  element  restored  to  its  pre* 
sent  state)  we  should  have  the  representa- 
tion of  the  people  cut  down,  abridged,  and 
reduced  to  a  name.     It  would  be  a  name 
and  a  shadow,  instead  of  a  substance  and 
areality.  When  he  recollected,  too,  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
for  Caithness,  in  which  he  dwelt  upon  the 
necessity  of  raising  the  qualification  of  the 
electors  of  Lower  Canada — coupling  that 
with  the  declarations  made  by  certain  in- 
fluential Members  on  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House,  and  more  especially  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,   the  Member  for 
Coventry,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Lin- 
coln, insisting,  as  they  did,  upon  the  gross 
ignorance  and  incapacity  of  the  Canadian 
people — he  could  not  misinterpret  these 
indications.     He  could  not  draw  any  other 
inference  except  that  the  present  repre- 
sentation of  the  people-^large  and  faithful 
—  would  be  exchanged  for  one  neither 
large  nor  faithful ;  but  the  representation 
of  a  part  of  the  people  instead  of  a  repre- 
sentation of  the  whole.     He,  at  any  rate, 
would  not  lend  his  hand  to  the  destruc- 
tion   of    the    representative     institution, 
which  at  least  had  the  merit  of  faithfully 
representing  the  people  of  Canada,  in  the 
present  state  of  precariousness  and  uncer- 
tainty as  to  what  he  should   get  in  its 
place.      He  must  say,  it  was  to  him  a 
rather  remarkable  circumstance,  a  strange 
and    preposterous    revolution,    when   he 
found  that  that  side  of  the  question  which 
was  called  the  Conservative  side,  was,  on 
this  occasion,  leflt  to  be  supported  by  some 
twelve  or  fifteen  extreme  Radicals,  and 
that  those  who,  on  all  former  occasions, 
were  the  unyielding   advocates  of  every 
existing  institution,  and  the  stern  oppo- 
nents of  all  innovation  and  change,  were 
now  the  most  earnest  in  the  work  of  de- 
struction.    When   it  was  said;  that   the 
Canadian  constitution  had  been  found  not 
to  work  as  it  was  intended  to  do,  his  reply 
was,  that  if  that  were  the  case  the  fault 
was  with  the  Executive  Government,  be- 
cause the  Executive  Government  had  not 
thought  fit  to  use  the  prerogative  which 
the   constitution   intrusted  to  them.      It 
remained  only  with  her  Majesty's  (Tovern- 
raent  to  improve  the  Legislative  Council, 
and  introduce  harmony  between  the  dif- 
ferent  branches  of  the  Legislnture,  by  ap- 
pointing such  Members  to  the  Legislative  | 


Council   as  would  be  acceptable   to  ti' 
majority  of  the  people.    This  would  bavt 
been  no  innovation.     It  would  have  bet:  • 
the  exercise  of  the  very  prerogative  wLi^i 
was  given  to  the  Executive  Go vemme-. 
by  the  constitution  of  1791,  and   whk  . 
was,  at  that  time,  highly  appreciated  as  i 
power  vested  in  the  Government  for  tb 
best  of  purposes,  though  it  now  appear-.^j 
to  be  renounced  by  every  one.     If,  thee 
the  Executive  Government  did  not  thi»k 
fit  to  exercise  that  prerogative,  sorely  thn 
had  no  right  to  come  and  tell  us  that  t:.f 
constitution  was   unworkable,     and    that 
there  was  no  remedy,  except  to  de$th^]» 
that  constitution  altogether.     He  denied 
the  inference,  and  would  contend  that  it 
was  entirely  in  consequence  of  the  want 
of  a  timely  and  proper  exercise  of  the 
prerogative  of  appointing  Members  to  the 
Legislative  Council   that    this    evil    had 
arisen,  and  that  they  were    now  called 
upon  to  enact  this  destructive  measure. 
Had  that  power  been  used,  harnK>ny  vonid 
have  been  restored,  and  the  constitutional 
government  of  Lower  Canada  would  have 
gone  on    prosperously  up  to   this  hoar. 
They  might  easily  foresee  the  difficulties 
which  would  open  when  this  suspeasioo 
of  the  constitution  should  have  been  once 
brought  into  operation,  hearing,  as  thev 
had  done  already,  an  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  was  a  staunch  supporter  of  the  mea- 
sure, proposing  to  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
to  saddle  the  colony  with  the  Established 
Church.     A  very  pleasant  prospect  it  wti 
to  be  called  upon  to  sanction,  the  annibi- 
lation  of  one  of  the    few  representative 
assemblies  which  really  did  represent  the 
people,  and  put  in  its  place  a  well  paid 
Established  Church.     The  same  reasons 
which  led  him  to  wish  to  improve  those 
representative  institutions  in  this  country, 
which  imperfectly  and  unfaithfully  repre- 
sented   the  people,  and  by  so  improving 
them  to  make  them  the   faithful  repre- 
sentatives of  (he  people,  induced  him  to 
be  strenuous  in  preserving  this  Canadian 
assembly,  which  did  really  and  truly  re* 
present  the  people ;  and  he  should,  there- 
fore, be  found  on  his  side  maintaining  i 
strong  Conservative  line  of  conduct  when 
the  thing  to  be  preserved  was  the  roost 
valuable  jewel  which  a  people  could  pos- 
sibly possess.   He  doubted  and  mistrusted 
the  power  of  the  Government  to  restore 
this  assembly,  and  he  did  not  feel  con- 
fident that  it  was  ever  their  wish  to  do  it. 
But  most  certainly  when  he  observed,  that 
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during  the  progress  of  the  Bill  through 
the  House,  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  had 
been  compelled  to  abandon  the  preamble 
for  the  purpose  of  conciliating  the  support 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamvvorth,  he  knew  that  whatever  new 
constitution  it  might  be  deemed  proper  to 
give  to  Canada,  it  would  not  be  only  what 
the  noble  Lord  himself  might  approve  of, 
but  what  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
also  approve  of;  and  having  heard  that 
right  hon.  Baronet  accused  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  that  House  of  entertaining  a  dis- 
tinct hatred  of  all  representative  institu- 
tions—though, in  the  present  instance,  he 
did  not  conceive  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet was  deserving  of  that  reproach  more 
than  the  noble  Lord  himself — he  could 
not  help  appealing  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
supported  this  Bill  to  say  what  ground 
they  had  for  believing  that  they  should 
ever  get  back  such  a  constitution  as  that 
now  existing  when  it  should  be  once  de- 
stroyed, seeing  that  it  could  only  be  re- 
stored with  the  approbation  of  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  was  opposed  to  all  repre- 
sentative constitutions.  In  spite,  there- 
fore, of  the  great  volume  of  debate  which 
had  been  poured  out  upon  this  question, 
he  had  heard  nothing  to  alter  the  convic- 
tion he  entertained  when  he  first  delivered 
his  opinion  upon  it.  He  feared  that  they 
had  sown  injustice,  and  that  they  would 
reap  trouble  and  calamity.  Whatever  the 
present  grievances  of  the  Canadian  people 
might  be  (they  seemed  to  be  almost  on  all 
hands  admitted,  as  well  as  the  necessity  of 
redressing  them),  he  feit  that  by  this  mea- 
sure they  were  about  to  add  one  more 
grievance  of  so  serious  a  kind,  that  the 
people  of  Canada  would  be  led  to  enter- 
tain feelings  of  discontent  and  irritation, 
which  it  would  be  exceedingly  difficult 
for  any  party,  however  good  their  inten- 
tion, ever  hereafter  to  eradicate  or  sub- 
due. 

Mr.  fVarburton  entirely  agreed  with 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
London,  that  by  this  measure  they  were 
destroying  a  free  constitution  to  have, 
probably,  in  its  place  one  approaching  des- 
potism.  They  were  not  onlyeffecting  a  revo- 
lution, but  they  were  doing  so  in  the  spirit 
of  those  revolutions  that  were  occurring  in 
South  America.  But  what  he  would  con- 
tend for,  as  he  had  on  former  occasions, 
was,  that  as  England  must  cease  to  govern 
these  states  at  no  remote  period,  it  ought 


to  treat  them  with  all  the  consideration 
due  to  their  future  greatness.  He  knew 
it  was  a  humiliating  thing,  and  unfavour- 
able to  national  pride  and  national  vanity, 
to  think  of  the  necessity  of  contracting 
the  limits  of  empire,  and  to  part  with 
what  was  fancied  to  be  among  the  most 
valuable  of  the  national  possessions.  He 
said  fancied  to  be  so,  because  it  did 
appear  to  him  as  rational  to  talk  of  the 
moon  belonging  to  ourselves,  as  to  talk  of 
a  great  and  extensive  territory  3,000  miles 
away  from  the  mother  country  being  a 
part  of  our  empire.  But  he  really  thought 
if  they  looked  at  the  great,  and  glorious, 
and  godlike  work  of  establishing  a  great 
and  free  republic  out  of  the  incoherent 
elements,  such  as  the  provinces  of  Canada 
were,  they  would  feel  that  it  was  an 
object  worthy  the  ambition  of  a  great  and 
powerful  nation.  It  was  a  great  act  for  a 
state  like  this  to  accomplish.  He  believed 
that  the  people  of  this  country  would 
reflect  on  this;  and  that  they  now  felt 
that  it  was  a  greater  honour  to  have  raised 
a  mighty  republic  like  that  of  the  United 
States,  than  to  have  ^subju gated  India.  If 
the  people  regarded  the  honour  of  having 
raised  up  such  a  free  and  great  state,  and 
would  then  consider  what  the  united  pro- 
vinces now  forming  our  North  American 
colonies  might  become,  if  fostered  in  a 
similar  manner,  they  would  have  a  great 
and  important  object  before  them  in  the 
furtherance  of  which  all  conflict  of  party 
feeling  would  cease,  and  there  would  no 
longer  be  called  for  measures  of  severity 
towards  provinces  that  were  now  alienated 
and  discontented.  He  hoped  that  these 
considerations  would  reconcile  the  people 
of  this  country  to  that  separation  which 
either  now,  or  at  an  early  period,  must 
take  place,  and  that  they  would  have  their 
attention  fixed  upon  the  necessity  that 
must  soon  arise  for  such  a  separation.  He 
trusted  that  the  glory  of  having  been  the 
parent  of  a  great,  an  extensive,  and  a  free 
state  would  be  considered  a  sufticient  repa- 
ration to  them  for  the  apparent  sacrifice 
of  the  national  honour.  Condemning  it, 
as  he  did — hoping,  however,  that  it  would 
not  have  any  of  those  melancholy  results 
which  he  anticipated  from  it — he  would 
avail  himself  of  the  present  opportunity  of 
passing  his  last  malediction  on  this  unfor- 
tunate Bill. 

Mr.  BorlhwicksMf  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  last  spoken  had  forgotten 
that  this  was  not  a  permanent  but  a  tern- 
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porary  measure^  which   would   afford  an 
opportunity  to  her  Majesty's  Government 
to  give  such  a  constitution  to  Canada  as 
would  be  agreeable  to  the  feelings  of  the 
people  of  that  country.     He  expressed  his 
astonishment  at  the  recommendation  which 
had  proceeded  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport,  that  we  should  erect  a  republic  in 
the  Canadas,  and  observed  that  he  could 
not  think  a  republic  a  legitimate  offspring 
of  Great  Britain.     He  relied  on  the  loy- 
alty and   good  feeling  of  the  people   of 
Lower   Canada,  and   believed   that  they 
would  not  be  deluded  by  their  late  leaders 
any  longer.    He  thought  that  if  the  people 
of  Canada  were  solicited  by  those  who  had 
now  deserted   them   to  raise    again   the 
standard  of  revolt,  they  would  say,  **  How 
shall  we  trust  to  you  ?     How  follow  where 
you  lead  ?     Where  we  thought  you  lions, 
ye  were  hares — where  foxes,  geese."     He 
must  say,  however,  that  if  her  Majesty's 
Government  had  interfered  in  proper  time 
to  suppress  the  treasonable  language  which 
had  been  employed,  we  should  not  now 
have  had  to  deplore  the  loss  of  life  and 
property  which  had  taken  place. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original 
motion:— Ayes  110 5  Noes  8:  Majority 
102. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Martin,  J. 
Marton^  G. 
O'Ferrall,  11.M. 
Palmerston,  Viscount 
Parker,  J. 
Perceval,  bon.  G.  J. 
Philpotts,  J. 
Planta,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Pouller,  J.S. 
Protheroe,  E. 
Reid,  SirJ.  R. 
Rice,  right  hon.  T.  S. 
Richards,  R. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Salwey,  Colonel 
Sheppard,T. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stanley,  W.  O. 
Steuart,  R. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Stuart,  V. 
Strutt,  E. 
Style,  Sir  C. 


Adam,  Sir  C. 
Aglionby,  Major 
Alston,  H. 
Attwood,  W. 
Barnard,  £.  G 
Bateroan,  J. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Bernal,  R. 
fiewes,  T. 
Blair,  J. 

Blennerhassett,  A. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Brodie,W.B. 
Bu8field,W. 
Byng,  right  hon.  G.  S. 
Camac,  Sir  J.  R. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Chapman,  A. 
Clay,  W. 
Collier,  J. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Darby,  O. 
Denison,  W,  J. 
D'Eyncourt,  rt.  hn.C. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncan,  Viscount 
Dundas,  hon.  J.  C. 
Easthope^J. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Evans,  Colonel 


Fazakerley,  J.  N. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Ferg\isson,  rt.  hn.  R.C. 
Fitzalan,  Lord 
Forbes,  W. 
Freshfield,  J.  W. 
Gibson,  J. 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Harland,  W.C. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hawkins,  J,  H. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Hobhouse,Tt.hn.SirJ. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Horsnian,  E. 
Hoskins,  K. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hutton,  R. 
Inglis,SirR.H. 
James,  W. 
Jenkins,  R. 
Loch^  J 

Lockhart,  A.  M. 
Logan,  H. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.F, 
Macleod,  R. 
Macnamara,  Major 


Sugden,  rt.  hn.  Sir  £. 
Surrey,  Earl  of 
Talfourd,  Sergeant 
Tancred,  U.  W. 
Thomson,  rt.  hn.  C.  P. 
Thompson,  Alderman 
Thornley,  T. 
Tufnell,  a. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Verney,  Sir  H. 

Walker,  R. 

Westenra,  hon.  U.  R. 

Westeura,  hon.  J.  C. 

White,  A, 

Wilberforce,  W. 

Wilshere,  W. 

Winninglon,  T.  E. 

Wood,  C. 

Wood,  Sir  M. 

Worsley,  Lord 

Yates,  J.  A. 

Young,  G.  F. 

TELLERS. 

Gordon,  R. 
Seymour,  Lord 


List  of  the  Noes. 

Attwood,  T.  Warburton,  H. 

Baines,  £. 

Currie,  R, 

Leader,  J.  T. 

Molesworth,  SirW, 

Wakley,  T. 


Williams,  W. 

TELLERS. 

Hume,  J. 
Grote,  G. 


On  the  question  that  the  Bill  do  pass, 
Sir  E.  B.  Sugden  rose  to  make  one 
observation,  which  was,  that  the  altera- 
tions introduced  into  the  Bill  had  verified 
the  prediction  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
R.  Peel),  that  the  instructions  from  Lord 
Glenelg  to  Lord  Durham  would  never  be 
carried  into  effect,  and  would  not  be  acted 
on,  for,  as  the  Bill  was  now  framed,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  Lord  Durham  to 
call  together  a  convention ;  and  the  noble 
Lord  was  now  deprived  of  the  power  of 
making  an  infraction  of  the  Canadian  and 
the  English  constitutions.  Ministers  had, 
by  their  alterations,  left  the  Bill  precisely 
in  the  state  in  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tamworth  wished  it  to  be,  for  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Durham)  would  only  have  the 
exercise  of  the  prerogative  at  his  com- 
mand, and  he  would  be  a  bold  man  who 
would  venture  to  use  it  in  calling  a  con* 
vention. 

Sir  George  Grey  in  a  matter  of  mere 
law  would  be  sorry  to  put  hit  opinions  in 
competition  with  those  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  ;  but  he  must  say,  that 
in  the  present  instance  the  hon.  and  learned 

I  Gentleman  was  wrong ;  for  in  the  ioitruc- 
tions  given  to  Lord  Durhami  that  noble 
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Lord  was  not  authorised  to  call  together 
au  assembly  having  legislative  power,  but 
only  a  body  of  persons  to  give  him  advice, 
which  was  not  repugnant  to  the  act  of 
1791,  nor  to  any  other  act,  and  on  which 
there  was  not  placed  the  slightest  obstruc- 
tion by  the  Bill  which  had  been  read  a 
third  time. 

Mr.  fVakley  said,  that  the  only  reason 
why  the  House  had  been  induced  to 
look  with  the  slightest  favour  on  the  Bill 
of  the  noble  Lord  was  the  circumstance 
that  it  was  to  be  carried  into  execution  by 
the  Earl  of  Durham,  and  from  the  con- 
sideration, founded  on  his  Lordship's  cha- 
racter, his  energy,  and  his  discretion,  and 
also  of  his  love  of  liberal  principles, 
that  the  House  had  a  security  for  the  dis- 
creet, firm,  and  fair  exercise  of  those 
powers.  But  it  now  appeared  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  not  reach  Canada  till 
the  end  of  April  or  the  beginning  of  May, 
and  in  the  meantime  it  was  proposed  to 
allow  the  act  to  be  carried  into  effect  by 
the  commander-in-chief;  and  he  (Mr. 
Wakley)  therefore  wished  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  House  and  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  the  accounts  which  had  been 
received  from  Canada  of  desperate  en- 
gagements, or  he  should  rather  say  mas- 
sacres, which  had  taken  place  there,  and 
which  were  of  so  sanguinary  a  nature  as 
not  to  be  described  in  the  English  lan- 
guage,  and  the  recital  of  which  could  not 
but  harrow  up  our  feelings.  In  The  Morn- 
ing Chronicle  of  that  morning,  he  found  it 
stated  that  Colonel  Maitland  '*  detached 
the  grenadiers,  1st  and  2d  companies,  to 
favourable  positions,  to  intercept  any  of 
the  rebels  attempting  to  escape  from  the 
church,  and  which  answered  effectually, 
as  upon  the  taking  of  that  building  a 
number  of  the  rebels  fell  under  the  fire  of 
part  of  those  companies;"  and  it  was 
added,  that  they  afterwards  set  fire  to  the 
church  itself.  This  statement  was  re- 
ceived from  Sir  J.Colborne,  and  was  pub- 
lished in  a  supplement  to  The  London 
Gazette  of  Friday  last.  He  would  ask, 
what  description  of  force  could  have  been 
employed  against  the  Queen*s  troops  when 
only  one  of  them  was  wounded  ?  and  yet 
they  set  a  watch  round  the  church  to 
destroy  any  who  tried  to  effect  his  escape. 
Was  such  conduct  as  this  to  be  borne — 
was  it  to  be  tolerated  ?  Was  this  a  Ciiris- 
tian  land — did  we  live  under  a  Christian 
government?  Was  it  in  such  scenes  as 
these  that  we  coukl4>onst  of  the  religious 
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institutions  of  this  country  ?  In  his  opin- 
ion, it  cast  a  stigma  on  the  character  of 
the  whole  country,  and  could  it  give  rise 
to  anything  but  deep  indignation?  He 
did  not  say  that  such  conduct  received 
the  sanction  of  the  Government,  but  as  it 
had  taken  place,  it  behoved  Ministers  to 
step  forward  at  once,  and  in  a  bold  and 
energetic  manner,  and  to  tell  Sir  J.  Col- 
borne  that  he  had  gone  beyond  his  duty 
of  simply  maintaining  the  laws  when  he 
indulged  in  vengeance.  Again,  he  found 
from  the  accounts  of  Upper  Canada,  that 
Indians  were  engaged  in  the  war.  Were 
they  chosen  for  this  duty  because  of  their 
known  cruelty  in  their  conduct  of  war? 
Did  the  Government  sanction  the  march- 
ing or  conveyance  in  steam-boats  of  250 
Indians,  in  company  with  one  of  the 
regiments  assisting  Sir  F.  Head  ?  It  was 
the  custom  of  some  hon.  Members  to  say, 
that  it  was  the  exciting  language  held  by 
other  hon.  Members  which  induced  the 
Canadians  to  revolt;  but  he  must  say, 
that  the  revolt  was  caused  by  the  conduct 
of  the  Imperial  Legislature,  which  had 
abolished  the  Canadian  constitution,  or 
had  completely  neutralised  its  powers, 
and  by  these  acts  seemed  almost  to  have 
driven  the  Canadians  to  the  necessity  of 
revolt.  He  again  protested  against  the 
bill.  As  the  insurrection  had  been  put 
down,  he  held  it  as  an  unnecessary  and  un- 
constitutional proceeding,  and  as  placing 
a  blot  on  the  English  legislation,  which  it 
would  take  years  to  wipe  out. 

Lord  John  Russell  observed,  that  the 
only  part  of  the  hon.  Member's  speech 
which  required  any  notice  from  him,  was 
that  in  which  he  had  quoted  the  state- 
ments appearing  in  The  London  Gazette, 
He  know,  thai  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  no 
wish  to  make  any  misrepresentation,  but 
he  must  have  misunderstood  the  passag^es 
in  the  dispatches  of  Sir  J.  Colbornc,  Co- 
lonel Maitland,  and  other  officers.  The 
fact  was,  that  the  circumstances  referred  to, 
were  amongst  the  usual  occurrences  of  war. 
There  were  many  persons  in  the  church ; 
it  was  fortified  and  made  a  place  of  offence, 
from  which  the  British  troops  were  fired 
upon,  and,  according  to  the  laws  of  war, 
it  was  destroyed  ;  and  if  troops,  marchiii«^ 
through  a  village,  were  fiied  upon,  the 
usual  measures  of  war  were  taken.  If 
those  who  had  surrendered  and  had  laid 
down  their  arms,  had  not  receivtd  quar- 
ter, thru,  indeed,  the  hon.  Meiuboi's  ob- 
servations would  have  bcfii  just ;  hut  he 
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did  not  find  any  such  statement  in  the 
dispatch.  But  not  only  should  those  who 
did  lay  down  their  arms  be  received  as  pri- 
soners, but  it  was  necessary  that  the  best 
means  should  be  taken  to  prevent  the 
others  from  retiring  as  a  body  in  arms, 
and  from  taking  up  another  position  from 
which  they  might  again  attack  the  troops. 
The  hon.  Member  had  said,  that  there 
could  not  be  much  resistance,  as  only  one 
soldier  had  been  wounded ;  but  this  only 
showed  how  little  discipline  had  been  used 
to  enable  men  to  cope  with  the  British  em- 
pire, as  well  as  the  extent  of  the  rashness 
and  the  guilt  of  the  persons  who  had  in- 
duced the  Canadians  to  revolt.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Indians,  he  could  only  observe, 
that  they  were  not  employed  as  a  regular 
military  force;  some  had  attended  Sir  F. 
Head,  but  the  circumstance  was  of  a  to- 
tally different  nature  from  what  had  boen 
stated.  All  the  troops  had  been  removed 
from  one  province,  and  the  militia  was 
cnlird  out  to  meet  several  persons  who 
were  collected  on  the  road  to  Toronto, 
and  who  had  commenced  the  outrages  by 
murdering  a  military  officer  who  hod  re- 
tired from  the  service  after  having  greatly 
distinguished  himself  in  war,  who  was 
living  with  his  family,  and  who  was  mur- 
dered on  his  road  to  the  city.  When  per- 
sons were  thus  attacked,  it  was  possible 
that  all  the  inhabitants,  British,  Canadian^ 
and  Indian,  should  unite  to  put  down  the 
insurrection,  acting,  as  they  did,  under 
fear  of  iheir  lives  and  property.  This  was, 
however,  an  entirely  different  description 
of  measure  from  that  which  was  taken  by 
Sir  John  Colborne,  which  did  not  affect 
the  propriety  of  intrusting  the  powers  of 
the  act  to  that  officer  before  the  arrival  of 
Lord  Durham,  and  which  were  under  pre- 
sent circumstances  placed  in  his  hands. 
Bill  passed. 


U  O  U  S  K    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday y  February  1,  1838. 

MiNn-K.*.]  Petitions  presented.  By  Lord  Brouoham, 
frfim  Mr.  John  Arthur  Rocbuek,  praying  to  be  heard  at 
tl.c  bar  against  the  Canada  Government  Bills  fnun  the 
I?;iptist  Cnngri'gation  at  Cujiar,  against  addiiUmal  Chureh 
Kmlfmrneiiui  in  Scotland  ;  from  Annan,  for  an  F.xtension 
of  the  SuflVagc,  the  removal  of  property  qualifiaitions 
for  MnnbcrH  of  Parliament,  Annual  ParUainentu,  and 
Vole  by  rjallot;  from  Dumbarton,  in  favour  of  the  Bal- 
lot; from  Annan,  in  fkvourof  Mr.  Rowland  Hill's  Pos- 
tijje  plan;  fWjm  fupar,  praying  Iheir  Lortbhtpi  to 
r(  sume  nnd  |>:m>>i  the  IriKh  MunieJi»al  Dill ;  f^mn  the  same 
j.'aee.  in  favour  of  the  Sttiteh  County  Gaol  Bill ;  and  from 
Port.mouth,  iu  favour  of  lh«  emancipation  pf  the  Jews. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 

Friday,  February  2,  1838. 

MiiriiTKS.]    Petitkmt  prcKBlML    By  tte  £■!  of  Sj 
BURT,  from  St  Giles's,  Cor  adopting  Mr.  R.  Hiir*  y— 
for  the  PostrOffioe.— By   the  Earl    of   Radwozl,   fr 
Wigan,  for  the  abolition  of  Negro  Apprcntktstup  .  zr^ 
from  Bridgenortby  in  favour  of  the  BnUoC. 

Affaihs  of  Canada.]  The  Order  c' 
the  Day  for  the  second  reading  of  Ic. 
Canada  Government  Bill  was  read. 

Lord  Glencig  said:    My  Lords,  1   ri»c, 
with  pain,  to  address  you  on  the  importau! 
subject   of  the   present   bill  ;     for  1   c.w 
assure  you,  that  to  have  to  propose^  tha. 
the  constitution  granted   to    one  of  our 
colonies  be,  even  for  a  time,  withdrawn  li 
no  very  agreeable  duty.     ]f  I  were  to  ad- 
dress your  Lordships  at  length,  and  at  an 
proportionate  to  the  vast  importance  of 
the  present  subject,  1  fear  I  should,  thi^ 
evening,  have  to  trespass  upon  your  atien- 
tion  for  a  very  considerable  time.     I  afn, 
however,  relieved  in  a  great  measure  frocu 
such  a  task,  because  the  subject  is  not  at 
all  new  to  your  Lordships,  having  already, 
on  frequent  occasions,  been  brought  heforc 
you.      My   Lords,   the  bill,   the  second 
reading  of  which  I  now  move,  comes  up  to 
us,  with  the  sanction  of  a  very  large  ma- 
jority from  the  other  House  of  Parliameof, 
and  I  trust  it  will  also  meet  your  Lord- 
ships' approbation.     The  character  of  this 
bill  is  one  which,  I  admit,  can  only  be 
justified  by  the  necessity  which  the  case 
creates  for    it,    and,    unfortunately,   the 
necessity  of  the  case,  in  the  present  in- 
stance, is  so  notorious  as  to  present  itself 
to   the  observation   of   the    most    casual 
spectator  of  passing  events.     The  simple- 
facts  of  the  case,  I  apprehend,  are  ainpiv 
sufficient   to  justify  the   measure.     From 
the  papers  on  your  Lordships'  table,  and 
the  acts  which  are  known  to  the  world  to 
have  occurred  in  the  province  of  Lower 
Canada,  it  appcare  evident  that  the  con- 
stitution bestowed  upon  the  Canadas  some 
forty  or  fifty  years  ago  has,  in  truth,  ceased 
to  operate.     That  constitution  during  ibe 
first  twenty  years  was  in  a  state  of  abev* 
ance,  but  during-  the  Ihsi  ivventy-Hve  years 
it  luts  been  in  a  state  of  constant  struggle 
and  progrtss;  but  it  bus  been   admitted 
that  parts  of  it  had  not,  to  use  a  common 
phrase,  worked  well  together,  and  hud  not 
properly  performed  their  fuuctionf;:  and. 
notwiihstandiiig  the  constant  endcavouis 
niatle  to  enlarjre  its  operations,  it  had  be- 
come at  length   almost   paralysed.     The 
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result  is,  I  apprehend,  Dot  to  be  ques- 
tioned by  any  one,  namely,  ihat  the  con- 
stitution of  Lower  Canada  is,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  actually  suspended.  I  do 
not  wish  to  inquire  to  whom  this  state  of 
things  is  to  be  ascribed,  whether  to  the 
House  of  Assembly  or  the  Legislative 
Council,  or  to  both.  I  merely  state  the 
fact  as  a  simple  and  sufficient  ground  for 
the  measure  which  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
are  now  compelled  to  propose  for  the 
temporary  government  of  the  affairs  of 
that  colony.  Now,  this  being  the  actual 
state  of  things,  the  constitution  of  Lower 
Canada  having  ceased  to  be  in  operation, 
we  must  at  once  revert  to  that  power  from 
which  thatconstitution  originally  emanated 
— that  is  to  say,  Parliament  must  inter- 
pose to  protect  the  society  of  the  colony, 
and  to  hold  together  those  very  principles 
by  which  alone  the  safety  and  interests  of 
society  can  be  maintained.  I  know  it 
has  been  said,  that  instead  of  calling  on 
Parliament  in  the  present  emergency,  it 
would  be  practicable  and  even  advisable 
to  summon  the  existing  Assembly,  and 
make  another  experiment  to  ascertain 
whether  the  functions  of  Government  can 
be  discharged  in  the  colony.  I  must  say, 
however,  putting  out  of  view  the  peculiar 
circumstances  connected  with  the  various 
Members  of  that  Assembly,  that  such  a 
step  would  only  prepare  the  way  to 
another  disappointment,  and  to  a  fresh 
suspension  of  all  constitutional  functions. 
There  is,  indeed,  another  proposition  upon 
which  the  Assembly  might  again  he  con- 
vened, and  that  with  some  prospect  of  its 
performing  its  functions ;  and  that  is,  that 
Parliament  should  at  once  concede  all 
those  demands  which  the  Assembly  has 
preferred  as  the  only  condition  upon 
which  it  will  resume  its  functions.  But 
what  are  these  demands?  They  are 
various,  but  the  principal  and  cardinal  one 
of  them  all  is,  that  the  elective  principle 
should  be  extended  to  the  Legislative 
Council.  I  will  not  stop  to  inquire  whe- 
ther such  a  proposition  as  this  is  right  in 
itself,  or  whether,  under  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances, it  would  be  applicable  to  the 
Legislative  Council  of  Canada.  I  will 
merely  remind  your  Lordships,  that  not 
many  months  ago  both  the  Houses  of 
Parliament  pronounced  a  negative  upon 
that  proposition,  and,  having  pronounced 
that  negative,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
politic  to  retract  it.  That  negative  was 
pronounced,  after  a  complete  review  of  all 


the  circumstances  connected  with  the 
affairs  of  Canada,  and  nothing  has  since 
occurred  to  induce  us  to  alter  our  view. 
Having  refused  these  demands  when  they 
were  made  to  us  in  a  menacing  tone  cer- 
tainly, but  still  not  enforced  by  show  of 
arms,  in  1836,  I  think  we  can  hardly  con- 
cede them  when  they  are  demanded  of  us 
with  an  appearance  of  armed  hostility.  I 
think  it  unquestionable,  that  Parliament 
is  called  upon  to  interpose  its  authority  on 
the  present  occasion,  and  the  only  ques- 
tion now  appears  to  me  to  be,  with  what 
intention  it  should  so  interfere.  One 
great  object,  in  the  first  instance,  should 
be  to  allay  those  animosities  which  at 
present  exist  in  the  colony,  whilst  the 
ultimate  object  should  always  be  held  in 
view  of  restoring  to  these  provinces  the 
advantages  of  the  principle  of  the  consti- 
tution of  1791,  adapting  it  of  course  to 
the  change  of  circumstances  which  has 
taken  place,  and  consistently  with  a  pre- 
servation of  the  interests  and  well-being 
of  all  classes  of  her  Majesty's  subjects. 
It  is  admitted,  on  all  hands,  that  there  are 
defects  in  the  constitution  of  1791,  and 
what  those  defects  are  it  becomes  the  duty 
of  Parliament  to  ascertain  from  those  who 
are  best  able  to  give  an  opinion  on  the 
subject,  and  to  remedy  them  as  in  its 
wisdom  it  may  think  proper.  The  con- 
stitution relates  to  two  provinces,  namely 
the  upper  and  the  lower  province;  and 
when  Parliament  comes,  I  hope  at  no  re- 
mote period,  to  reconstruct  that  constitu- 
tion, it  will  be  its  duty  to  ascertain  the 
wishes  of  both  those  general  communities 
on  the  subject  of  any  proposed  arrange- 
ments. Parliament  should  not  act  upon 
the  views  or  wishes  of  persons  from  one 
province  alone,  but  of  such  persons  from 
both  those  provinces  as  might  be  consi- 
dered best  informed  and  to  have  much  at 
heart  the  wishes  and  interests  of  the  two 
provinces.  Of  this  branch  of  the  subject 
I  am  not  prepared  at  the  present  mo- 
ment to  treat,  nor  do  I  think,  that  in  the 
present  time  of  excitement  and  of  extreme 
agitation  which  exists  in  this  colony,  any 
constitution,  however  wisely  made,  how- 
ever  wisely  adapted  to  the  general  feelings 
of  the  people  on  ordinary  occasions,  would 
be  called  into  operation  with  advantage  to 
the*people.  There  is  already  much  to  be 
done  in  allaying  feelings  of  hostility  and 
irritation,  which  must  I  apprehend  neces- 
sarily be  allayed  before  we  can  hope  to 
bring  any  system  of  constitutional  Govern- 
Y  2 
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ment  into  successful  operation.  It  is 
obvious,  therefore,  that  there  must  be  an 
interval  before  we  again  introduce  the 
constitution,  improved  and  re-adapted  as 
J  propose  that  it  should  be.  During  this 
unavoidable  interval  it  becomes  equally 
necessary,  that  the  Government  of  the 
colony  should  be  carried  on,  and  that  as 
appears  by  the  title  ofthe  bill,  is  the  object 
of  the  present  measure.  This  bill  pro- 
poses to  vest  the  Government  of  Canada 
in  a  governor-general  and  council,  armed 
ivith  legislative  power,  and  limited  in  iheir 
authority  to  a  fixed  period  of  time,  it  being 
provided  also  that  the  laws  enacted  by 
their  authority  shall  not  endure  beyond  a 
given  time.  Having  explained  thecharac- 
ter  of  the  measure,  I  at  once  admit,  that 
it  is  one  which  can  only  be  justified  by 
the  exigency  of  the  times  and  circum- 
stances. But  I  think  it  appears  obvious 
that  as  the  old  constitution  no  longer 
exists,  and  no  new  one  can  at  present  be 
called  into  operation,  some  provision  must 
be  made  in  the  meantime  for  the  govern- 
ment of  the  colony.  The  scheme  of  Go- 
vernment which  this  measure  proposes  is 
no  doubt  a  great  departure  from  the  con- 
stitutional principles  of  Government ;  but 
being  compelled  to  relinquish  that  prin- 
ciple by  the  exigencies  of  the  times,  there 
is  no  alternative  left  us  but  to  resort  to  a 
Government  of  power  and  authority,  in 
order  to  ensure  a  better  state  of  things. 
But  if  we  are  compelled  to  depart  from  the 
constitutional  principle  in  the  present  in- 
stance, the  Canadians  have  at  least  this 
advantage,  that  the  period  of  such  de- 
parture from  their  accustomed  privileges 
is  fixed  and  determined  by  the  bill  itself ; 
that  the  measure  carries  with  it  its  own 
period  of  existence,  and  so  cannot  by  any 
means  be  made  whatever  may  be  done 
under  its  provisions,  the  basis  of  any 
system  hereafter  to  be  pursued  not  founded 
upon  liberal  principles.  As  I  have  already 
said,  the  bill  proposes  a  temporary  system 
of  government,  during  the  operation  of 
which  it  will  be  the  duty  of  Parliament 
to  consult  upon  the  interests  of  the  Canadas, 
80  as  to  arrive  at  a  better  permanent 
system  of  Government  than  that  which  at 
present  exists;  and  therefore  this  proposi- 
tion is  accompanied  by  a  declaration  that 
Parliament  does  not  intend  it  as  a  perma- 
nent system  of  Government.  The  language 
of  Parliament  on  the  present  occasion 
is,  not  ihat  it  was  enterine:  upon  this 
course  tn  the  character  of  vindictive  judges, 


that  the  Canadians  had  behaved  ill,  and 
therefore  that  they  should  be  deprived  of 
their  constitution  for  ever ;  on  the  contrary. 
Parliament,  in  passing  this  measure,  dis- 
tinctly proclaims  **  We  do  not  ask  whet  be: 
there  be  delinquencies  or  not,  but  we  lo«jk 
to  the  existing  state  of  society  in  tht; 
colony,  and  to  the  constitution  undrr 
which  it  is  or  has  until  recently  l>eeri 
governed  ;  and,  admitting  that  this  con- 
stitution has  failed  in  many  particulars  u. 
work  the  purpose  intended  by  it,  we  come 
forward  as  arbiter  between  contending  aii^ 
hostile  parties;  and  although  we  appear 
in  the  character  of  arbiters,  and  although 
we  fix  for  a  time  an  arbitrary  authority  in 
the  colony,  our  anxious  object  is  to  return 
as  soon  as  possible  to  a  wise  and  liberal 
system  of  Government,  believing  that  it 
will  not  be  long  before  we  shall  be  able  to 
do  so  under  bright  auspices."  Much  un- 
doubtedly will  depend  upon  the  character 
and  judgment  of  the  noble  person  who 
will  be  sent  out  iu  the  important  station  of 
governor-general ;  and  I  think  that  evorr 
reliance  is  to  be  placed  upon  the  not>le 
Earl  who  has  been  appointed  to  the  office, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  but  with  that  as- 
siduity, impartiality,  and  liberality  which 
distinguish  that  noble  individual,  he  will 
be  enabled  to  digest  such  measures  as  maj 
eventually  accomplish  the  object  which  wt 
all  have  in  view.  Such  is  my  opinion; 
and  such  is  the  simple  and  plain  statement 
of  the  case  which  I  have  to  make.  I  thuu 
it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  trouble  your 
Lordships  further  than  to  express  a  hope 
that,  whatever  may  be  your  Lordship>' 
opinion  upon  other  matters  connected  with 
the  subject,  you  will  at  least  think  that  tite 
necessity  of  the  case  justifies  the  measure 
which  I  propose.  The  noble  Lord  then 
moved  that  the  bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  expressed  his 
concurrence  in  the  measure,  which  he 
hoped  would  receive  the  general,  if  not 
the  unanimous,  assent  of  their  Lordships. 
He  trusted  when  the  necessity  which  called  , 
for  this  measure  had  passed  by,  that  a 
Government  founded  on  such  a  basis  a$ 
would  secure  the  rights  and  liberties,  and 
protect  the  interests  of  all  classes,  wouUi 
be  established  in  Canada.  Grieved  as 
they  must  all  be  that  such  a  measure  was 
necessary,  he  did  not  think  that  thry 
would  differ  materially  in  taking  this  stef». 
They  must,  however,  necessarily  be  ex- 
pected to  come  to   this   discussion    enter- 
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taining  various  opinions  on  different  parts 
of  tbis  subject,  with  respect  to  past  trans- 
actions, and  especially  witb  reference  to 
the  conduct  pursued  by  her  Majesty's 
Ministers  in  dealing  with  Canada.  He 
was  glad  to  be  able  to  approach  this  sub- 
ject with  calmness,  and  he  rejoiced  that 
the  state  of  the  country  was  such  that  their 
Lordships  might  hope  to  place  themselves 
in  a  position,  which  would  enable  them 
to  look  at  it  dispassionately,  and  without 
any  feelings  of  prejudice.  He  would  say, 
then,  that  there  never  was,  in  the  history 
of  the  world,  a  revolt  less  provoked,  or 
which  presented  less  defensible  grounds 
for  rising,  than  the  revolt  in  Canada  ex- 
hibited. At  the  same  time  he  must 
declare  his  opinion,  that  this  was  a  case  of 
so  peculiar  a  nature  as  would  justify  the 
largest  extension  of  mercy,  consistent  with 
civil  tranquillity  and  safety.  The  in- 
habitants of  those  provinces,  he  fully 
believed,  were  naturally  the  best  disposed, 
and  would  be  amongst  the  most  thriving, 
happy,  and  industrious  people  on  the  face 
of  the  earth,  if  unfortunately,  they  were 
not  exceedingly  ignorant,  and  therefore 
easily  to  be  led  astray  by  wfckcd  and 
designing  men.  A  certain  degree  of  in- 
formation was  necessary  for  the  proper 
exercise  of  political  rights  and  privileges, 
and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite, 
in  introducing  his  bill  on  education,  ex- 
pressed himself  friendly  to  the  principle  of 
extending  instruction  to  the  colonies.  Now 
he  would  ask  how  the  Canadian  provinces 
stood  in  that  respect?  Why,  it  was 
well  known  that  nine-tenths  of  the 
population  could  neither  read  nor  write. 
This  ignorance  was  not  confined  to 
the  elective  body.  He  believed  the  fact 
to  be,  that  representatives,  members  of 
the  House  of  Assembly  itself,  might  be 
found  in  the  same  situation.  Now,  with 
a  population  of  this  kind,  what  might  be 
done  by  wicked,  artful,  and  designing  men 
could  easily  be  imagined.  He  should, 
however,  be  very  unwilling  to  support  a 
measure  of  this  description  without  the 
most  full  and  adequate  cause  being  laid 
before  Parliament.  He  thought  that  no 
slight  or  trifling  disturbance  would  afford 
sufficient  reason  for  adopting  it.  He 
could  easily  imagine  an  outbreak  of  a 
similar  kind  which  would  not  by  any 
means  justify  a  call  for  such  a  measure. 
But  the  noble  Lord  had  told  them  that  the 
constitution  of  Canada  was  already  sus- 
pended.   That  effect  was  produced  by  the 


proceedings  of  the  malcontents  there — a 
circumstance  which  ought  to  be  especially 
observed.  The  House  of  Assembly  would 
grant  no  supplies — they  pushed  to  the 
utmost  extent  the  authority  with  which 
they  were  intrusted  for  the  good  of  the 
colony.  Now,  admitting  that  such  an 
exercise  of  power  was  strictly  in  con- 
formity with  the  spirit  of  the  constitution, 
still,  it  was  evident  that  the  adoption  of 
such  a  course  must,  in  the  end,  lead  to 
the  climax  of  anarchy.  The  House  of 
Assembly  refused  the  demands  of  her 
Majesty's  Government.  They  would  not 
provide  for  the  judges  and  other  public 
functionaries.  They  declared  that  they 
would  not  meet  to  transact  the  business  of 
the  colony,  until  all  their  demands  were 
satisfied  ;  the  chief  and  principal  of  these 
demands  being  to  remodel  the  constitution 
— that  constitution  under  which  they 
derived  their  own  political  existence.  He 
had  no  wish  to  drag  their  Lordships 
through  the  mazes  of  this  Canada  question, 
but  there  were  one  or  two  facts  connected 
with  it  which  fully  justified  the  vote  they 
were  then  called  upon  to  give.  He  was 
by  no  means  disposed  to  deny  that  there 
was  a  time  in  which  the  Ix^gislative  Assem- 
bly of  Lower  Canada  might  with  fairness 
and  justice  have  complained  of  grievances, 
and  have  reasonably  called  on  Parliament 
for  redress.  That  time  existed  previous  to 
the  year  1828,  but  in  that  year  the  atten- 
tion of  Parliament  had  been  most  fully  and 
minutely  called  to  the  state  of  the 
Canadas,  and  the  complaints  of  the 
Legislative  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada. 
A  committee  had  been  appointed  in  that 
year  at  the  recommendation  of  the  then 
Colonial  Secretary,  and  perhaps  a  com- 
mittee comprising  men  of  greater  ability  or 
more  competent  to  the  task  they  under- 
took, had  seldom  been  appointed.  After 
having  paid  the  greatest  possible  attention 
to  the  whole  subject,  it  made  its  report, 
and  that  report  was  received  by  Parliament 
with  the  utmost  satisfaction,  and  with  a 
disposition  to  carry  its  recommendations 
into  effect.  How  had  that  report  been 
received  by  the  House  of  Assembly  of 
Lower  Canada?  In  their  address  to  Sir 
James  Kempt  they  say  : — 

''The  charges  and  well-founded  complaints 
of  the  Canadians  before  that  august  senate 
were  referred  to  a  committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  indicated  by  the  Colonial  Minister ; 
that  committee  exhibited  a  striking  combi  na- 
tion of  talent  and  patriotismi  uniting  a  general 
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the  commiisioners  themselves.  By  the 
second  report,  which  was  dated  on  the 
12th  of  March,  1836,  after  the  decision 
of  the  House  of  Assembly  had  been 
settled,  and  their  concession  considered 
hopeless,  the  commissioners  recommended 
that  it  should  be  proposed  to  Parliament 
to  repeal  or  suspend  1  and  2  William  4Lh., 
which  was  an  Act  that  gave  the  appro- 
priation of  the  revenues  to  the  House  of 
Assembly  —  which  was  fairly  under  the 
control  of  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury. 
In  that  recommendation  all  the  commis- 
sioners concurred ;  and  it  was  singular 
that  that  was  about  the  only  thing  in 
which  they  ever  did  agree — for,  able  as 
they  were,  and  clear  and  talented  as  their 
reports  had  been,  the  commissioners  had 
differed  so  much  that  it  was  scarcely  pos- 
sible to  find  them  even  agreeing  in  the 
recommendation  of  any  one  measure  ;  but 
on  that  point,  however,  they  were  unani- 
mous. Well,  that  being  the  case,  what 
did  the  noble  Lord  do  ?  He  thought,  or 
he  affected  to  think,  for  it  was  scarcely 
credible  that  he  could  seriously  entertain 
any  such  opinion,  that  the  House  of  As- 
sembly had  been  deceived,  and  were  la- 
bouring under  a  misconception  of  the 
instructions  which  had  been  given  to  the 
commissioners,  and  that  if  they  knew  the 
whole  of  those  directions  they  would  be 
willing  to  come  to  terms.  Consequently, 
the  noble  Lord  declined  to  act  upon  that 
unanimous  recommendation  of  the  com- 
missioners. He  directed  them  to  call 
another  session,  and  to  communicate  to 
the  Assembly  the  whole  of  bis  instructions, 
and  then  to  report  the  result.  Now  he 
could  hardly  imagine  that  the  noble  Lord 
could  seriously  hope  for  any  change ;  but, 
however,  Lord  Gosford  did  call  another 
session,  he  did  present  his  instructions  to 
the  assembly  in  extenso^  and  what  was  the 
result?  After  resolutions  much  more 
stringent  in  their  terms,  and  laying  aside 
all  respect  and  almost  decorum,  the  House 
of  Assembly  summed  up  their  demands 
by  stating  *'  that  the  same  circumstances 
as  well  as  the  previous  consideration  of 
the  salutary  principle  above  referred  to, 
namely,  the  principle  of  having  a  com- 
plete redress  of  grievances  before  they 
voted  the  supplies,  rendered  it  incumbent 
upon  ihem  to  adjourn  their  deliberations 
till  Government  should  by  their  Acts  re- 
dress the  grievances  complained  of,  and 
especially  by  rendering  the  second  branch 
of  the  Legislature    confo-"™"*^'"   »o  the 


wishes  and  the  wants  of  the  people/*   The 
House  of  Assembly,  therefore,   declioe-i 
to  make  any  change  in  the  hope  to  whkL 
the   noble   Lord   referred.    This  be   also 
thought  was  a  case  merely  of  delaj,   fix 
he  did   not  think  that  the   noble   Lotd 
could  seriously  have  expected  that  the  con- 
sideration of  these  instnictions  of  which 
the   House  of  Assembly  was  already  in 
possession  of  the  substance  coald  produce 
any  such  change  as  the  noble  Lord  afiecl- 
ed  to  expect.      The  next  proof  of  delay 
he   had    to    adduce  was  that  most  ex- 
traordinary  and   incomprehensible   delay 
which  took  place  in  the  nomination  of  the 
Executive  Councillors  and  the  members 
of  the   Legislative  Council.     It  had  al- 
ways been  intended  to  nominate  as  mem- 
bers of  those  councils  gentlemen  possessed 
of  the  good  opinions  of  the  people,  and 
who  were  deservedly  popular  in  the  pro- 
vince.    He  believed  that  ever  since  the 
Committee  of  1 828  the  persons  w)io  had 
been  appointed  had  been,  many  of  them, 
unconnected  with  the  Government,  hold- 
ing no  office,  and   indeed   possessing  a 
peculiar  independence,  and  who  were  in 
other  respects  eligible  to  the  situation  ; 
but  it  was  desirable  by  all   practicable 
means  to  conciliate  the  feelings  of  a  nu- 
merous portion  of  the  community  by  ap- 
pointing persons  in  whom  thev  bad  confi- 
dence and  to  whom  they  could  look  with 
respect.     This  had  always  been  the  desire 
and  the  expressed  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  such  persons  should  be  ap- 
pointed when  the  Government  could  pro- 
perly place  them  in  the  council ;  at  least, 
that  no  bar  should  exist  against  the  ap- 
pointment of  any  man  who  had  deserved 
justly  the  conGdence  of  the  people.     Tbe 
commissioners,   in   their  very  full  report 
on  the  composition  of  those  councils,  re- 
commended the  principle  upon  which  the 
nomination  should  take  place.    This  re- 
port was  dated  the  3d  of  May,  1836,  and 
any  one   would   have   thought  that  the 
plan  was  simple  and  easy,  and  that  Go- 
vernment would  have  adopted  the  princi- 
ple; but  nothing  was  said  or  done  upoa 
the  report  until  the  14th  of  July,  1837, 
when  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Glenelg)  wrote 
his  instructions  to  Lord  Gosfard  on  the 
subject.     What  could  possibly  have  been 
the  reason  for  this  delay,  and  how  did  the 
noble  Lord  draw  up  his  instructions  when 
he  did  issue  them,  did  he  nominate  the 
councillors?     Not  a  bit.    The  noble  Lord 
left  Lord  Gosford  to  do  exactly  what  he 
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pleased.  Why  could  not  the  noble  Lord, 
instead  of  waiting  a  year  and  a  half,  have 
done  this  at  first  ?  If  the  noble  Lord  was 
right  at  last  in  giving  to  Lord  Gosford  a 
discretionary  power  to  nominate  whom  he 
pleased,  why  might  not  the  noble  Lord 
have  taken  the  same  course  in  tlie  first 
instance?  And  then  let  their  Lordships 
mark  at  what  time  this  was  done — a  time 
when  it  could  not  possibly  be  of  any  use. 
He  admitted,  with  respect  to  the  feelings 
of  a  great  body  of  the  Canadians,  though 
it  was  a  matter  of  no  great  importance  in 
itself,  that  it  would  have  pleased  and  gra- 
tified highly  many  of  them  if  this  popular 
measure  had  been  conceded ;  but  their 
Lordships  must  recollect  that  after  having 
sent  out  the  resolutions  of  last  year,  and 
that  after  their  arrival  in  the  colony  they 
produced  all  that  irritation  which  they 
were  calculated  to  produce,  then  came 
this  concession  of  the  nomination  of  their 
councillors,  at  a  time  when  a  measure  of 
that  sort  could  not  produce  that  good 
efiTect  which  it  might  have  done  had  it 
been  seasonable.  This  was  an  instance 
of  what  he  must  call  pitiable  delay;  for 
he  could  not  understand  how  there  could 
have  been  so  much  irresolution  in  a  mat- 
ter that  appeared  so  simple  and  easy. 
If  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Glenelg)  had 
directed  the  commissioners  minutely  to 
scrutinise  the  claims  of  these  gentlemen, 
and  if  the  responsibility  in  the  selection  of 
them  was  one  which  affected  the  Colonial- 
office  in  London,  he  could  understand 
that  there  might  have  been  some  difficulty 
in  arriving  at  a  satisfactory  opinion ;  but 
as  the  difficulty  was  left  after  all  to  the 
discretion  of  Lord  Gosford,  surely  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  might  have  adopted 
this  course  during  an  earlier  portion  of  the 
period  that  had  elapsed.  He  must  also 
say  that  he  thought  that  the  manner  in 
which  they  passed  the  resolutions  of  last 
year  was  accompanied  by  very  culpable 
and  mischievous  delay.  These  resolutions 
were  introduced  into  Parliament  in  the 
other  House  early  in  March.  They  did  not 
pass  the  House  of  Lords  till  early  in  May. 
They  were  carried  in  the  other  House 
by  overwhelming  majorities ;  every  means 
were  offered  to  expedite  their  progress. 
The  noble  Lords  opposite  knew  perfectly 
well,  that  though  some  of  their  friends 
offered  a  little  opposition,  from  their  op- 
ponents they  had  met  with  none,  but 
that  every  means  would  be  taken  to  ex- 
pedite  the    passing  of  the   resolutions. 


The  noble  Lords  knew  the  value  of  ex- 
pedition. In  that  House  the  Resolutions 
met  with  but  the  solitary  opposition  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Brougham).  They  had,  however,  taken 
two  months  in  their  passage  through  both 
houses,  without  any  reason  having  ever 
been  assigned  for  it.  The  resolutions  had 
been  postponed  from  day  to  day,  some- 
times the  House  did  not  meet,  or  for  some 
other  reason,  but  for  no  good  reason  to 
men  determined  to  make  (hat  haste  which 
the  importance  of  the  subject  deserved. 
And  when  at  length  they  did  receive  the 
assent  of  this  House,  what  was  done  ? 
Instead  of  the  noble  Lords  opposite  being 
ready  on  the  next  day  with  a  Bill  founded 
upon  the  resolutions^  they  left  them  in 
their  then  state.  No  doubt  the  events  of 
that  period,  and  the  demise  of  the  Crown, 
mighty  under  certain  circumstances,  be 
pleaded  as  an  excuse ;  but  then  there  was 
plenty  of  time  before  the  demise  of  his 
late  Majesty  to  pass  a  Bill  if  the  noble 
Lords  opposite  had  been  disposed  to  avail 
themselves  of  it.  As  to  the  reasons  which 
had  been  alleged  for  not  immediately  pro- 
ceeding in  the  matter — that  there  was  a 
fear  of  wounding  the  feelings  of  her  Ma- 
jesty by  making  the  first  act  of  her  reign 
one  of  a  harsh  and  ungracious  character 
— that  had  been  already  treated  with  the 
contempt  which  it  deserved.  But  there 
was  another  circumstance  which  was  to 
be  considered — although  there  was  time 
to  pass  the  Bill,  yet  the  illness  of  his  late 
Majesty  rendered  it  probable,  and  the  ac- 
cession of  her  present  Majesty  rendered 
it  certain,  that  a  new  election  must  soon 
take  place.  In  that  state  of  things,  there- 
fore, it  might  probably  be  deemed  expe.. 
dient  by  the  Government  not  ,to  quarrel 
with  its  friends  by  the  introduction  of  a 
measure  of  that  description  just  at  that 
period.  That  was  the  rational  inference 
from  their  conduct —he  could  not  account 
for  it  in  any  other  way.  Upon  any  other 
supposition  it  was  wholly  inexplicable. 
The  noble  Lord  must  either  have  been 
wholly  ignorant  and  unaware  of  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject  and  the  necessity 
of  expedition — and  it  was  impossible  that 
he  could  have  been  so  ignorant— or  he 
must  have  sacrificed  that  importance  to 
considerations  of  personal  advantage  and 
the  conciliation  of  wavering  friends.  Hav« 
ing  stated  these  instances  of  culpable 
delay,  he  would  come  to  make  a  few 
remarks  upon  the  military  defence  of  the 
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provinces  and  the  state  of  Lower  Canada. 
Having  heard  the  opinion  on  this  subject, 
on  a  former  occasion,  of  his  noble  Friend 
near  him,  and  of  other  persons  well  quali- 
fied as  military  authorities  to  speak  on 
this  subject,  he  certainly  w6uld  not  take 
upon  himself  to  blame  Ministers  for  not 
having  sent  a  reinforcement  to  Canada ; 
but  he  could  not  help  adverting  to  the 
extraordinary  reason  assigned  by  the  noble 
Viscount  opposite  (Lord  Melbourne)  on  a 
former  occasion,  when  he  said  that  he  had 
considered  the  unpleasant  effect  which 
might  have  been  produced  on  the  public 
mind  by  the  arrival  of  additional  troops. 
After  sending  out  the  resolutions  the  noble 
Viscount  need  not  have  troubled  himself 
about  the  feelings  of  the  public  mind  on 
the  arrival  of  additional  forces.  The 
reason  which  he  thought  justified  the 
noble  Lords  for  not  sending  out  troops  was 
this,  that  competent  military  opinions  had 
been  received,  at  least  he  presumed  they 
had  been  received,  by  the  noble  Lords,  as 
he  had  received  them  himself,  to  the  effect 
that  a  rising  in  the  provinces  was  not 
probable,  and  that  if  it  took  place  there 
was  a  sufficient  force  there  to  put  it  down. 
In  the  first  they  were  mistaken,  but  in 
the  second  opinion  they  were  more  correct. 
But,  at  all  events,  the  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site knew  that  troops  must  be  taken  from 
the  neighbouring  provinces  of  Nova  Scotia 
and  New  Brunswick,  and  there  was  no 
reason  why  those  places  at  least  should 
not  have  been  supplied  with  troops.  It 
appeared  that  Sir  C.  Campbell  had  actu- 
ally applied  for  a  reinforcement  when  he 
was  called  upon  to  dispatch  troops  from 
Nova  Scotia  to  Canada.  This  appeared 
from  the  confession  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Glenelg)  himself;  and  further,  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  received  this  com- 
munication in  August,  at  a  time  when  he 
might  have  complied  with  Sir  C.  Camp- 
bell's wishes.  There  was,  therefore,  surely 
in  this  respect  great  remissness.  But  he 
must  observe  that  military  authorities  in 
their  opinions  were  not  unfrequently  dis- 
posed to  look  rather  to  the  result  of  the 
contest  than  to  its  prevention.  They 
were  not  unnaturally,  perhaps,  disposed 
to  undervalue  this  view  of  the  subject, 
as  seeming  to  betray  a  degree  of  over- 
caution  and  timidity.  But  there  was  a 
great  difference  between  the  force  neces- 
sary to  prevent  a  revolt  and  that  necessary 
to  suppress  it.  He  recollected  some  years 
ago  a  highly  distinguished  oF-         '        •>•%  | 


employed  in  a  command  when  a  rising  (<* 
the  people  was   expected,  and  wlitu  iL- 
Government  applied  to  him  to  know  if  u 
required  the  whole  amount  of  his  forcti. 
and  if  it  was  possible  to  spare  any  ih^i 
were  under  his  command,  the  answer  wa 
this  :— "  Before  I  answer   your  questijti  I 
must  know  what  you   require  of  me.   1; 
you  require   me    to    prevent    a  rising:,  1 
cannot  spare    a    man,  but    if  you  oa!/ 
require  me  to  put  it   down  when  it  shi. 
have  taken  place,  in  that  case  probably  bl; 
the  number  will  be  sufficient."    Thougfc 
therefore,  he  had  all  possible  respect  fur 
military    views     and     opinions,   still  be 
thought  it  not  improbable  that  public  con- 
siderations might  not    have  been  enUroJ 
into  so  fully  as  might  under  other  circum- 
stances have  been    done-       Having  ili> 
pointed  out  in  what    respect  he  thou  Jit 
the    conduct  of  her   Majesty's   Ministers 
was  gravely  deserving  of  censure  on  ibe 
part  of  that  House,  he  would  repeal  ^^^ 
he  had  already  stated,   that  to  the  BH 
itself  it  was  not  his  intention  to  make  any 
opposition.      At  the   same  time  he  must 
say,  that  the  Bill  was  in  one  point  some- 
what singular.     He  believed,  indetd,  flit 
it  had  been  so  amended  that  whatever  nii:li: 
have  been  thought  of  it  in  its  original  anJ 
crude  state,  it  had  been  greatly  imj>rovt:d 
before  it  had  arrived  in  that  House.    M"^ 
certainly  saw  by  the  votes    on   the  tal/e, 
that  the  Bill  had  a  new   preamble,  ami 
he  perceived  by  the  voles  of  the  House  oi 
Commons,  that  the  Bill  had  had  a  I're- 
amble  which  was  stigmatised  as  abonnn- 
able,   but   a   preamble    had    been  added 
which  was  certainly  unexceptionable ;  so 
that  no  doubt  it  had  been  changed  for  m 
better.     But  accompanying  this  Bill,  tncy 
had  produced  on  the  table  of  the  House  a 
paper  which  nobody  had  ever  lho^\%\\^  ^| 
asking  for,  but  it  was   produced  by  inc 
Government  and  purported  to  be  an  ex- 
tract from   a  dispatch  to  the  noble  F^n, 
who  was  about  to  undertake  the  goven  • 
ment  of  the  Canadas.      The  dispatch  was 
dated   on  the  20th  of  January,  and  the 
noble  Earl  (Durham)  would  not  depa^'  ^" 
all  probability  till  April.    What,  then,  wm 
the  object  of  producing  this  dispatch  •   |^ 
was,  he  presumed,  to  enforce,  or  rather'^ 
was  intended  to  bolster  up  and  explain  the 
preamble,  in  which  some  such  doctfifl^^' 
that  divulged  in  the  dispatch  was  referred 
to.     But  this  dispatch  recommended  the 
calling  of  a  convention,  which  was  refer' 
red  to   in  the  preamble,  and  it  was  p^^ 
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pared  to  sever  that  province  from  the 
dominioD  of  this  country.  Such  a  course 
would  be  entirely  at  variance  with  the  whole 
colonial  system  of  this  country.  They  might 
make  their  colonies  as  free  as  they  pleased, 
but  the  colonies  of  this  country  must  be 
governed  on  monarchical  principles.  He 
knew  there  were  those  who  said,  that  re- 
publican institutions  worked  very  well  in 
the  United  States.  It  was  very  possible 
they  might ;  but  there  was  this  great  dif- 
ference, that  in  the  colonies  we  must  pre- 
serve the  monarchical  principles  of  go- 
vernment in  some  shape  or  other.  He 
could  understand  the  case  of  a  republic  in 
the  closest  alliance  with  a  monarchy,  or 
under  protection  and  in  dependence  upon 
a  monarchy,  but  he  could  not  comprehend 
how  a  republic  could  form  any  portion  of 
a  monarchy.  He  was  quite  sure  of  this, 
that  the  making  of  the  Legislative  Council 
elective  would  tend  to  the  speedy  separa- 
tion of  the  province  from  this  country.  It 
was,  no  doubt,  true,  that  in  the  course  of 
ages,  this  event  was  equally  certain,  let 
their  government  be  carried  on  what  way 
it  would.  He  saw  no  reason  for  closing 
their  eyes  to  the  fact.  Perhaps  the  very 
efforts  that  they  made  to  increase  the 
wealth,  the  means,  the  prosperity,  and 
the  power  of  the  colonies,  would  natu- 
rally tend  to  hasten  this  result.  He 
thought  it  would  be  as  unwise  for  them 
to  forget  this'  altogether,  as  it  would  be 
for  any  one  of  tbeir  Lordships  in  his  full 
health  and  vigour,  to  forget  that  at  some 
time  or  other  he  must  taste  of  death. 
Both  events  were  equally  certain  :  though 
each  might  be  postponed  to  a  very  distant 
day,  they  ought  still  to  be  prepared  for  it. 
By  good  government,  by  wise  administra- 
tion, the  time  of  separation  (Vom  this 
colony  might  be  removed  far  from  them ; 
and  he  certainly  saw  no  reason  why  they 
might  not  look  forward  to  long  years  of 
happiness  and  prosperity  in  the  union  of 
the  colonies  and  the  mother  country. 
They  must  all,  he  was  sure,  recollect  that 
beautiful  passage  in  Burke,  in  his  speech 
for  conciliation  with  America,  in  which  he 
invoked  the  presence  of  Lord  Bathurst, 
who  could  have  remembered  what  America 
had  been  at  the  commencement  of  the  last 
century ;  and  then  supposing  the  angel  of 
that  ingenious  and  auspicious  youth  point- 
ing out  to  him  what  would  be  the  future 
progress  and  rising  prosperity  of  the  Ame- 
rican colonieSy  and  telling  him  of  all  the 
wonden  he  might  eip****  •'^  *^hold  re-  I 


specting  thenn  before  be  descended  to  il? 
grave.  He  thought  that,  with  their  pi- 
sent  provinces  of  North  America,  tbc^: 
was  no  reason  why  they  might  not  ho^< 
that  their  children  would  behold  in  the; 
more  increase  and  prosperity  than  all  Lor! 
Bathurst  had  ever  Jived  to  witness.  Tl.: 
progress  of  those  provinces  had  been  irre  : 
— it  had  been  more  rapid  than  that  cf 
the  provinces  referred  to  by  Mr.  Burb: 
and  he  saw  no  reason  why  that  progress 
should  not  continue  in  the  same  ratio  i. 
connection  with  the  mother  country. 
They  should  endeavour  at  the  same  tb-. 
so  to  shape  their  policy,  that  they  mij,''! 
hope,  if  ever  a  separation  did  take  place, 
it  would  be  in  amity  and  friendship. 

Lord    Brougham    spoke    as  follows:* 
How  comes  it  to  pass,  my  Lords,  by  what 
fate  of  mine  is  it,   that  as  often  as  iW. 
great  question  of  our   colonies  comes  oa 
in  this  place — whether  in  the  ill-fated  re- 
solutions  of  last  May,  or  in  the  inWlo- 
cutory  conversations  raised  by  the  expect- 
ations of  this  measure,  or  on  the  address 
which  announced   its    nearer  approach,  or 
now  on  the  Bill  itself  which  embodies  it 
—I  alone  should  be  found  to  interrupt  iht 
universal   harmony   of     your   councils- 
alone  to  oppose  a  Bill  presented  by  tbc 
Government    without    any   defence,  but 
immediately  taken  up  and  zealously  sup- 
ported by  their  adversaries — alone  io  rise 
up  in  defence  of  the  constitution— alooe 
to  resist  the  breach  of  all  law,  the  viola- 
tion of  all  justice,  in  this  high  Court  of 
Law,    which  distributes  justice   without 
appeal — alone  to  withstand  arbitrary  ana 
tyrannical  innovations,  standing  here,  in 
the  Senate — the  conservative  Senate  oii 
free  country — alone  to  maintain  the  pea<:e» 
and  stay  the  dismemberment  of  the  empire, 
among  your  Lordships,  who,  of  a//  oic" 
that  live,  have   the   deepest   interest  in 
peace,  and  the  empire   being  preserr^fl 
entire  ?     The  position  which  I  occupy « 
surrounded  with  difficulty  and   emlw^' 
rassment,  the  task  I  perform  is  a  t/ianlueff 
one,  but  I  will  not— I  may  not— abandoo 
the  post  in  which  my  duty  has  plw^ 
me,  and  I  am  here,  at  the  last  hour  of  the 
hateful  conflict,  again  attempting  to  dis- 
charge this  ungrateful  duty.     From^ 
unequal  a  contest  I  may  retire  defeated, 
but  not  disgraced.     I  am  aware  tba/  ^ 
may  gain  no  advantage  for   those  whose 

•  From  a  corrected  report   published  hj 
Ridgeway. 
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rights  I  am  defendir.c.  but  I  ara  ^^11 
sured  that  I   shall  retain   the  arprcmi  .x 
my  own  mind. 

When  the  qaestion  of  Canada  was  last 
l^efore  ns,  I  purposely  avoided  tbilowina: 
the  noble    Secretary   of    State  over  the 
l^round  to  which  he  invited  me,  because 
1   knew  that  another  opportunity  would 
occur  for  discussing  the  provisions  of  the 
measure,  the  outline  of  which  he  then  s^ave 
by  anticipation.     That  occasion  has  now 
arrived,   and   I  have  attentively,  and,  as 
became  me,  respectfully  listened   ^o  the 
statement  of  mv  noble    Fneiid.      I   tind 
that  be  has  said  in  explanation  of  the  Bill 
— ^nothin^;    in    defence    of    the    B.il — 
nothing.     Not  a  gleam  of  ii^iit  was  oast 
by  bim   upon  its  darker  places^  nothing 
was  said  to  clear  ap  the  obscnnties  wnicti 
are  remarked  in  its  arraniiements.  Torhin^ 
to  reconcile  the  inconeruiriea  with  .vhicn  .t 
abounds,  nothing-  to  hlJu^  i  measure  ac- 
ceptable, whicti  ail  ^ tow  to  'le  .larsn   Ana 
arbitrarv.  aodunx  to  snow  ^nv  t  s  intra- 
daced  aow  rather  *han  it  mv  jiner  *ime. 
la  short,,  notnm^  T»aarE?ver  s  wz^a   n  -le- 
fencc  or  in.  Dailiation  at  ihe  •  jovemnient  i 
pciicy.  save   me  ^'erv   loie,    ina    >n  'nat 
portion  ot  die  «iniect.  'he  'ptv  'emrerai*^. 
s^^tecii  if  "lie  aonie   jLaii     innuMre     i,j-n; 
Aierde-si  .    in   ivnwPti    uiv^r^^rv     t     jp- 
Oovenmentm  ill   itr.er  !U£^in»r*s.      .trnt. 
it    must  le  ^ranien,    !*at   ".p'OM^    ji.'i 
x.\!cusiv  nnnneii   iis-Drnorr*'j  r*u»'-'pn- 
<ir»  itseif.  ma   «uirer*<i   .o     orrc^n  .  :     ji 
f^i'Ai^r^  Ui    avprrlov     mon      :^       rj*r..";.« 
TijDni^  -inner    iia    irotecr:on  *n»**  rri'-r—T 
of  the  domet.  vnicn    .au    «rs  -mri.:   rett 
by  C3  narpnt  is   ^oon    s    '    ^w  '  :^      ^ir 
I  he  lonie  Zaft    r.sif^rT  •*    .-Mn     .•>  -.-pn/pA- 
thi^r*  2are.   iiain:v    hf*vi.-,r,    ".i*  .  ui  .jrr 
a  t^in'i"  MM    je«»n  *«eer:i*-'r-t     n        i«    •  *if' 
liie  Htiusev  ve   -nniMiJ     u^i^  .  \*i  r***- 

d'lced.  on   Mie  jihp^r,      '>*-*f«r/»  .ojn'r,     -iw- 
ever,  •'o   'he   irr-miT.t^     -.r  •  ♦**  r.P-sn-ia 
I  mast  iiff^rr  'i  r  t   Tinmi*nt  x>  >  ,.»  .  i.iraA 

the  nci:te  LJukfc' n 'Vr  iMiJ^in*     ,"i»«    ■   .f.-^ 
Eiri's  'Tt'.onnv  ,rf':<»«   -qraf«f      iv-t 
conceivert     'lira    't.**ir     .ni*-r.»  .        ''       •> 
Bill    imnlied    ii»r    srpirv->i      <    •   -*       '.^ 

ten.i«*d  :iftHrwftfr;.s  o  rn*-*.-.'.  -^  -  i  ■  •«■ 
op-nscn.  T.iat  »r»nii»ii  a.*  -- »^  <i.-^.<» 
b^en  verv  fir^civ  -itt  Anxturr-^  i  •  •  .»  »»»'*• 
L.irl,  md  'n  .i^t^r  n?  >  •  »  v»»'-  *» 
b^lp  r*i7**r*incr  *^  't  **  '^t'-i*^  *•  •  •-  -•  «•»'  *  .*-.**■ 
by  my  nuiile    i?\^v**\   »   ••'--      «•».■•      »» 


v-tfins^ 


ca-jed  :":r::i  orcwfen  zzt  ^rnCw^  uwjtjs 
o.d  cc.ea^jes-  and  me  r:cD«e  Dune's,  ^ao 

nad  >o  c?.:Ta:rnu^iy  come  to  tae  derence 
of  rii:i  opiK'nenis— coupled  with  the  pane- 
gync  pronococed,  Gijd  knows,  most 
justly,  on  the  vast  suDenontv  of  itie 
Duke"?  mind,  to  !  is  of  wnose  attack  the 
noble  Secrptarv  of  "^^tate  so  bitierlv  com- 
plained. 1  rea:iv  susoect  :t:al  t*>-ni£r!:t  if 
anv  such  comDar:^-ii:s  ire  .Listitaiai  .be- 
tween me  and  tr.e  :r^::..e.  E^ir.,  I  zar  -jcjt 
forward  *o  a  m^re  raro'inrjie  "^tzjcz.  rr-sm 
mv  notjle  Fneiia.  Vot  "ij^t  ne  ':Tmea- 
sions  rr  '.ne  tcine  'A  *.ifi  ".a me  iarl  laa 
been  less  r-Ten-T  v  'wxn  'noae  -^r  'ne  nohie 
DuKe.  f'-..-  "e  nrnmisefi  'o  rreat  :he*  jovprn- 
raent -.virt:  jr^an-v.  .fv  '.am^^'ne  "on.'e 
Ean'i  ^  lot  *nat  caarirv  '.vnica  mT^rs  a 
muiLitnae  of  'ranserEssions.  :ut  -itlicr 
^iiat  vn.on  .covers  i  muiiituae  -^r  tttacKs. 
Aflvr:iinfr  t»ss  jcinaiv  •  .lase  :'eif]Gm  neant 
'nan  iiie  •  ^ei lorraance  '  f  '.;i3  nne  rrr.mi«» 
— nnv  'Liin^  nore  itter  *o  »iste  :~an  ••:e 
*mit  p.at  ^i.cwpti  i  icssom  3  •  *ir  "^ 
':>enoicl.  .  :ni  -  ..-res  ".at  :*  .ti3t  •  t  ••■? 
.rntrasi  rtr.     .v  '-'^.ler  •"'riWi*.      -^^  ?^e 

nv      -ir.i='      -^Sii,         ''      ..«  ?•       :■••- 

■"-"wxi.i      .  n  •   ■  .n  •    >      -.ititi  .'»>«--.  "^     ^ 

«»      ^»''     .*        -         * --^   -  -•-?*  ■»«■*»#• 

...1  •    .Ti        •*.  •  "^  ;«*     —  "^  *«*  "    ▼»«*.•«• 

nir      1  •#»   ■.  it-.r   .    .T-»^  »♦  «»"     •    •     -••  » 

•~  -.f      .    •■  t*-»-T  •     .-•  »  .«     •      ^*^      • 

rr'.'s'l-*  •.*•       •  «•  i*—      -        .        ••  -• 

»/1  »ir  ^    i  w  •'-•  4M»-  •  » 

-.  ir  •  ^-^   ••      "»    ♦r*'?  *•  '*    *  "•    >r«'«  •♦  *       •»   ^ - 
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repetitions  which  it  is  hardly  possible  to 
avoid.  The  conduct  of  the  Canadian 
Assembly  is  attacked  again — that  body 
is  condemned  by  my  noble  Friend  for 
an  abuse  of  their  privileges — by  the  noble 
Earl,  with  more  accuracy  of  expression 
for  a  breach  of  duty  in  refusing  supplies; 
it  4s  indeed  the  whole  defence  of  the 
measure  before  you.  Both  these  noble 
Lords  contend,  that  after  such  a  refusal 
in  Canada,  there  is  but  one  course  to  be 
taken  here — to  suspend  the  constitution 
altogether.  The  powers  you  gave  the 
colony  are  abused  ;  therefore  take  away 
the  constitution ;  not,  observe,  resume 
the  powers  that  have  been  abused,  but 
take  away  all  powers  together.  That  is 
the  argument,  neither  as  I  think  very  con- 
clusive, nor  even  quite  intelligible.  The 
noble  Earl  praised  the  proceedings  of  the 
Committee  that  sat  in  1828,  and  quoted 
the  Assembly's  words  in  order  to  prove 
that  the  colonists  were  then  satisfied  and 
grateful.  No  doubt  they  were,  because 
their  grievances  were  considered*  and  re- 
dress was  promised.  The  same  kindly 
feelings  continued  not  only  till  1831,  but 
after  that  year ;  they  were  even  increased 
by  the  great  measures  of  that  year,  which 
grave  them  the  control  of  the  supplies — 
the  power  of  the  purse.  What  were  those 
complaints  which  then  arose  against  them  ? 
They  had  been  told  that  whatever  griev- 
ances they  complained  of,  the  power  of 
refusing  supplies  gave  them  the  means 
of  obtaining  redress,  that  they  no  longer 
were  mocked  with  the  name  of  the  Eng- 
lish constitution,  but  had  the  reality  con- 
ferred upon  them,  with  all  its  rights.  The 
power  which  we  told  them  we  had  thus 
bestowed,  and  boasted  of  our  kindness 
in  bestowing,  the  short-sighted,  simple- 
minded  men,  proceeded  to  use,  as  if  they 
really  believed  they  had  gotten  it.  In- 
nocent individuals !  to  believe  what  you 
told  them,  and  act  upon  the  belief!  to 
believe  you  when  you  said  they  might 
give  their  money,  or  might  withhold  it, 
as  they  chose — and  they  chose  to  with- 
hold it !  to  fancy  that  you  meant  some- 
thing when  you  said  they  could  now 
stand  out  for  redress  if  they  had  any- 
thing to  complain  of,  and  then  to  stand 
out  in  the  very  way  you  had  said  they 
might !  You  gave  them  a  specific  power 
for  a  particular  purpose,  and  the  instant 
they  use  it  for  that  very  purpose,  you 
turn  round  upon  them]  and  say — *  Saw 
any  one  ever  the  like  of  this?      Were 


ever  men  so  unreasonable  ?  You  are  ab- 
solutely doing  what  you  were  told  you 
had  a  full  right  to  do  whenever  you 
pleased  ;  why,  you  are  exercising  the 
very  rights  the  constitution  gave  you  ; — 
you  are  using  the  privileges  we  bestow- 
ed, and  using  them  for  the  purpose  they 
were  meant  to  serve; — you  are  therefore 
abusing  them ;  you  are  acting  by  the  strict 
letter  of  your  new  constitution,  there- 
fore you  are  unworthy  of  it,  and  we  shall 
instantly  take  the  new  constitution  away, 
and  not  only  the  new  but  the  old,  which 
you  have  had  for  near  half  a  century.'* 
Such  is  the  mockery,  the  unbearable 
insult  which  you  have  put  upon  this 
people.  First,  you  boast  of  haying 
given  them  the  power  of  the  purse,  and 
then  the  first  time  they  use  it,  you  cry 
out  that  they  are  acting  illegally.  It 
turns  out  that  this  power  of  granting 
or  refusing  supplies  was  all  the  while 
never  intended  to  serve  any  other  pur- 
pose than  rounding  a  period  in  some 
conciliatory  royal  dispatch  from  Down- 
ing-street,  or  some  gracious  vice-regal 
speech  at  Quebec.  The  real  meaning 
of  the  whole  was  simply  this: — You 
shall  have  the  power  of  doing  as  you 
choose  about  supplies,  but  alwaya  upon 
this  condition,  that  you  shall  choose  to 
do  as  we  please.  You  have  the  option 
of  giving  or  refusing,  but  understand  dis- 
tinctly, that  if  you  exercise  it  in  any  way 
but  one,  you  forfeit  it,  and  with  it  all 
your  other  privileges. 

As  for  the  noble  Duke  (Wellington)  I 
can  far  more  easily  understand  his  course 
upon  the  present  occasion,  because  he 
singly  opposed  the  bill  of  1831,  and 
entered  his  protest  upon  our  journals. 
He  objected  altogether  to  giving  the 
power  over  supplies  which  that  bill  be- 
stowed. But  when  I  turn  to  my  noble 
Friends,  the  authors  of  that  bill,  they 
who  gave  that  power,  what  am  I  to 
think,  when  I  find  them  crying  out 
treason  the  instant  it  is  used  ?  Nay, 
I  find  them  not  merely  complaining  of 
its  use,  but  because  it  is  used,  they  take 
away,  not  only  the  power  itself,  but  the 
whole  constitution  given  by  Mr.  Pitt's 
Bill  of  1791,  or  rather  Lord  Grenville's 
— for  he  was  the  author  of  the  constitu- 
tion, and  substituting  in  its  stead  what 
they  themselves  allow  to  be  an  arbitrary 
and  tyrannical  form  of  government.  The 
crime  charged  upon  the  Canadians,  and 
for  which  they  are  to  be  punished  by  the 
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loss  of  their  free  constitution,  is  refusing 
supplies.  Instantly  the  resolutions  are 
passed.  The  noble  Earl  (Aberdeen)  con- 
fesses that  those  resolutions  are  calculated 
to  harass  and  vex  the  Canadians.  Then 
their  natural  consequences  follow :  the 
Canadians  are  irritated,  and  no  pre- 
caution whatever  is  taken  to  prevent 
them  from  revolting;  not  a  man  is 
sent;  not  an  order  issued  ;  not  an 
instruction  forwarded  ;  not  one  line 
written ;  not  one  word  spoken,  to  pre- 
vent what  is  freely  admitted  to  be  the 
natural  consequences  of  the  resolutions ! 
All  this  seems  sufficiently  marvellous ;  but 
this  is  not  all :  we  now  have  a  scene  dis- 
closed that  baifles  description  and  mocks 
belief — a  scene  which  I  defy  the  history 
of  all  civilized,  all  Christian  countries,  to 
match.  A  governor,  appointed  to  admi- 
nister the  law — to  exercise  the  authority 
of  the  State  for  the  protection  of  the  sub- 
ject— one  commissioned  to  distribute  jus- 
tice in  mercy — whose  office  it  is  above 
that  of  all  mankind  to  prevent  crimes — 
and  only  to  punish  them  when  it  exceeds 
his  power  to  prevent  their  being  com- 
mitted— he  who,  before  all,  because  above 
all,  is  bound  to  guard  against  offences 
the  people  committed  to  his  care — he  who 
first  and  foremost  is  planted  by  the  Sove- 
reign in  authority  to  keep  the  people  out 
of  doing  any  wrong,  that  the  law  may  not 
be  broken,  and  there  inay  be  no  evil- 
doers to  punish— ohe  it  is  that  we  now  see 
boasting  in  his  despatches,  wherein  he 
chronicles  his  exploits, — boasting  yet  more 
largely  in  the  speech  he  makes  from  the 
Throne  which  his  conduct  is  shaking,  to 
the  people  whom  he  is  misgoverning, — 
boasjing  that  he  refrained  from  checking 
the  machinations  he  knew  were  going  on  ; 
— that,  aware  of  the  preparations  making 
for  rebellion,  he  purposely  suffered  them 
to  proceed;  that,  informed  the  crime 
was  hatching,  he  wilfully  permitted  it  to 
be  brought  forth ; — that,  acquainted  with 
the  plans  laying  by  traitors,  with  the  dis- 
affection hourly  spreading,  with  the  matu- 
rity every  moment  approached  by  treason, 
with  the  seductions  practised  upon  the 
loyal  subject,  with  the  approach  each 
instant  made  by  the  plot  towards  its  final 
completion,  and  its  explosion  in  a  wide 
spread  revolt ; — he,  he  the  chief  magistrate 
and  guardian  of  the  peace  and  executor  of 
the  law,  yet  deemed  it  fitting  that  he 
should  HiiHer  all  to  go  uninterrupted,  un- 
molested ;  should  turn  a  deaf  ear  to  the 


demands  of  the  peaceable  and  the  loyal 
for  protection,  lest  any  such  interference 
should  stay  the  course  of  rebellion ;  nay, 
sent  away  the  troops,  for  the  express  pur- 
pose of  enticing  the  disaffected  to  pursue 
and  to  quicken  the  course  of  their  crimes ! 
Gracious  God  I  Do  I  live  in  a  civilised 
country  ?  Am  I  to  be  told  that  such  is 
the  conduct  of  a  parent  state  towards  her 
children  of  the  colonies?  Is  this  the  pro- 
tection which  we  extend  to  the  subjects 
over  whom  we  undertake  to  rule  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Atlantic?  Does  it  after 
all  turu  out  that  our  way  of  governing 
distant  provinces  is  to  witness  disaflPection, 
and  encourage  it  till  it  becomes  treason ; 
to  avoid  all  interference  which  may  stay 
its  progress  ;  to  remove  all  our  force,  lest 
it  might  peradventure  control  the  rebel- 
lious, while  it  comforted  and  protected  the 
loyal  ?  The  fact  was  known,  but  the  plan 
is  now  avowed;  and  the  fatal  result  is 
before  the  world.  Blood  has  been  shed ; 
but  not  on  one  side  only — the  blood  of  the 
disaffected  has  indeed  flowed ;  but  so  also 
has  the  blood  of  those  whom  our  wicked 
policy  had  suffered  traitors  to  seduce.  It 
was  not  until  that  horrid  catastrophe  had 
happened,  that  the  King's  peace  was 
allowed  to  be  restored.  I  am  filled  with 
unutterable  horror  and  dismay  at  this 
scene.  I  appeal  to  the  bench  of  Bishops. 
I  call  upon  them  that  they  lay  this  matter 
to  their  hearts,  and  reflect  upon  the  duty 
and  the  office  of  a  Christian  man.  Shall 
he  be  held  guiltless,  be  his  station  what 
it  may,  if  he  allows  sin  in  others  whom 
he  has  the  power  to  save  from  it,  much 
more  if  he  takes  measures  for  ensnaring 
his  brother  into  guilt,  that  he  may  fall, 
and  pay  the  penalty  of  his  transgression  ? 
How  much  more,  then,  if  he  be  a  ruler  of 
the  people,  set  over  them  to  keep  them 
right.  I  call  upon  the  reverend  judges  of 
the  land  to  frown  down  by  their  high 
authority  this  monstrous  iniquity.  Let 
them  tell  how  they  deal  with  the  men  who 
come  before  their  tribunals,  not  as  vin- 
dicators of  crime,  and  enforcers  of  the 
law — but  as  tempters  to  seduce  the  unwary, 
and  make  him  their  prey.  Let  them 
describe  to  us  those  feelings,  which  fill 
their  breasts,  when  the  very  scum  of  the 
earth's  scum  is  cast  up  before  the  judg- 
ment-seat,— that  indignation  which  agi- 
tates them,  and  seeks  its  vent  upon  the 
head  of  him  who  might  have  prevented 
the  law  from  being  broken,  but  prefers,  for 
some  sordid  purpose,  standing  by  to  see 
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the  offence  perpetrated,  and  then  drags 
his  victim  to  justice.  That  indignation 
they  must  now  transfer  to  this  place>  and 
pour  it  upon  the  supreme  ruler  cf  a  pro- 
vince, who  has  the  courage  to  boast  that 
such  has  been  his  conduct  towards  the 
people  committed  to  his  care;  vaunting 
of  such  misdeeds  to  the  Sovereign  who 
employed  him,  and  to  the  subjects  wliom 
he  misgoverned  in  the  trust  which  he 
betrayed.  It  is  well  for  him  to  speak 
with  regret  of  the  blood  thus  spilt — well 
to  lament  the  gallant  Colonel  Moody  thus 
foully  slaughtered,  and  who  would  never 
have  been  attacked,  had  the  troops  been 
left  at  their  post  whom  the  Governor 
made  it  his  boast  that  he  had  sent  away. 
Possibly  the  whole  may  be  the  after- 
thought of  a  vain  man,  which  he  never 
would  have  uttered  had  the  revolt  not 
been  put  down.  But,  assuredly,  if  the 
force  had  remained,  we  should  have  had 
to  rejoice  in  its  prevention  instead  of  its 
suppression  :  and  instead  of  lamenting 
bootlessly  the  loss  of  the  gallant  men  thus 
sacrificed,  he  might  have  had  the  better 
feeling  to  indulge  of  saving  their  lives  to 
their  country,  and  preserving,  instead  of 
restoring,  the  public  peace  which  he  was 
sent  to  maintain. 

The  same  Governor,  however,  has  not, 
as  I  find,  been  satisfied  with  a  civil  war ; 
he  must  needs  do  his  best  to  endanger  the 
peace  with  the  United  States.  He  has 
threatened  that  powerful  neighbour  with 
hostilities.  It  appears  that  the  neutrality 
of  the  American  territory  has  been  vio- 
lated, nor  could  such  an  event  excite 
surprise.  A  volunteer  force  must  always 
be  less  easy  to  control,  and  more  prone 
to  commit  excesses,  than  those  regularly 
disciplined  troops  ^ho  were  sent  away  at 
the  time  their  services  were  most  indis- 
pensable. The  noble  Duke  (Wellington) 
expressed  himself  satisfied  with  the  force 
in  the  Canadas,  upon  the  authority  of 
military  men  vvhose  opinions  he  had  taken. 
No  one  is  more  ready  than  I  am  to  be 
guided  by  such  authority — that  is  to  say, 
upon  all  military  questions.  If  we  are 
asked  whether  a  certain  number  of  troops 
be  sufficient  to  defend  a  post,  or  even  to 
put  down  a  revolt  which  has  actually 
broken  out,  to  the  opinion  of  military  men 
I  will  bow — not  so  where  the  question  is, 
what  force  should  be  kept  in  a  province  in 
order  to  prevent  all  revolt  from  taking 
place — that  is  a  question  of  civil  and  not 
military  polity.   Still  more  if  the  question 


be  whether  it  is  fitter  to  keep  down  all 
rebellion,  than  to  wait  till  it  rages,  and 
then  suppress  it — that  is  no  more  a  mili- 
tary question  than  any  of  those  matters 
which  daily  occupy  the  attention  of  Par- 
liament ;  no  more  than  a  Bill  relative  to 
police,  or  to  any  other  department  of  the 
civil  government  of  the  country.  The 
noble  Earl  (Aberdeen)  with  much  good 
sense,  referred  to  a  high  authority,  and 
cited  a  very  sound  opinion  upon  this 
grave  and  important  subject,  when  he 
repeated  the  valuable  saying  of  an  eminent 
man,  that  ''  a  far  less  force  might  be  re- 
quired to  put  down  a  revolt  than  to  pre. 
vent  one."  The  charge  I  now  make  runs 
through  the  whole  of  the  question  before 
us ;  and  one  more  serious  cannot  be 
brought  against  any,  Government.  The 
Ministers  are  accused,  and  as  yet  without 
offering  explanation  or  defence,  of  having 
occasioned  by  their  own  incapacity  and 
that  of  their  emissaries,  a  civil  war,  the 
effusion  of  innocent  blood,  and  the  seduc- 
tion of  loyal  subjects  from  their  allegiance. 
Upon  the  same  gross  neglect,  and  the 
necessity  of  employing  an  undisciplined 
and  insubordinate  rabble  is  also  charged 
the  rupture  with  America,  to  which  that 
neglect  led,  not  indirectly  and  as  a  remote 
consequence,  but  by  a  plain,  direct,  short 
rout,  which  might  all  along  have  been 
easily  seen  and  closed  up.  My  Lords,  I 
most  deeply  lament  any  occurrence  as 
most  disastrous  and  appalling,  which  can 
endanger  our  relations  of  peace  and  amity 
with  the  United  States.  But  I  would  not 
be  understood  as  thinking  that  this  most 
untoward  occurrence  will  lead  to  a  rup- 
ture, though  I  fear  it  will  exasperate 
men's  minds  and  embitter  the  feelings, 
already  not  too  kindly,  which  the  last 
American  war  left  behind  it.  I  know, 
however,  the  good  sense  which,  generally 
speaking,  prevails  among  the  people  of 
America — ^the  sound  policy  which,  for  the 
most  part,  guides  the  councils  of  its  Go- 
vernment. Long  may  that  policy  con- 
tinue ! — long  may  that  great  Union  last ! 
Its  endurance  is  of  paramount  importance 
to  the  peace  of  the  world-*to  the  best  in- 
terests of  humanity — to  the  general  im- 
provement of  mankind.  Nor  do  I  see 
how,  if  any  disaster  were  to  happen  which 
should  break  up  the  Union,  considering 
the  incurably  warlike  nature  of  man,  the 
peace  of  the  New  World  could  long  be 
maintained.  But  in  the  present  case, 
met,  as  I  have  no  doubt  these  wholesome 
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dispositions  towards  amity  will  be  by 
corresponding  sentiments  on  this  side  of 
the  Atlantic,  I  cherish  the  hope  that  after 
discussion,  and  explanation,  and  confer- 
ences, and  negotiations,  satisfaction  will 
be  yielded  where  outrage  has  been  offered, 
redress  will  not  be  withholden  where 
injury  has  been  done,  and  the  occasion 
of  quarrel  for  the  present  be  avoided. 
But  there  will  not  be  an  end  of  the  con- 
sequences that  must  inevitably  follow  from 
this  unhappy  affair.  The  public  mind 
will  be  seriously  and  generally  irritated ; 
the  disposition  to  interfere  with  us  in 
Canada  will  become  far  more  difficult  to 
repress;  and  a  Government,  at  all  times 
feeble  to  control  the  conduct  of  indivi- 
duals, will  become  wholly  impotent  against 
so  prevailing  a  spirit  of  hostility.  All 
these  mischiefs  I  charge  upon  the  same 
inexcusable,  inexplicable  neglect,  which 
has  left  Canada  bare  of  defence  against 
the  progress  of  discontent,  at  the  moment 
when  your  rash,  violent,  headlong  policy 
had  excited  the  universal  resentment  of 
your  American  subjects. 

But  your  own  faults  are,  with  unpa- 
ralleled injustice,  to  be  laid  to  the 
door  of  the  colonists  ;  because  you  have 
misgoverned  them,  and  alienated  their 
affections,  they  are  to  be  punished  by  the 
loss  of  their  free  constitution.  Now, 
grant  even  that  some  portion  of  them 
have  no  justification  and  no  excuse  for 
their  conduct — I  ask  you  how  you  defend 
the  policy  of  punishing  the  whole  commu- 
nity for  the  errors  or  the  offences  of  a  few  ? 
I  will  not  here  stop  to  solve  the  problem, 
what  proportion  of  a  people  must  sin  be- 
fore you  are  entitled  to  visit  the  whole 
with  penalty  and  coercion  ;  but  I  will 
ask  you  to  recollect  the  argument  used  a 
few  days  ago  by  the  Ministers,  when  I 
complained  of  no  troops  having  been 
sent  to  preserve  the  peace.  The  out- 
break was  then  represented  as  a  mere 
trifle ;  an  affray  in  which  but  few  of  the 
people,  but  a  handful  of  men,  had  taken 
any  part — it  was  confined  to  a  corner  of  the 
province— to  the  banks  of  the  Richelieu 
alone — while  all  the  rest  of  the  country 
was  peaceable,  loyal,  and  firm.  In  Upper 
Canada  not  a  soldier  was  wanted,  and  the 
Governor  had  sent  every  man  away,  re- 
turning to  the  inquiry,  how  many  he 
could  spare,  the  vapouring  answer,  "  all." 
— Even  in  Lower  Canada,  six  counties 
out  of  the  seven  were  in  a  slate  of  pro- 
found tranquillity,  and  but  a  few  parishes 
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in  the  seventh  had  shewn  any  signs  of 
disaffection  at  all ;  almosi  all  else  was 
loyalty,  devotion^  and  zeal.  Such  was 
the  ministerial  statement  last  week.— - 
Then  how  do  you  propose  to  reward  all 
this  loyal  devotion  and  patriotic  zeal  ?  By 
depriving,  not  the  criminal  and  seditious 
portion  of  the  people,  but  the  whole  com- 
munity of  their  rights; — by  punishing,  not 
the  one  county  where  the  peace  has  been 
broken,  but  the  other  six  also,  where  per- 
fect tranquillity  has  reigned  uninterrupted. 
And  you  intend  to  take  away,  not  only 
rights  that  have  been  abused,  not  only 
privileges  that  have  been  too  rigorously 
exercised,  but  all  the  rights  and  privileges 
together,  which'  for  near  half  a  century  the 
Canadians  have  enjoyed.  They  are  told 
that  for  the  trangressions  of  a  few,  the 
whole  liberties  of  the  people  are  at  an 
end ;  and  my  noble  Friend  himself,  a 
well-known  friend  of  liberty,  an  advocate 
of  popular  rights,  is  to  proceed  among 
them  in  the  character  of  Dictator,  to  en- 
force the  Act  for  establishing  among  them 
a  despotism  never  before  known  in  any 
part  of  the  British  dominions.  But  with- 
out stopping  to  inquire  longer  into  the 
justice  of  this  policy,  let  us  only  ask  whe« 
ther  or  not  it  is  consistent  with  our  con- 
duct towards  other  portions  of  the  people ; 
— whether  or  not  we  treat  all  parts  of  the 
empire  in  this  kind  of  way  ?  Is  it  the 
course  we  undeviatingly  pursue  every 
where,  through  good  report  and  through 
evil  report  ?  Suppose  we  had  to  deal 
with  a  province  situated  not  three  thou- 
sand miles  .off,  but  almost  within  sight  of 
our  own  shores ;  inhabited,  not  by  half  a 
million,  but  seven  or  eight  millions  of  peo- 
ple ;  not  unrepresented  in  Parliament,  but 
sending  over  above  a  hundred  zealous  and 
active  delegates  to  speuk  its  wishes  and 
look  after  its  interests ;  and  suppose  that 
of  these,  a  large  proportion,  say  not  less 
than  seventy,  were  the  sworn  allies,  the 
staunch  friends,  the  thick  and  thin  sup- 
porters, the  unhesitating,  unscrupulous 
voters  of  the  very  Administration  which 
has  been  forging  fetters  for  the  Cnnadians 
— the  remote,  unfriended,  unrepresented 
Canadians — how  would  the  same  Govern- 
ment have  treated  the  portion  of  the  em- 
pire now  called  Canada,  but  which  would 
then  have  borne  another  name  ?  Suppose 
the  leader  of  the  seventy  faithful  adher- 
ents, the  Mons.  Papineau  as  he  is  now 
termed,  the  zealou.<;  and  valuable  coafljutor 
of  the  Ministers,  should  take  up  the  queg«> 
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the  most  unaccountable.  I  question  if  so 
extraordinary  a  proceeding  altogether  lias 
ever  yet  been  witnessed,  as  the  publication 
of  this  paper.  The  Ministers  have  made 
public  in  January  the  orders  which  they 
intend  to  have  executed  next  May.  It  is 
one  of  the  great  difficulties  attending  an 
extended  empire,  that  the  orders  issued 
for  the  government  of  its  distant  provinces 
can  hardly  ever  be  executed  in  the  same 
circumstances  in  which  they  are  framed, 
because  a  considerable  time  must  needs 
elapse  between  their  being  dispatched  and 
enforced.  But  is  that  a  reason  for  unne- 
cessarily incurring  the  unavoidable  diffi- 
culty— by  sitting  down — did  mortal  man 
ever  before  dream  of  such  a  thing — by 
sitting  down  at  the  Colonial^ffice  in 
January  and  drawing  up  the  orders  in  all 
their  detail,  which  are  to  be  obeyed  by 
the  emissary  in  May  or  June — when  that 
emissary  is  not  to  leave  the  country  before 
the  month  of  April  ?  How  can  my  noble 
Friend  know  that  he  will  be  of  the  same 
mind  in  April,  when  Lord  Durham  is  to 
set  sail  on  his  hopeful  mission  of  conci- 
liatory coercion  ?  The  measure,  out  of 
which  these  resolutions  have  arisen,  has 
already  been  changed  three  or  four  times 
over  in  as  many  days,  if  report  speak  true. 
First  the  Ministers  wavered  a  little ;  then 
they  affected  to  have  made  up  their 
minds ;  and  having  done  so,  they  no  sooner 
declared  that  nothing  should  move  them 
from  their  fixed  purpose,  than  they  sud- 
denly departed  from  it  altogether,  and 
adopted  a  totally  different  course,  at  the 
dictation  of  the  Opposition  in  the  Com- 
mons. Hesitation,  uncertainty,  wavering, 
delay — mark  the  whole  course  of  their 
proceedings.  It  extends  to  the  noble 
person  who  is  to  execute  these  projects  in 
Canada.  My  noble  Friend  is  not  to  set 
out  on  his  progress  towards  the  spot  where 
disaffection  is  abroad,  and  insurrection  has 
broken  out,  until  the  weather  is  fine. 
While  every  week  is  of  incalculable  im- 
portance, April  is  the  time  coolly  appointed 
for  his  sailing,  and  it  may  be  later.  This 
extreme  deliberation  should  seem  to  indi- 
cate no  great  apprehension  that  the  colony 
is  in  such  a  state  as  affords  any  justifica- 
tion of  a  measure  like  the  one  propounded 
for  its  coercion.  The  noble  Earl  (Aber- 
deen) has  mistaken  what  1  formerly  said 
of  my  noble.  Friend's  powers.  I  never 
pronounced  it  as  a  clear  matter  that  he 
should,  at  all  events,  be  ordered  to  grant 
instantly  an  elective  council.     But  I  did 


maintain,  that  unless  he  goes  armed  with 
a  power  of  this  extent,  to  be  used  if  he 
shall  see  fit,  his  going  is  a  mockery  both 
of  himself  and  of  the  Canadians;  and 
that  neither  he  nor  this  country  can  reap 
honour  from  his  mission.  But  no  power 
of  this  kind,  or  indeed  of  any  kind,  is  to 
be  given  him.  These  instructions  are 
tVoni  the  beginning  to  the  end,  inquiry, 
and  nothing  else.  They  set  out  with 
stating,  that  it  may  probably  be  found 
necessary  to  adopt  some  legislative  mea- 
sures of  a  comprehensive  nature  for  effect- 
ing a  permanent  settlement  of  the  Cana- 
dian question — but  what  these  measures 
are  likely  to  be,  there  is  no  intimation 
given ;  indeed  the  plain  implication  is, 
that  they  have  not  yet  been  discovered ; 
and  the  instructions  proceed  to  describe 
how  the  information  is  to  be  procured  on 
which  they  may  be  framed.  The  com- 
mittee or  convention  is  to  be  formed,  and 
then  my  noble  Friend  is  to  bring  before 
it  various  subjects  on  which  he  is  to  ask 
for  their  opinion  and  advice.  The  first  is' 
the  matter  in  dispute  between  the  upper 
and  lower  provinces.  The  next  subject 
of  deliberation  it  is  said,  will  be  furnished 
by  the  Act  of  1791^  with  a  view  to  ex- 
amining how  its  defects  may  be  corrected. 
Then  follow  some  other  heads  of  inquiry 
in  their  order — the  mode  of  defraying  the 
expense  of  the  civil  Government,  the  state 
of  the  law  affecting  landed  property,  the 
establishment  of  a  court  for  trying  im-' 
peachments  and  appeals.  On  all  these 
several  subjects  the  new  governor  is  to 
inquire,  and  what  then  ?  To  determine- 
to  act — to  do  any  thing  that  had  not  been 
done  by  his  predecessors  ?  No  such  thing 
— but  to  report  to  the  Government  at 
home  exactly  as  they  did  before  him. 
Why,  have  they  not  had  reports  enough  ? 
Had  they  not  the  Committee  of  1828, 
with  its  ample  investigation  and  volumi* 
nous  reports  ?  Had  they  not  the  Com- 
mittee of  1834,  with  such  a  production  of 
papers  from  the  Colonial-office  as  never 
before  was  made  to  any  such  tribunal,  and 
a  report  in  proportion  full  to  overflowing  ? 
The  labours  of  these  two  Committees, 
sending  for  all  persons,  examining  all 
papers,  searching  into  all  records,  were 
not  deemed  sufficient  to  slake  our  bound* 
less  thirst  for  knowledge,  and  a  commis- 
sion was  dispatched  to  inquire  on  the 
spot.  They  hastened  thither,  and  inquired 
for  years,  examined  all  subjects,  differed 
upon  them  all,  recorded  their  disputationa 
12 
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hour.  The  Commons  might  refuse  sup- 
plies because  the  Governor  rejected  bills 
— each  party  would  for  awhile  stand  out 
against  the  other ;  in  the  end  a  middle 
coui-se  would  be  resorted  to,  each  party 
giving  up  a  little  and  gaining  the  rest ; 
and  the  supplies  of  the  mother  country 
administered  by  her  Parliament  would  be 
forthcoming,  whenever  the  sense  of  the 
Government  and  people  of  England  went 
along  with  the  Colonial  executive,  to  over- 
come any  very  unreasonable  and  pertina- 
cious resistance  of  the  House  respecting 
the  Colonial  people. — Unable  then  to  dis- 
cover the  least  danger  from  the  change  so 
much  desired  by  all  the  Canadians,  I 
deeply  lament  the  short-sighted  and  in- 
efficient policy  of  sending  out  a  new 
emissary  without  the  power  of  granting  it, 
or  even  of  entertaining  the  question;  and 
I  remain  decidedly  of  opinion,  that  whether 
we  regard  his  own  credit  and  honour,  or 
the  interests  of  the  country  and  the 
colony,  he  had  far  better  not  go  there  at 
all,  than  proceed  with  mutilated  powers 
upon  a  hopeless  errand. 

The  colonial  experience,  my  Lords,  of 
the  Spanish  monarchy,  fertile  as  it  is  in 
lessons  of  wisdom  upon  all  subjects,  is 
singularly  so  upon  a  question  of  this  kind. 
There  once  broke  out,  as  you  are  aware, 
a  revolt  so  formidable,  and  so  extensive, 
involving  the  whole  of  the  most  valuable 
of  the  settlements  of  Spain,  that  it  is  still 
known  at  the  distance  of  three  centuries 
as  the  great  rebellion.  1  allude,  of  course^ 
to  the  revolt  of  the  Pizarros  in  Peru,  com- 
pared with  which,  were  the  war  in  Canada 
to  rage  with  tenfold  fury,  it  would  be  a 
mere  nothing  for  danger  and  difficulty. 
The  events  of  that  famous  passage  have 
been  recorded  by  the  illustrious  historian, 
my  revered  kinsman,  in  that  spirit  of  deep 
reflection  for  which  he  was  renowned,  and 
with  a  charm  of  style  hardly  exceeded  by 
bis  celebrated  narrative  of  Columbus's 
voyage,  which  it  is  difficult  to  read  with  a 
dry  eye.  The  rebels  had  been  eminently 
successful  on  all  points;  the  revolt  had 
raged  for  above  a  year,  and  had  wrapt  all 
Peru  in  the  flames  of  civil  war.  At  the 
head  of  his  hardy  and  adventurous  veter- 
ans, Pizarro  had  met  the  Spanish  troops, 
and  overthrown  them  in  many  pitched 
battles.  The  Viceroy  had  himself  been 
defeated,  taken,  and  put  to  death;  the 
seat  of  Government  was  in  the  hands  of 
the  insurgents;  and  a  combined  system 
of  revolt  bad  been  universally  established 


to  the  extinction  of  all  lawful  authority. 
In  such  an  extremity,  the  EmperorCharles, 
a  prince  of  vast  experience,  of  practised 
wisdom  in  the  councils  both  of  peace  and 
war ;  a  ruler,  whose  vigour  never  suffered 
him  to  falter,  saw  that  there  remained  but 
one  course  to  pursue.  He  resolved  to 
send  out  a  person  with  ample  powers  of 
negotiation  and  of  command ;  and  his 
choice  fell  upon  Pedro  de  la  Gasca,  who 
had,  though  in  no  higher  station  than 
Councillor  of  the  Inquisition,  distinguished 
himself  by  his  ability  and  success  in  seve- 
ral delicate  negotiations.  He  was  re- 
commended to  the  office  by  an  enlarged 
capacity,  hardly  to  be  surpassed  —  an 
insinuating  address  —  manners  singularly 
courteous  to  all — a  temper  the  most  con- 
ciliatory and  bland — above  all,  a  rare  dis- 
interestedness and  self-denial  in  whatever 
concerned  himself,  and  a  singular  devo- 
tion to  his  public  duties.  Of  this  he  early 
gave  an  unequivocal  indication,  in  per- 
emptorily refusing  the  offer  of  higher  rank 
in  the  Churchy  which  the  Emperor  pressed 
upon  him  with  the  purpose  of  increasing 
his  weight  and  influence  in  the  arduous 
service  intrusted  to  his  hands,  "  But  (says 
the  historian)  while  he  discovered  such 
disinterested  moderation  in  all  that  re- 
lated personally  to  himself,  he  demanded 
his  official  powers  in  a  very  different  tone. 
He  insisted,  as  he  was  to  be  employed  in 
a  country  so  remote  from  the  seat  of  Go- 
vernment, where  he  could  not  have  re- 
course to  his  Sovereign  for  new  instruc- 
tions on  any  emergency,  and  as  the  whole 
success  of  his  negotiations  must  depend 
upon  the  confidence  which  the  people  with 
whom  he  had  to  treat  could  place  in  the 
extent  of  his  power,  that  he  ought  to  be 
invested  with  unlimited  authority;  that 
his  jurisdiction  roust  reach  to  all  persons, 
and  to  all  causes ;  that  he  must  be  em*- 
powered  to  pardon,  to  punish,  or  to  re- 
ward, as  circumstances  might  require ; 
that  in  case  of  resistance  from  the  mal- 
contents, be  might  be  authorised  to  reduce 
them  by  force  of  arms,  to  levy  troops  for 
that  purpose,  and  to  call  for  assistance 
from  the  Governments  of  all  the  Spanish 
settlements  in  America.''  Powers  like 
these  seemed  to  the  men  of  mere  prece- 
dent  in  the  colonial  office  of  Madrid^  im- 
possible to  be  granted  to  any  subject,  they 
were  the  inalienable  attributes  of  the  pre- 
rogative, according  to  these  official  autho- 
rities; "But  the  Emperor's  views,"  says 
the  bisloriao,  ^^  were  more  enlarged.    Ai 
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but  if  it  ever  would  have  been  just  and 
politic  to  yield  them,  be  you  well  assured 
that  oothing  has  happened  to  make  it  less 
wise,  and  less  right  now,  and  the  fame  of 
England  never  will  be  tarnished  by  doing 
her  duty.     Make  that  your  rule  and  your 
guide,  and  you  may  laugh  to  scorn  the 
empty  babblers  who  would  upbraid  you 
with  the  weakness  of  yielding  to  armed 
petitioners  ;  you  will  show  them  that  the 
concession  is  not  made  to  the  force  of 
arms,  but  to  the  irresistible  power  of  jus- 
tice and  of  right.     I  devoutly  pray  that 
the  end  of  all  may  be  contentment  and 
peace — that  contentment  and  that  peace 
without  which  outstretched  empire  is  but 
extended  weakness, — which,  if  you  shall 
not  restore,  all  your  victories  in  the  coun- 
cil, in  the  Legislature,  in  the  field,  will  be 
won   in   vain — which,  if  you  do  restore, 
you    may  defy  the   world   in  arms,   and 
despise  its  slanders  as  well  as  its  threats. 
Viscount  Melbourne  thanked  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  for  the  exhortation  and 
admonition  with  which  he  had  concluded 
his  speech.     He  could  only  say,  that  he 
entirely    adopted   the  tone,  he  perfectly 
concurred  in  the  spirit,  he  agreed  in  the 
justice  and  the  wisdom  of  that  admonition, 
and  he  was  quite  prepared  to  state,  that 
by   the    principles  which  the  noble   and 
learned  Lord  had  so  ably,  and  powerfully, 
and  eloquently  impressed  on  their  Lord- 
ships, her  Majesty's  Ministers,  in  the  diffi- 
cult course  in  which  they  were  engaged, 
would  be  entirely  guided.     For  the  part 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  speech 
recommending  harmony  and  conciliation, 
and  attention   to   the  dictates  of  justice 
tempered  with  mercy,  the  only  pure  and 
enlarged  policy,  he  was  extremely  obliged. 
Those  parts    of  the   noble   and   learned 
Lord's  speech  which  were  of  a  different 
nature,  which  were  so  severe  and  sarcastic 
in  their  tone,  their  Lordships  would  readily 
excuse  him  from  troubling  them  with  any 
lengthened  reply  to.     He  had  long  ex- 
pected the  outburst  of   the    noble   and 
learned  Lord.     He  all  along  knew  it  must 
come — that  the  spirit  of   bitterness,  the 
acerbity  of  feeling  which  took  its  birth  in 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  mind  in  the 
beginning  of  1833,  and  which  had  been 
gathering    strength    and  bitterness   from 
long  and  forcible  suppression,  must  break 
out  at  last.     This  was  nothing  more  than 
he  had  long  expected — than  was  natural 
— for  most  people  were  blind  in  respect  to 
themselves,  and  it  was  impossible  to  per- 


ceive in  their  own  case  that  which  was 
clear  and  manifest  to  all  the  rest  of  man- 
kind, and  which  was  approved  and  as- 
sented to  by  the  general  opinion  of  all  those 
whoconsidered  the  subject.  He  thanked  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  for  his  active  sup- 
port in  1835,  he  thanked  the  noble  and 
learned   Lord   for   his  absence   from  the 
House  in  183G,  for  his  less  active  support 
in  1837;  and  he  felt  no  irritation  at  the 
very  different  tone  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord's  regard  for  the  public  ser- 
vice, his  zeal   for  the  public  welfare,  his 
great  patriotism,   and  his  anxious  dtsire 
for  the  people's  well-being,  had  reluctantly 
compelled  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to 
adopt  in  the  present  Session.     The  topics 
which  had  been  introduced  in  the  present 
debate    were    much   the  same   as   those 
treated   of  on  a  former  occasion.     The 
charges  which  had  been  brought  against 
Government  were  n)uch  of  the  sanij  cha- 
racter as  those  urged  before.     The  princi- 
pal  of    these  charges  were  gieat  delay, 
vacillation,  and  fluctuation  of  opinion,  a 
deficiency  of  firmness,  and  the  not  acting 
on  a  welUconsidered  and  well-determined 
line  of  policy.     But  what  was  the  gist  of 
the  accusation  and  condemnation  of  Go- 
vernment— what  was  the  specific  error — 
what  was  the  step  which  ought  to  have 
been  taken  and  which  had  not  been  taken 
— what  was  the  evil  proved  to  have  arisen 
from    the  delay — what  was   the  measure 
which  ought  to  have  been  adopted,  and 
which  had  been  omitted  ?     The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  said,  the  object  of  the  Com- 
mission which   was  appointed  was  delay 
— that  no  further  information  was  required, 
that  the  information  attained  in  1828  wos 
sufficient.     He    did   not  concur  in    i\m 
view  of  the  subject ;  on  the  contrary,  the 
most  plausible  argument  against  the  pre- 
sent measure    seemed  to  be,   that   oven 
now  we  had  not  sufficient  information  on 
the  subject  of  the  colony.     Suppose  that 
Lord   Amherst  had  gone  out  with  his  in- 
structions   generally     of    a    conciliatory 
nature,  aiid  directed  to  stand  firm  by  the 
Legislative    Council,    what    would   have 
been  the  result?     The  Canadians  would 
still  have  insisted  on  an  Elective  Council ; 
every   one    knew   that   they  would  have 
insisted  on  this,  and  the  effect  would  only 
have  been  to  bring  on  at  an  earlier  period 
the  same  state  of  things  which  had   oc* 
curred    now.     There   was   no   rea<onal>le 
supposition   that  the  House  of  Assembly 
would  ever  have  voted  the  supplies  with- 
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out  not  merely  an   Elective  Council,  the 
responsibility  which  they  demanded  of  the 
Governor  to  themselves.     He  (Viscount 
Melbourne)  would  not  now  enter  into  any 
discussion  on  the  question  of  an  Elective 
Council ;  he  did  not  know  whether  or  not 
some  mode  of  election  might  not  be  de- 
vised compatible   with  the  monarchy  of 
this  country ;  but  of  this  he  was  sure,  that 
the  responsibility  of  the  Governor  to  the 
Assembly   amounted  to  independence  at 
once,  and  this  demand  was  unquestion- 
ably made  by  the  House  of  Assembly  to 
be  refused  them  only  on   peril  of  their 
putting  into  direct  use  the  means  which 
Parliament    had  placed  in   their  hands. 
These  things  must  be  judged  by  the  man- 
ner in  which  they  were  employed.     The 
noble  and    learned   Lord  had   described 
Parliament  as  having  given  the  Canadians 
the  power  of  refusing  the  supplies  only  in 
the  intention  that  they  should  not  exercise 
it,  for  that  the  moment  they  did  exercise 
it,  it  was  taken  away  ,  and  their  constitu- 
tion suspended.     But  this  was  a  question 
of  manner  and  degree.     If  the  House  of 
Assembly  made  use  of  this  power  for  the 
purpose  of  stopping  the  whole  course  of 
government,  of  shutting  up  the  courts  of 
law,   it  became  evident  that  steps  must  be 
taken  to  restore  Government  to  a  situation 
in  which  it  could  work.    When  there  were 
three  estates  in  the  constitution,  and  one 
of  these  pushed  its  power  to  an  extremity, 
either   the  other  two   must  yield  to  the 
third,  or  some  change  and  alteration  must 
take   place    in    the  distribution  of  their 
respective  powers.     The  demand  of  the 
House   of  Assembly  involved  a  decided 
change  in  the  whole  form  of  the  constitu- 
tion, and  because  it  had  not  been  acceded 
to  they  had  stopped  the  whole  course  of 
government.    What  then  remained  for  the 
supreme  Government  to  do  except  to  make 
a  great  change  in  the  state  of  things,  or 
at   least   to  suspend  the  constitution,  in 
order  to  see  what  changes  might   advan- 
tageously be  made  ?   The  constitution  had 
practically  been  suspended  by  the  Cana- 
dians themselves.  The  Legislative  Council 
refused  the  Bills  sent  up  by  the  House  of 
A.'isembly;  the  House  of  Assembly  refused 
supplies;  the  heart  and  brain  had  ceased 
to  act  together ;  it  was  impossible  that 
things  could  go  on  in  such  a  state,  and 
the  best  step  to  be  taken  appeared  to  be 
that  of  suspending  for  a  short  time  the 
constitution  of  1791,  and  giving  the  pro- 
posed powers  to  the  Nobleman  who  had 


been  selected  by  Ministers  to  proceed  to 
Canada;    a    Nobleman  of  great   abilitv. 
though,  as  it  might  seem,  hardly   equ^i 
to  the  eminent  ecclesiastic  of  whom  tfie 
noble  and  learned  Lord  bad  read  tbeot  sc' 
eulogistic    an  account — an  account,   in- 
deed,   which   the    lively    historian    mzct 
appear  somewhat  like  a  romance.      [Lord 
Brougham:    Dr.  Robertson  was    a    raor. 
accurate  historian.]     The  next  matter  x^i 
which  the  noble  and  learned   Lord  hac 
adverted,  was  the  delay  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  nomination  of  the  new  L^rs- 
lative  and  Executive  Councils.     He  cer- 
tainly must  confess  that  he   wished  the 
nomination  had  taken   place   before  the 
last  week    in  December,  but   there  had 
been  great  difficulty  experienced  in  refer- 
ence   to  the  selection  of  members;    and 
there  were  other  circumstances,  whicl),  ia 
the  present  state  of  affairs  in  the  colony, 
it  might   be   improper    to    particularize, 
which,  to  a  certain  degree,  accoaoted  kt 
the  delay;  but  there  was  nothing  in  these 
circumstances  to  justify  in  the  Assembly 
the  violent,  obstinate  conduct  tbey  hsid 
pursued.     With  respect  to  the  resdiitioos, 
he  believed  they  had  passed  their  Lord- 
ships' House  with  as  much  rapidity  as 
possible.      There  were  many  matters  of 
great   importance,  and  very  exciting  in 
their  nature,  in  agitation  at  the  time.    M 
to  the  other  House,  it  was  well  knovo 
that,  in  the  present  times,  hon.  Meroben 
were  not  very  willing  to  bate  an  inch  of 
their  right  of  precedence,  to  give  way  with 
any    motion,    every    one    appearing   as 
anxious  to  deliver  himself  of  his  speech 
as  if  it  were  a  matter  of  life  and  death  to 
his  constituents ;  and,  consequently,  the 
march  of  public  business  was  not  quite  so 
regular  or  smooth   for    the   Government 
there  as  in  former  times,  when  there  was 
nut  so  much  emulation  or  strong  feeling 
among  the  Members  of  that  House  as  at 
present.     But  he  believed  that,  consist- 
ently with  the  state  of  public  business, 
those  resolutions  proceeded  with  as  much 
expedition  as  possible.     The  idea  which 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  seemed 
to  express,  that  it  would  be  more  consti- 
tutional to  pay  the  money  in  this  country 
than  to  take  it  out  of  the  chest  of  the 
Canadians,  was  in  no  degree  adopted  by 
the  Canadians,  or  those  who  were  best 
informed  on    Canadian   affairs,  who   all 
considered  such  a  course  as  much  super- 
seding the   House   of  Assembly   as  the 
other  course,  as  equally  iacoosisteot  with 
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the  form  and  spirit  and  right  working  of  a 
free  constitution.       As  to  the  forces  in 
Canada,  the  real  fact    was,  the    troops 
there   had  not  been  reinforced,   because 
Oovernment  believed  from  the  representa- 
tions which  had  been  made,  both  from  the 
civil   and  military  authorities  there,  and 
from   other  quarters,  that  there  was    no 
danger  of  an  outbreak  during  the  winter. 
This  had  turned  out  to  be  not  the  case — 
to  be  an  error  in  judgment ;  and  certainly. 


after  what  had   taken   place,  he  greatly    scription  which  could  not  be  applied  to  that 


wished  that  additional  troops  had  been 
early  sent  out,  though  he  did  not  believe 
that  even  this  would  have  prevented  the 
outbreak,  for  it  was  unpremeditated.  He  ap- 
prehended the  state  of  the  case  to  be  this : 
— As  far  as  could  be  collected  from  what 
was  known  on  the  subject,  the  information 
on  which  was  by  no  means  even  yet  com- 
plete, Mr.  Papineau,  finding  himself  play- 
ing a  difficult  and  dangerous  game,  said 
to  the  people,  *'  Do  not  resist  now,  but  be 
prepared  for  resistance;  arm  yourselves, 
and  be  ready  to  assemble  together  at  one 


had  been  adverted  to,  they  had  been 
guided  by  that  spirit  which  had  breathed 
throughout  the  speech  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord.  They  were  anxious  that 
there  should  stand  as  the  basis  of  the 
measure  a  distinct  statement  that  though 
they  were  establishing  an  arbitrary  power 
in  Canada — an  arbitrary  power,  let  it  be 
observed,  not  a  despotism,  for  what  he 
(Viscount  Melbourne)  understood  by 
despotism  was  irresponsible  power,  a  de- 


with  which  Lord  Durham  was  intrusted 
—  they  were  anxious,  he  would  repeat,  to 
state  in  the  front  and  face  of  the  measure, 
to  the  people  of  Canada,  of  England,  to 
the  whole  world,  that  what  they  were 
doing  was  only  for  a  temporary  purpose ; 
to  exhibit  their  anxiety  to  return  to  con- 
stitutional forms  of  government  at  the 
earliest  possible  period ;  and  though  he 
believed  it  to  be  unusual  to  refer  to  in- 
structions given  by  the  Crown  in  the 
preamble  to  an  Act  of  Parliament,  yet  it 
had  been  considered  how  great  was  the 


point  when  I  call  upon  you,  but  do  not    magnitude  of  the  occasion,  and  the  neces- 


rise   till   you  are  desired/'      Now,  this 
would  not  do :  it  would  not  do  to  tell 
people  to  arm  themselves,  to  prepare  for 
resistance,   to   inflame  their  minds  with 
representations  of  their  wrongs  and  inju- 
ries, and,  at  the  same  time,  suppose  that 
they  were  to  be  held  in   like  greyhounds 
in  a  leash,  to  be  let  out  only  at  pleasure. 
So  it  happened,  that  when   the  organiza- 
tion of  the  disaffected  was  discovered,  and 
persons  were  apprehended,  resistance  and 
the  outbreak  followed  ;  and  whatever  had 
been  the  number  of  troops  in  the  province 
at  the  time,  he  fully  believed   that  the 
outbreak  would  still  have  taken  place.     It 
was,  however,  impossible  to  deny  that  if 
there  had  been  more  troops  there.  Sir  J. 


Colborne  would  not  have  been  justified  in 
draughting  off  the  troops  from  the  upper 
province.  But  Government  proceeded  on 
the  opinion  that  there  would  be  no  insur- 
rection in  the  winter.  Some  observations 
had  been  made  in  reference  to  the  change 
which  had  elsewhere  been  made  in  the 
preamble  of  the  Bill.  He  was  well  aware 
that  the  course  which  had  been  pursued 
in  framing  that  preamble  was  novel,  with- 
out precedent;  but  the  circumstance  of 
its  being  without  precedent  by  no  means 
necessarily  proved  it  to  have  been  erro- 
neous ;  to  show  this,  it  must  be  proved  to 
have  been  absurd  and  unwise.  In  framing 
that  preamble^  and  the  iostructioos  which 


sity  there  was  of  giving  this  public  notice, 
to  show  the  full  concurrence  between  the 
legislative  and  executive  powers  on  the 
subject,  and  to  prove  the  manner  for  which 
the  one  was  disposed  to  combine  and  co- 
operate with  the  other.  The  noble  and 
learbed  Lord  had  made  some  very  severe 
observations  on  the  dispatches  from  Upper 
Canada  of  Sir  Francis  Head,  and  unques- 
tionably these  might  be  considered  as  not 
altogether  free  from  a  certain  over-chival- 
rous tone,  not  altogether  unmixed  with  im- 
prudence, and  as  exhibitiug  a  mode  of 
proceeding  somewhat  hazardous  in  its  cha- 
racter ;  for  it  appeared  from  Sir  Francis 
Head's  own  statement  that  it  was  only 
owing  to  accident,  and  to  a  little  hesitation 


and  want  of  resolution  on  the  part  of  those 
by  whom  he  was  assailed,  that  he  had  not 
suffered  very  severely  from  his  over-confi- 
dence. He  quite  agreed  with  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  that  if  they  were  to 
judge  entirely  from  the  expressions  used 
by  Sir  F.  Head  himself,  it  could  hardly  be 
denied  that  that  officer  would  appear  to 
have  given  encouragement  to  those  crimes 
which  it  was  stated  might,  by  a  different 
line  of  proceeding,  have  been  prevented. 
But  it  must  be  considered  that  these 
expressions  were  cast  in  the  epigrammatic 
pointed  style  which  Sir  F.  Head  was 
known  to  admire,  and  which  might  lead 

persons  to  see  in  them  a  wider  statement 
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of  what  had  been  done,  and  what  danj^ers 
had  been  incurred,  than  was  meant  to  be 
conveyed.      In  considering  the  question 
of  the  propriety  of  delay  in  interfering;  in 
what  was  going  on,  it  must  be  remembered 
that  in  the  present  times  a  preventive  or 
precautionary  policy  was  not  very  popular ; 
that  a  man  ran  great  risks  in  pursuing  it ; 
that  until  an  insurrection  actually  broke 
out    there  were  very  few   persons    who 
would  admit  that  there  was  an  intention 
that  it  should  break  out.     Had  such  strong 
measures  been   taken   as  to  prevent  the 
outbreak,  and  the  parties  in  question  had 
not  actually  joined    themselves   to    the 
insurgents,  it  would  have  been  asserted  on 
all  sides   that  there  never  had  been  the 
slightest   intention   of  insurrection  ;  that 
nothing  had  ever  been  proposed  to  be  done 
but  by   the  most   constitutional  means ; 
and^    therefore,    though   undoubtedly  he 
could  not  praise  the  prudence  of  Sir  F. 
Head's  conduct,  on  his  own  showing,  yet 
in  all  probability,  if  that  officer  had  in- 
terfered too  early,  he  would  have  run  the 
risk  of  a  charge  of  having  interfered  with- 
out   any    reason    whatever.      He    must 
certainly  admit  also  that  the  events  which 
bad  taken  place  in  Upper  Canada,  on  the 
frontier,  were  full  of  that  evil  and  misfor- 
tune which   had  been  so  eloquently  and 
ably  stated  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 
There  was,  however,  not  an  insurrection 
of  the  Upper   Canadians,  but  in  fact  an 
invasion  on  the  part  of  certain  wild  and 
lawless  inhabitants  of  the  United  States 
of  North  America.     The  persons  who  had 
occupied  Navy  Island  were  mostly  North 
Americans,  and  the  person  who  described 
himself  as  their  general  was  a  native-born 
American.     It  was,   under  such  circum- 
stances, highly  satisfactory  to  him  to  have 
it  in   his  power  to  state   that   all   these 
proceedings  were  entirely  disapproved  of 
and  discountenanced  by  the  Government 
of  the  United  States ;  that  our  minister  at 
Washington     had     received     the     most 
complete  disclaimer  of  these  proceedings 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  there,  and 
the  most  satisfactory  assurances  that  all 
the  powers  of  the  central   Government 
would  be  exerted  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
an  end  to  the  insurrection,  and  preserving 
the  neutrality  of  the  United  States  in  a 
contest    which    they    deeply    lamented. 
Further,  a  message  had  been  sent  to  Con- 
gress for  additional  powers  for  this  purpose, 
and  a  proclamation  had  been  made  by  the 
President  exhorting  the  citizens  of  the 


United  States  to  abstain  from  interfering 
in  the  contest.  Though  he  looked  with  as 
much  anxiety  as  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  to  this  subject,  yet  that  anxiety  and 
solicitude  were  much  diminished  by  these 
assurances  of  good  faith,  prudence,  and 
wisdom  on  the  part  of  the  North  American 
Government.  Notwithstanding  the  se- 
verity of  the.  noble  Earl  opposite,  and  the 
bitterness,  the  acerbity,  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  his  right  hand,  yet  to 
him  it  was  a  great  matter  of  consolation 
that  on  the  bill  before  their  Lordships 
there  was  no  difference  of  opinion.  He 
could  assure  their  Lordships  that  so  far  as 
the  Government  of  this  country  was  con- 
cerned, and  as  far  as  the  noble  Earl  en- 
trusted with  the  execution  of  the  measure 
was  concerned,  there  was  the  utmost 
anxiety  to  heal  the  wounds  now  open,  to 
produce  a  return  of  good  feeling  and 
affection  between  this  country  and  Canada, 
and  to  do  every  thing  to  promote  the 
happiness  and  prosperity  of  that  province. 
Lord  Brougham:  I  purposely  abstain 
on  this  occasion  from  going  further  into 
the  personal  remarks  of  the  noble  Viscount, 
because  I  will  not  thus  interrupt  the  dis- 
cussion of  a  great  public  question.  But, 
when  he  compares  and  contrasts  my  con- 
duct towards  the  Government  this  Session 
with  that  which  I  formerly  held,  he  utterly 
and  notoriously  forgets  the  whole  of  the 
facts.  Has  he  forgotten,  can  he  have  for- 
gotten, that  last  May  1  both  urged  the 
same  charges  and  recorded  them  on  your 
journals  ?  I  even  pursued  the  self-same 
course  of  argument  which  has,  I  observe, 
to-night  given  him  so  great  offence.  He 
speaks  of  "  acerbity.''  A  person  supposed 
to  have  used  bitter  remarks  is,  perhaps, 
not  a  judge  of  the  comparative  ''  acerbity  ** 
of  his  different  observations,  nor  is  that 
person,  possibly,  against  whom  ihey  have 
been  employed.  But,  I  venture  to  say^ 
that,  of  all  I  said  this  night,  the  portion 
which  he  felt  the  most  bitter,  and  to  which, 
be  it  observed  in  passing,  he  made  not  the 
least  allusion,  was  my  comparison  of  his 
conduct  towards  unrepresented  Canada 
and  well-represented  Ireland.  Well>  last 
May  I  drew  the  very  same  comparison,  and 
nearly  in  the  same  terms,  made  the  same 
quotations  from  the  Ministerial  speeches 
in  the  Commons,  and  recorded  the  sub- 
stance of  the  comparison  in  my  protest. 
My  Lords,  I  indignantly  and  peremptorily 
deny  that  the  motive  or  principle  of  my 
conduct  is  changed.     But  1  know  that 
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the  changed  conduct  of  others  has  com- 
pelled me  to  oppose  them,  in  order  that  I 
may  not  change  my  own  principles.  Do 
the  Ministers  desire  to  know  what  will 
restore  me  to  their  support,  and  make  me 
once  more  fight  zealously  in  their  ranks, 
as  I  once  fought  with  them  against  the 
majority  of  your  Lordships  ?  I  will  tell 
them  at  once.  Let  them  retract  their  de- 
claration against  reform,  delivered  the  first 
night  of  this  Session,  and  their  second 
declaration,  by  which  (to  use  the  noble 
Viscount's  phrase)  they  exacerbated  the 
first;  or  let  them,  without  any  retraction, 
only  bring  forward  liberal  and  constitu- 
tional measures,  they  will  have  no  more 
zealous  supporter  than  myself.  But,  in 
the  mean  time,  I  now  hurl  my  defiance  at 
his  head — I  repeat  it — I  hurl  at  his  head 
this  defiance,  I  defy  him  to  point  out  any, 
the  slightest,  indication  of  any  one  part  of 
my  public  conduct  having,  even  for  one 
instant,  been  affected,  in  any  manner  of 
way,  by  feelings  of  a  private  and  personal 
nature,  or  been  regulated  by  any  one  con- 
sideration except  the  sense  of  what  I  owe 
to  my  own  principles,  and  to  the  interests 
of  the  country. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  that  he 
wished  to  avoid,  as  far  as  possible,  any 
reference  to  what  had  passed  theretofore ; 
and  he  would  only  refer  to  that  part  of  his 
noble  Friend's  speech,  in  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  referred  to  the  mission  of  Lord 
Amherst.  He  concurred  with  his  nuble 
Friend  in  thinking  that  if  Lord  Amherst's 
mission  bad  been  allowed  to  go  on,  or  if  a 
similar  mission  had  been  sent  out  under 
the  auspices  of  another  person  or  under 
another  Government,  to  carry  into  execu- 
tion measures  in  1835  which  were  only 
inquired  into  in  1835  and  1836,  and  which 
were  not  ready  to  be  carried  into  execution 
until  1837,  that  there  was  at  least  a  chance 
that  these  measures  would  have  had  some 
success  in  preventing  what  had  happened. 
The  noble  Viscount  had  stated  that  the 
election  of  a  legislative  council,  and  the 
election  of  an  executive  council  would  still 
have  been  insisted  on ;  and  he  (the  Duke 
of  Wellington)  admitted  that  if  this  had 
been  insisted  on  by  the  legislative  assembly 
of  Canada,  it  must  have  been  resisted  by 
this  coun  ry ;  but  at  all  events  there  was 
a  chance,  and  he  must  say  (and  in  this  he 
concurred  with  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  and  the  noble  Lord  who  had  be^an 
the  debate)  that  the  inquiry  of  the  last 
commissioners,    considering    what    had 


passed  before,  was,  to  say  the  least  of  it, 
utterly  useless.  The  present  measure  was 
applicable  only  to  Lower  Canada,  and  he 
must  observe,  on  what  had  been  stated  by 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  in  respect  of 
the  necessity  of  defining  the  degree  to 
which  such  a  province  as  Upper  or  Lower 
Canada  might  offend,  before  such  a  mea- 
sure should  be  insisted  on,  that  there  was 
a  clear  distinction  to  be  drawn  between 
Upper  and  Lower  Canada.  It  was  true 
that  rebellion  had  occurred  in  each  ;  but 
it  must  be  observed  that  Upper  Canada 
had  not  refused  to  provide  the  means  of  ad- 
ministering the  civil  Government;  had  not 
refused  to  supply  the  means  of  ad  minister- 
ing justice;  had  not  insisted  on  a  revolu- 
tion of  Government,  and  on  rendering  the 
legislative  council  elective;  and  Upper 
Canada  had  refused  the  supplies  to  her 
Majesty  on  the  score  of  those  very  mea^ 
sures ;  at  the  same  time  he  must  observe, 
that  those  measures  had  not  been  thought 
of  by  the  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada  until 
after  the  act  of  1831  had  placed  the  money 
at  their  disposal ;  they  had  not  thought  of 
elective  legislative  council  or  of  an  elective 
executive  council  until  the  measure  had 
passed  which  left  the  money  at  their  dis- 
posal, and  then  they  came  and  made  their 
demands,  and  told  us,  that  unless  we 
destroy  that  constitution  under  which  we 
claim  to  hold  those  provinces — viz.,  the 
act  of  1791 — that  unless  we  repeal  a  great 
portion  of  that  act,  and  give  them  posses- 
sion, not  only  of  the  money,  but  also  of 
the  possession  of  the  government,  by  means 
of  an  elective  executive  council^  then  they 
would  not  give  us  the  means  of  adminis- 
tering the  civil  Government,  and  of  ad- 
ministering justice  to  our  subjects  in 
Canada.  The  conduct  of  the  House  of 
Assembly  in  Lower  Canada  made  a  great 
distinction  between  Upper  and  Lower 
Canada ;  but  this  was  not  all.  A  great 
number  of  the  Members  of  the  Legislative 
Assembly,  and  even  some  of  the  Legisla- 
tive Council  of  Lower  Canada  were  con- 
cerned in  this  rebellion ;  some  of  them 
were  leaders,  and  some  had  been  killed, 
others  had  been  made  prisoners,  and  others 
had  escaped  to  the  United  States,  and 
now  stood  proclaimed  as  rebels  and  trai- 
tors, having  fled  from  justice,  and  this 
made  another  distinction  between  Upper 
and  Lower  Canada.  There  might  be  one 
or  two  traitors  in  Upper  Canada,  but  for 
every  one  in  Upper  Canada  there  were  at 
least  thirty,  forty,  or  fifty  such  in  Lower 
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Canada.  Under  these  circumstances,  there 
was  a  strong  distinction  between  the  two 
provinces;  and  therefore^  in  his  opinion, 
this  bill  had  not  properly  been  made  ap- 
plicable only  to  Lower  Canada  and  not  to 
Upper  Canada.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  adverted  to  the  complaints  made 
of  the  conduct  of  the  Assembly  of  Lower 
Canada,  in  usin^  their  privilege  (and 
to  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
adverted  in  very  strong  terms),  the  privilege 
of  refusing  the  supplies.  The  noble  Lord 
had  said  we  told  them  that  they  had  the 
money  at  their  disposal,  and  consequently 
the  privilege  of  refusing  the  supplies,  and 
then  we,  at  the  very  first  moment  of  their 
exercising  that  privilege,  turned  round  and 
say  they  must  forfeit  their  constitution.  He 
should  be  one  of  the  last  to  defend  the 
arguments  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  ; 
but  against  the  act  of  1831,  which  had 
given  the  House  of  Assembly,  possession 
of  all  the  revenue  of  (he  country  he 
had  protested.  From  every  thing  that 
had  since  taken  place,  he  felt  satisfied  of 
the  propriety  of  the  course  he  had  then 
taken.  He  must,  however,  do  his  noble 
Friend  who  brought  in  that  act  the  justice 
to  say  that  he  believed,  from  what  had 
taken  place,  that  his  noble  Friend  had 
every  reason  to  believe,  at  the  time  of  in- 
troducing and  passing  that  act,  from  what 
had  been  told  him  by  the  persons  who 
negociated  the  matter  in  1831,  that  if  that 
measure  passed  they  would  take  steps  to 
ensure  the  granting  such  a  civil  list  as 
would  be  an  ample  compensation  for  the 
money  surrendered,  and  that  provision 
should  be  made  for  the  civil  government  of 
the  province  and  for  the  administration  of 
justice.  With  this  condition  they  never- 
theless at  last  turn  round  and  call  upon 
us  to  destroy  the  constitution  which  had 
been  given  in  1791,  and  say  that  we  had 
forfeited  all  claim  to  payment  of  a  civil 
Government,  and  of  the  administration  of 
justice  in  the  province.  There  was  a  clear 
distinction  between  Upper  and  Lower 
Canada^  and  he  thought  there  was  no 
ground  whatever  for  any  definition  (which 
bad  been'^maintained  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord)  of  the  amount  of  offence  of 
any  provision  before  they  should  lose  their 
constitution.  It  was  quite  clear  that  it 
was  absolutely  impossible  to  call  together 
the  Assembly  of  Legislature  of  Lower 
Canada  to  carry  into  execution  any  mea- 
sures which  it  might  be  expedient  hereafter 
for  the  Government  to  propose  with  respect 


to  that  province.     In  order  to  carry  iRt<» 
execution  the  provisions  of  the  present  bill, 
and  in  order  that  an  investigation  might  be 
instituted  with    regard   to  the    measares 
which  it  might  be  necessary  to  adopt,  ss 
the  basis  of  the   future   Government  of 
Canada,   her    Majesty's     Ministers    had 
selected  a  nobleman,  who  was  to  proceed 
to  that  country  with  certain  instructfons. 
Their  Lordships  had  before  them  a  paper 
containing  those  instructions,  and,  Ihough 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  advert  to  them 
at  any  length,  yet  he  must  be  permitted 
shortly  to  notice  the   principle  on    which 
they   were  founded.     As  he  had    before 
stated,    the   bill  exclusively  referred    to 
Lower     Canada ;     but    the    instructions 
affected  the    Government,    not    only  or* 
Lower  Canada,  but  of  Upper  Canada  also. 
In  respect  to  Lower  Canada,  the  governor- 
general  was  directed  to  summon,  for  the 
purpose  of  advising  on  measures    for  the 
government  of  the  lower  province,  not  the 
legislative  council  of  that  province,  but 
certain  persons  from  the  upper  province, 
some  of  whom  were  to  be  selected  from 
the  Legislative  Assembly  of  Upper  Canada. 
But  this  was  not  all.     It  was  also  proposed, 
for  the  purpose  of  forming  a  new  constitu- 
tion for  Lower  Canada,  that  there  should 
be   not  only  this    detachment  from   the 
legislature  of  Upper   Canada,  but  also  a 
body  consisting  of  ten  persons  elected  by 
five  districts  in  Lower  Canada,  who  were 
to  act  with  the  governor,  both  as  a  council 
of  advice,  and  as  an  executive  council.^ 
So,  then,  it  appeared  that  the  English  Go- 
vernment had  been  disputing  rightly  and 
justly,  in  his  opinion,  on  the  claim  made 
by  the    House  of    Assembly  of    Lower 
Canada  for  an  elective  Legislative  Coun- 
cil ;  and,  after  all,  the  new  Governor  was 
to  go  out  with   instructions  to    form  a 
council  of  persons  elected  in  part  by  the 
Assembly  of  Upper  Canada,  which  as  re- 
garded the  lower  province,  was,  to  all  in- 
tents and  purposes,  a  foreign  nation — in 
part  by  five  districts  in  Lower  Canada, 
and  in  part  by  the  Governor.     He  cer- 
tainly thought  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
was   justified    in -.not    including   Upper 
Canada  in  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  but 
he  should  like  to  know  what  that  pro- 
vince had  done  to  induce  the  noble  Lord 
to  deprive  the  legislature  of  Upper  Canada 
of  their  power  to  legislate  on  the  subject 
referred   to   in   the   instructions.       Why 
was  not  the  legislature  of  Upper  Canada 
to  be  allowed  to  express  an  opinion  on 
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the  grievances  afTecting  that  province? 
Was  all  that  to  be  settled  by  the  new 
council  of  advice?  On  several  subjects 
touching  the  two  provinces,  all  was  to  be 
done  by  this  convention  to  be  framed  by 
tlie  Governor.  Suppose  that  the  Legis- 
lature of  Upper  Canada  said,  that  they 
would  not  elect  these  thirteen  persons  to 
meet  and  hold  consultations  with  the  Go- 
vernor, but  that  the  subjects  should  be 
taken  into  consideration  by  the  legislature 
of  that  province  itself.  He  would  advise 
that,  if  the  constitution  of  Lower  Canada 
was  restored,  that  they  should  let  the 
House  of  Assembly  take  these  subjects 
into  its  consideration  again,  while,  in  the 
mean  time,  the  matter  could  be  considered 
by  the  Legislature  of  Upper  Canada.  He 
would  ratber  let  the  Governor-general,  to 
be  sent  out  to  Canada,  call  together  cer- 
tain persons  to  consult  and  advise  with 
him  as  to  the  future  government  of  that 
country,  but  would  not  let  them  have  that 
convention  which  possessed  no  constitu- 
tional authority,  but  which  was  an  usur- 
pation by  her  Majesty's  Government  on 
the  rights  of  the  legislature  of  Upper 
Canada.  It  appeared  to  him,  that  the 
course  which  had  been  adopted  was  that 
which  few  persons  were  convinced  would 
lead  to  a  satisfactory  result,  but  all  agreed 
that  the  body  to  be  called  together  was 
something  like  a  convention  for  the  for- 
mation of  a  new  constitution.  In  the  in- 
structions there  was  a  promise  to  return 
to  the  constitution  as  soon  as  possible, 
and  words  nearly  to  the  same  effect  were 
repeated  in  the  preamble  of  the  Bill.  It 
was  clear,  that  the  object  in  view  in  form- 
ing this  convention,  was  the  framing  a 
constitution  for  the  future  government 
of  Canada ;  but  this  convention,  however, 
was  altogether  inconsistent  with  the  Con- 
stitution of  this  country,  and  inconsistent 
with  the  principles  on  which  the  Legisla- 
ture of  this  country  acted  in  framing  the 
Act  of  1791,  and  on  which  principles  the 
colonies  of  this  country  had  been  governed. 
In  1791»  the  measure  giving  a  constitu- 
tion to  Canada  was  framed,  in  acqui- 
escence with  the  opinion  of  all  parties 
that  this  country  had  a  right  to  give  con- 
stitutions to  these  two  provinces  of  Upper 
and  Lower  Canada.  This  right  had  never 
been  forfeited — it  existed  in  the  same  de- 
gree now  as  in  1791,  and  there  was  no  oc- 
casion for  a  convention  of  the  states  in 
Canada  to  enable  the  legislature  of  Eng- 
likud  to  frame  and  grant  a  constitution  ; 


but  the  words  of  the  preamble  of  the  Bill 
were  intended  to  throw  a  light  on  the 
subject,  and  induce  persons  to  believe, 
that  something  like  a  convention  was  to 
be  called  together,  on  the  recommenda- 
tions of  which  the  future  constitution  was 
to  be  framed.  Did  any  one  believe,  that 
there  was  any  use  in  calling  this  conven- 
tion together  under  these  circumstances  ? 
The  noble  Lord  appeared  rather  disposed 
to  dispute  the  advantage  of  sending  Lord 
Amherst  to  Canada  in^  1835,  but  he  (the 
Duke  of  Wellington)  thought  that  it  would 
be  found  to  be  a  more  convenient  course 
to  legislate  here  on  the  information  sent 
home,  than  to  call  together  such  a  con- 
vention as  that  now  proposed.  Nothing, 
in  his  opinion,  would  be  found  to  be  a 
greater  difficulty  than  attempting  to  carry 
these  instructions  into  effect  in  those  two 
provinces.  Moreover,  he  contended,  that 
these  instructions  could  not  be  carried 
into  execution  in  the  two  provinces.  It 
might  be  the  duty  of  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  to  carry  out 
the  measures  for  the  future  government  of 
Canada,  and  for  the  settlement  of  the 
questions  that  had  arisen  between  the 
upper  and  lower  province ;  but  in  doing 
so,  he  must  attempt  to  carry  measures  into 
execution  which  would  at  an  early  period 
advance,  in  the  opinion  of  the  leading 
men,  the  interests  of  those  countries,  and 
that  such  a  system  of  government  should 
be  adopted  as  would  conduce  to  the  well- 
being  and  satisfaction  of  the  people.  He 
was  most  anxious  that  these  points  should 
be  clearly  ascertained  and  known,  for  in 
his  opinion  it  was  quite  inconsistent  with 
the  usual  practices  that  such  a  body  as 
this  convention  should  be  framed  and 
called  together  by  these  instructions.  He 
now  wished  to  refer  to  a  point  in  their 
discussions  with  respect  to  which  a  great 
deal  had  been  stated  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  in  relation  to  the  election  of 
what  was  called  the  Legislative  Council 
of  Lower  Canada.  In  his  opinion  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  not  stated 
accurately  the  relations  between  the  go- 
vernors of  a  colony  and  the  Executive 
Government  of  this  country.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  seemed  to  think  that  the 
Governor  of  a  colony  could,  without  the 
smallest  difficulty  or  inconvenience,  refuse 
his  assent  to  acts  of  the  Colonial  Legisla- 
ture. Now,  he  conceived  on  this  point 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  was  not  quite 
so  accurate  as  he  generally  was.     Some 
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of  their  measures  might  be  referable  to 
peculiar  circumstaDces,  respecting  which 
the  Government  at  home  would  be  the 
best  able  to  form  a  judgment.  They  might 
have  reference  to  the  relations  with  foreign 
states,  or  they  might  involve  such  a  ques- 
tion as  that  which  had  grown  up  between 
the  provinces  of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada, 
namely,  as  to  the  navigation  of  the  St. 
Lawrence.  Now,  the  Governor  of  Lower 
Canada  might  find  it  exceedingly  incon- 
venient to  refuse  his  sanction  to  a  measure 

• 

on  this  subject,  but  still  it  might  be  at- 
tended with  great  inconvenience  to  Upper 
Canada.  Again,  in  Lower  Canada  there 
was  a  very  large  English  population, 
which  required  protection,  and  whose  only 
protection  now  was  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cil, which  was  named  by  the  Crown  ;  and 
if  the  nomination  of  this  part  of  the  Le- 
gislative body  was  given  up,  this  numerous 
class  of  inhabitants  which  so  much  called 
for  sympathy  and  protection,  would  be 
sacriBced  to  the  party  that  predominated 
in  the  House  of  Assembly.  He  entreated 
noble  Lords  in  considering  this  or  other 
measures  respecting  Canada,  to  take  care 
to  frame  them  in  such  a  way  as  to  secure 
to  both  provinces  the  best  Government 
that  could  be  conferred  on  them  under 
their  peculiar  circumstances;  to  frame 
their  Government  on  the  principles  of  the 
British  Constitution,  and,  above  all,  to 
take  care  to  ensure  ample  funds  for  the 
administration  of  the  civil  Government, 
and  also  of  justice,  and  'at  the  same  time 
to  take  care  to  render  the  Government  as 
cheap  as  it  possibly  could  be  consistently 
with  the  attainment  of  these  objects,  for 
by  no  other  means  could  tranquillity  or 
peace  be  secured  to  them.  He  entirely 
agreed  with  what  had  been  stated  by  the 
noble  Viscount  as  to  the  military  oper- 
ations that  had  taken  place.  He  believed 
from  what  he  had  heard  and  read,  that 
both  the  rebellions  in  Lower  and  Upper 
Canada  had  been  forced  on  prematurely—- 
the  one  nearly  a  month  and  the  other 
nineteen  or  twenty  days  before  it  was  in- 
tended that  it  should  break  out.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  that  in  the  Upper  Province 
broke  out  nineteen  or  twenty  days  before 
the  period  fixed  for  the  outbreak ;  and 
under  the  peculiar  circumstances,  and 
knowing  what  was  about  to  be  attempted, 
as  a  matter  of  prudence,  Sir  F.  Head 
might  as  well  have  kept  his  troops  in  the 
upper  province  as  have  sent  ihem  away. 
With    respect  to  the    oiher  province    the  | 


military  officer  commanding  there  fn» 
the  first,  said  that  in  case  of  an  oatbreal 
the  insurgents  had  no  chance  of  succes). 
This  opinion  had   been  given  some  time 
ago.   And  here  he  begged  to  observe,  that 
the  present  was   not  a  military  qoestiot. 
but  was  one  of  a  political  nature.    He  b^ 
lieved,  that  it  had  been  stated  at  the  ear)? 
part  of  the  Session  before  they  beard  o. 
the  outbreak,  that  there  was  no  chance  o) 
one  taking  place.      The   general    oificp- 
commanding   in    Canada,    however,  bad 
made  arrangements  as  if  he  expected  j 
rebellion.     He  ordered  officers  on  leave  to 
be  recalled,  and  lines    of   military  com- 
munication to  be  opened,  and  instructiont 
to  be  issued  to  officers  commanding  de- 
tachments— all   which    an    officer  in  bis 
situation  was  likely  to  do.     It  was  evident 
a  certain  party  in  this  country  had  been 
informed  of  these   matters,   for   he  was 
much  surprised  to  find  that  an  hoo.  Gen- 
tleman in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
in  the  debate  on  the  address,  meotiooed 
these  very  measures  that  had  been  taken. 
and  asked  a  question  as  to  what  \ad  Uken 
place  to  call  for  these  arrangements.  From 
this  it  was  clear  that  certain  coromnoica- 
tions  on  this  subject  had  been  made  to 
certain  parties  in  this  country  by  some  of 
the  disaffected  in  Lower  Canada.    It  va5 
impossible  to  say,  that  this  rebellioncwW 
have  been  prevented ;  but  now  that  it  wa 
perhaps  suppressed,  he  entreated  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  not  to  suppose  that  they 
had  got  rid  of  it.     He  entreated  them  to 
proceed  with  their  propositions,   and  to 
assemble  in  Canada  at  the  earliest  possible 
period  the  largest  force  the  resource*  of 
the  country  would  admit  of.     He  repealed, 
that  there  could   be  for  this  country  no 
such  thing  as  a  little  war  ;  and  he  begged 
the  noble  Viscount  to  observe,  that  9mce 
the  22nd  of  December,  the  first  day  on 
which    intelligence    of    the    unfortonato 
transactions  in  Canada  were  rece/W»  "^^ 
less  than  four  important  events  had  oc- 
curred, each  of  which  was  calculated  to 
excite  the  deepest  attention  of  the  Go* 
vernment.      He  knew  from  accounts  t^ 
which   the  noble  Viscount  had  refcrrea, 
that  the  President  of  the  United  State* 
had   desired    additional    power  in  o^"^^ 
to    prevent    hostilities   on     the   \»^  *' 
citizens  of    those   states    against  l^pp^'^ 
Canada,  and  that  he  had  sent  an  ofiicer 
(General  Scott)  to  the  frontiers  of  Canada 
to  examine  the  state    of   things  on  i^'^ 
American  side,  with  the  view  to  tbcnior* 
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effectual  prevention  of  the  threatened  hos- 
tilities. It  had  been  seen,  that  within  a 
a  very  short  space,  points  had  been  raised 
relating  to  the  question  of  the  boundary  of 
the  state  of  Maine,  to  that  of  the  river 
Columbia,  to  that  of  Mexico, besides  other 
important  subjects,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that,  in  proportion  as  the  present  difficul- 
ties in  the  Canadas  died  away,  other  ques- 
tions would  arise  which  would  require  the 
most  vigilant  attention  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  of  this  country.  The  Go- 
'  vernment  must,  therefore,  he  repeated,  not 
look  upon  this  as  a .  small  affair.  They 
should  consider,  and  he  entreated  them  to 
do  so,  that  in  proportion  as  they  were 
strong  in  Canada  they  would  have  the 
countenance  and  support  of  many  in  the 
United  States  who  would  otherwise  be 
against  them,  even  though  in  doing  so 
they  might  act  against  their  consciences. 
He  entreated  their  Lordships  not  to  sup- 
pose that  this  affair  was  at  an  end,  or  that 
the  present  business  being  over,  a  satis- 
factory settlement  would,  on  that  account, 
be  effected  of  all  the  difficulties  which 
encompassed  our  course  of  legislation  with 
respect  to  that  part  of  the  empire. 

Lord  Brougham  wished  to  offer  a  word 
or  two  in  explanation  as  to  one  part  of  the 
noble  Duke*s  speech.  He  thought  that 
nothing  was  more  likely  than  that  a  man 
of  the  experience  and  skill  of  Sir  John 
Colborne  would  take  all  measures  of 
necessary  precaution  against  any  outbreak. 
But  how  could  the  noble  Duke  jump  to 
the  conclusion  from  that  circumstance 
that  the  disaffected  only  were  acquainted 
with  the  exact  time  at  which  the  outbreak 
was  to  take  place  ?  Why,  the  noble  Duke 
said,  that  he  himself  heard  of  the  likeli- 
hood of  such  a  proceeding,  and  no  one^ 
surely,  could  think  that  the  noble  Duke 
had  any  connexion  with  the  insurgents. 

Lord  Wharncliffe  began  by  observing 
that  the  noble  Viscount  (Melbourne)  had 
a  manner  of  speaking  which  it  was  exceed^ 
ingly  difficult  to  meet  with  effect;  for 
there  was  so  much  candour  and  good 
humour  in  the  tone  of  his  address  that  he 
almost  disarmed  all  opposition.  The 
noble  Viscount's  Government  was  placed 
in  a  situation  of  great  responsibility  :  they 
were  by  their  remissness  liable  to  the 
charge  of  having  so  managed  matters  as 
to  bring  about  the  present  unfortunate 
state  of  affairs;  and  it  could  not  be 
asserted  that  they  had  given  any  adequate 
answer  to  those  accusations.     The  noble 


Viscount  said,  **  I  defy  you  to  put  your 
hand  on  any  part  of  our  conduct  which  is 
culpable."  He  thought,  however,  that  not 
only  had  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Aber- 
deen), but  that  previous  to  his  speech  that 
evening  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord 
Brougham),  had  preferred  many  great  and 
heavy  charges  against  the  Government, 
fully  deserving  a  well  considered  and  a 
well  reasoned  defence.  He,  though  much 
less  able  for  the  task  than  those  who  had 
preceded  him,  would  endeavour  to  show 
that  through  the  whole  of  these  transac- 
tions, from  the  moment  the  present  Go- 
vernment took  office,  every  step,  which 
was  adopted  was  calculated  to  lead  to  the 
consequences  which  all  now  lamented, 
and  all  their  measures  from  the  first  were 
justly  liable  to  censure.  When  the  Go- 
vernment which  preceded  that  of  the  noble 
Viscount  came  into  office  they  proceeded 
to  take  steps  not  of  inquiry  merely,  but 
they  sent  out  a  noble  person,  who  by  the 
character  and  station  which  he  before 
occupied,  was  well  worthy  of  such  a  trust, 
and  who  was  empowered  to  remedy  all 
real  grievances.  That  nobleman  was  to 
act  on  his  own  opinion,  resting  on  the 
responsibility  of  the  Government  under 
which  he  served.  Previous  to  that  what 
was  the  state  of  Canada  ?  There  was  not 
merely  a  refusal  of  supplies,  but  in 
February,  1834,  ninety-two  resolutions 
passed  the  House  of  Assembly,  and  he 
ventured  to  say,  that  if  anybody  read 
them  with  care,  he  would  be  convinced 
that  an  elective  council  and  an  alteration 
in  tenures  were  not  what  they  really 
desired,  but  that  the  object  of  the  real 
and  firm  determination  of  those  who  agi- 
tated the  Canadian  people  and  led  the 
House  of  Assembly  at  that  time  was  the 
formation  of  a  republic  and  a  connexion 
with  the  United  States.  If  any  one  were 
to  read  attentively  these  resolutions,  he 
would  perceive  that  the  whole  spirit  which 
pervaded  them  was  this,  *'  What  is  good 
for  your  country  is  not  good  for  ours :  we 
are  Americans;  we  have  happy  and  free 
estates  on  our  frontier,  and  their  institu- 
tions we  desire  to  see  introduced  into 
Canada.*'  Such  appeared  to  him  to  be 
the  real  objects  of  the  leaders  at  least  of 
the  Canadian  people,  namely  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  republican  form  of  govern- 
ment, wiih  a  view  to  throw  off  the  con- 
nexion with  this  country,  and  to  become  a 
part  of  the  United  States.  He  agreed 
that  this  country  would  do  wrong  in  not 
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making  an  effort  to  keep  up  the  con- 
nexion, and  to  maintain  the  constitution 
which  we  had  given  them  in  analogy  with 
our  own.  It  was  our  duty  to  try  and 
remove  all  the  grievances  which  were 
found  really  to  exist,  but  at  the  same  time 
to  tell  these  people,  with  firmness  and 
decision,  "  You  ask  for  some  measures 
which  you  know  must  sever  the  connexion 
between  us,  and  which  cannot,  therefore, 
be  conceded  by  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
and  must,  if  necessary,  be  resisted  with 
force."  What  was  the  first  fault  com- 
mitted by  the  present  Government  ?  They 
sent  out  three  commissioners  to  inquire 
into  the  nature  of  the  grievances,  that  was 
to  commence  an  inquiry  which  was  to  last 
two  years.  The  Commissioners  sent  home 
two  reports,  in  which,  though  they  con. 
tained  much  valuable  information,  it  was 
almost  impossible  to  see  what  it  was  they 
intended  to  come  at.  They  had  also  this 
additional  disadvantage,  that  against 
almost  every  recommendation  of  any  indi- 
vidual Commissioner,  there  was  the  pro- 
test of  the  two  others.  There  was  scarcely 
any  thing  of  any  importance  in  which  they 
were  unanimous.  To  send  such  a  com- 
mission was,  he  repeated,  a  wrong  course. 
But  what  was  the  next  course?  When 
the  supplies  had  been  again  refused  by 
the  House  of  Assembly,  a  series  of  eight 
resolutions  had  been  moved  and  carried  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  In  carrying  those 
resolutions,  the  Government  had  had  the 
suppprt  not  only  of  the  great  majority  of 
those  who  usually  voted  with  them,  but 
also  of  those  who  in  general  opposed  them. 
Yet,  with  all  this  support,  they  had 
allowed  those  resolutions  to  be  hung  up 
in  the  House  of  Commons  from  the  6th  of 
March  to  the  24th  of  April.  Much  of  this 
time  had  been  lost  by  not  making  Houses 
and  by  early  adjournments,  which  a 
Government,  with  such  support  on  this 
question  as  he  had  just  referred  to, 
ought  not  to  have  permitted.  Now, 
what  defence  did  the  noble  Viscount 
make  for  such  conduct  ?  *^  How,"  said 
he,  "  could  we  prevent  other  subjects 
from  being  pressed  for  determination  ? 
Gentlemen  must  make  speeches  and  mo- 
tions on  questions  which  they  consider  of 
vital  interest  to  their  constituents."  He 
was  aware  of  the  great  fault  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament— that  there  was  too 
much  talked  and  too  little  done ;  yet  with 
that  knowledge  he  would  say,  that  if  the 
Government,  which  had  been  more  than 


once  urged  to  it,  had  acted   with  energr, 
the  eight  resolutions  would  not  have  beer; 
hung  up  in  the  Commons  for  the  length  '>i' 
time  he  had  mentioned.     If  it  had  been  i 
bill  which  they  had  to  carry  through,  an..! 
that  a  factious  opposition  had  been  raisaJ 
to  it,  there  might  be  some  palliation  or' 
their  conduct,  though  even    a    Bill  they 
could  have   carried   through  in  the  timt: 
with  the  support  they  bad.     But   it  wa^ 
not  a  Bill  they  had  to  carry   through.     It 
was  a  string  of  resolutions,  which  one  vote 
of  a  Committee  could  have  carried.     The 
eight  resolutions  came  up  to  that  House 
on  the  10th  of  May,  and  passed  without 
any  opposition,    save,    he  believed,    the 
protest  of  his   noble  and  learned  Friend. 
Why  not  then  have  brought  in  a  Bill  ?   It 
would   have  been   of  the  utmost  impor- 
tance  that  the  resolutions  and  the  Bill 
founded  on  them  should  have  gone  out  to 
Canada  as  early  as  possible.      On  the 
1 5th  of  May  a  despatch  was  sent  out  say- 
ing that  it  was  intended  to  bring  in  a  bill, 
but  between  that  and   the   20th  of  June, 
when  his  late  Majesty  died,  there  would 
have  been  time  to  carry   a  Bill  through. 
Even  supposing  a  factious  opposition,  and 
that  the  King  had  died  in  the  progress  of 
the  Bill,  he  thought  that  Ministers  would 
have  been  doing  their  duty  to  her  Ma- 
jesty if  they  had  not  postponed  the  Bill  to 
another  Session.     Why    had    the    delay 
taken  place  ?     There  was  an  event  about 
to  take  place  in  which  the  Government 
took  an  interest.    It  was  well  known  th^t 
a  gentleman  was  to  be  proposed  for  West- 
minster  who   was    strongly    opposed    to 
such  a  bill.     It  was  also  well  known  that 
not  only  had  Ministers  exerted  themselves 
to  forward  the  return  of  that  Gentleman, 
but  that  even  the  name  of  the  Queen  bad 
been  used  to  promote  it ;  but  it  was  also 
well   known  that  if  the  Canada  Bill  had 
passed  before  the  election,  it  would  not 
have  been  so  easy  a  matter  for  Ministers 
to  have  given  him  their  support.  He  would 
say   that  not  having  passed  that  bill  in 
time  was  one  great  cause  of  the  outbreak 
in   Canada,  and  this    was    one    of   the 
charges    which  was  entitled  to  a  serious 
answer   from  the  noble  Lords   opposite. 
The  next  ground  of  charge  against  Minis- 
ters was,  that  they  had  left  the  Canadian 
provinces    without  a   sufficient    military 
force  before   the  outbreak.     He  knew  it 
was  said  in  answer  to  this  that  it  was  the 
opinion  of  the  noble   Duke  (Wellington) 
and  also  of  Lord  Gosford,  that  the  troops 
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ID  the  CaDadas  was  sufficient  for  any  ser- 
vice on  which  it  was  at  all  probable  that 
that  they  would  be  required.  The  noble 
Duke  spoke  from  the  information  of  other 
military  officers,  but  as  to  Lord  Gosford, 
though  he  might  have  been,  and  no  doubt 
was,  of  that  opinion  at  the  time  he  gave 
it,  yet  he  did  not  hold  the  same  opinion  in 
the  July  following,  as  he  proved  by  send- 
ing to  Halifax  for  all  troops  that  could  be 
spared,  as  he  had  previously  been  author- 
ised to  do.  Now,  that  he  thought  ought 
to  have  been  a  sufficient  warning  to  the 
Government  at  home,  and  should  have 
induced  them  to  make  arrangements  in 
time  to  provide  a  sufficient  force.  It  was 
true,  that  two  or  three  regiments  of  regular 
troops  might  be  sufficient  to  put  down  any 
outbreak  in  Lower  Canada ;  but  that  was 
not  the  only  thing  to  be  looked  to.  Provi- 
sion should  be  made  to  protect  the  loyal, 
and  also  to  destroy  the  temptation  to  rise^ 
for  that  was  a  most  important  considera- 
tion, as  one  of  the  best  effects  of  a  suffi- 
cient military  force  was  the  prevention  of 
any  attempt  at  insurrection.  He  was  fully 
sensible  of  the  excellent  conduct  of  the 
people  of  Lower  Canada  on  the  late  oc- 
casion, and  how  much  it  redounded  to 
their  honour  that  the  Government  had  been 
able  to  put  down  the  revolt  so  effectually. 
Application  was  made  to  the  Governor  of 
Upper  Canada,  and  he  at  once,  with  a 
boldness,  or  he  might  perhaps  better  term 
it  a  rashness,  the  principle  of  which  was 
more  to  be  admired  than  imitated,  had  at 
once  sent  away  all  his  troops  to  the  lower 
province.  Could  any  man  doubt  for  a  mo- 
ment that  the  absence  of  the  troops  was 
the  immediate  cause  of  the  outbreak  in 
the  upper  province  ?  It  was  well  to  say 
that  the  governor  could  depend  on  the 
loyalty  of  the  people  of  Upper  Canada. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  they  were  and 
would  conlioue  to  be  a  loyal  people;  but 
then  to  call  out  men  who  had  not  been 
much  accustomed  to  arms,  and  who  above 
all  were  not  under  that  strict  discipline 
which  distinguished  regular  troops  was  at 
least  Attended  with  some  hazard ;  and  it 
would  be  admitted  that  a  few  regiments  of 
regularly  disciplined  troops  would  have 
been  much  more  effective  than  large 
bodies  without  such  discipline.  Was  it 
not  partly  owing  to  this  want  of  discipline 
and  impatience  of  restraint  amongst  the 
American  neighbours  of  the  Canadians, 
that  we  were  now  in  the  situation  in  which 
we  at  present  found  ourselves  with  respect 
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to  the  United  States.  Had  a  sufficient 
military  force  been  left  in  Upper  Canada, 
we  should  never  have  heard  of  the  out- 
break in  that  quarter,  nor,  of  course,  of 
the  aid  offered  by  those  citizens  of  the 
United  States  who  took  part  with  the  re- 
volted. These  results  of  the  policy  of 
Ministers  were  grave  charges  against  the 
Government,  and  all  the  answer  that  had 
been  given  to  them  was,  that  in  the 
opinion  of  some  military  officers  any  addi- 
tion to  the  forces  of  Lower  Canada  was 
not  considered  necessary.  He  confessed 
that  that  answer  did  not  satisfy  him,  and 
he  was  sure  would  not  satisfy  the  country ; 
and,  with  all  the  good  humour  of  the 
noble  Viscount,  he  thought  it  was  a  point 
on  which  he  felt  reluctant  to  press  him. 
Though  the  rebellion  was  still  said  to  con* 
tinue  in  Upper  Canada — though  it  had 
been  crushed  in  the  lower  province,  he, 
for  one,  thought  that  of  the  latter  pro- 
vince much  more  serious  in  its  nature. 
He  knew  that  there  had  been,  and  that 
there  always  would  continue  to  be,  a 
number  of  discontented  spirits  in  that 
province,  and  that  they  would  always 
look  to  a  government  separated  from  that 
of  this  country.  He  knew  also  that  there 
was  there  a  constant  influx  of  persons 
from  these  kingdoms,  who  went  out  poor  in 
circumstances  and  with  republican  princi- 
ples which  they  imbibed  here,  and  which, 
though  not  very  dangerous  here,  would 
not  be  found  without  danger  in  a  colony 
which  had  close  to  it  a  long  line  of  frontier 
of  that  republican  government  to  which 
they  were  attached.  The  effect  of  the  re- 
cent outbreak  would  be  felt  in  that  culuny 
for  many  years  to  come,  but  the  outbreak 
itself  might  have  been  prevented  if  the 
Government  had  used  diligent  exertion. 
Another  cause  of  our  present  situation 
with  respect  to  the  Canadas  was,  the  un- 
fortunate situation  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  placed  since  its  formation. 
They  had  never  acted  for  themselves,  but 
were  always  obliged  to  yield  to,  or  dally 
with,  those  whose  support  was  considered 
necessary  to  their  existence  as  a  Govern- 
ment. They,  therefore,  had  not  often  the 
opportunity  of  asserting  their  own  real 
opinion.^,  which  were  so  (requcnily  ov(  r- 
borne  by  those  on  whom  ihey  liepeuiicd. 
There  were,  as  he  had  said,  some  pans  in 
their  conduct  since,  which  were  deserving 
of  censure:  and  first  with  regaid  lo  ihe 
notable  convention.  They  would  nut 
dare,  in  the  other  House, to  have  rctoui>c 
2  A 


707  A  fairs  of  Canada.  {LORDS}  Affairs  of  Canada. 


t,«. 


'0^ 


to  ptroDg  measures  without  the  cousent  of 
a  certain   party  in  that  House,  wilhout 
whom,  it  was  well  known,  they  could  do 
nothing.     In  order  to  obtain  that  consent, 
they  were  obliged  to  qualify  the  severity 
of  the  measure  by  a  show  of  liberality  and 
constitutional   form,   and   therefore   they 
proposed  the   convention.      Government 
was  found,  in   that   House,  allowing  its 
own  Bill  to  be  handled  and  corrected  by 
their  opponents,  and  were  obliged  to  con- 
sent to  the  striking  out  of  what  had  been 
termed   the  only  redeeming  clause.     An- 
other sop   which    they   were   obliged    to 
throw  out  to  conciliate  that  party  was  the 
appointment  of  Lord  Durham.    He  enter- 
tained a  great  respect  for  the  character 
and   talents  of  that  noble  Lord,  but  he 
begged  leave,  at  the  same  time,  to  intimate 
a  doubt  whether  that  noble  Lord  was  the 
properest  man  to  settle  a  question  of  such 
a  kind.     He  knew  of  only  one  reason,  and 
that  was  that  Lord  Durham  was  a  man  of 
strong  and  even  ultra-liberal  opinions,  one 
who  had  gone  further  than  many  in  sup- 
porting the  Government  of  the  noble  Vis- 
count   opposite,    and    in   recommending 
changes  of,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  a  dan- 
gerous, or,  at  least,  questionable  character. 
That  noble  Earl  had,  •of  course,  a  right  to 
entertain    those    opinions.      But,    being 
pledged  to  them,  he  was  not  precisely  the 
proper  person  to  carry  out  the  measure. 
If  he  were   a  loyal   inhabitant  of  Lower 
Canada,  he  should  be  disposed   to  look 
with  great  suspicion  on  the  acts  of  such  a 
person.     If,  on  the  other  hand,  he  were  a 
follower  of  Mr.  Papineau,  he  might  look 
upon  the  noble  Lord  as  being  made  up  of 
••  squeezable  materials."    These  were  the 
points  in  respect  of  which  they  were  not 
acting  right  in   the    affairs    of  Canada. 
With  regard  to  the  Bill  itself,  he  wished 
some  experiment  had  been  made  with  a 
view  to  obviate  or  prevent  the  suspension 
of  the  constitution  of  Canada  in  the  lirst 
instance.     He  himself  was  not  sufficiently 
informed  upon  the  subject,  but  no  doubt 
the  Government  were   in    possession    of 
sufficient  information  to  enable  them  to 
judge.      He  must  say,  that  he  was   not 
qiiife  satisfied  whether  it  would   not  be 
possible  to  have  done  without  the  suspen- 
slon  of  the  constitution,  at  least  for  so 
long  a  time  as   it  was  suspended  by  the 
Bill— whether  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
call  I  he  Canadian  Legislature  again  toKP. 
ther  at  an  earlier  period.      He  ihoii.'bf,  if 
they  had  passed  the  Bill  of  I8:j|.  iMmphwl 


with  strong,  vigoroas,  and  decisive  mi, 
sures,  and  had,  at  that  time,  tdd  i:.: 
people  of  Canada,  that  their  demands  h 
an  elective  council  were  exorbitant  ar-i 
impracticable,  and  woold  be  firmly  resistej 
that  the  present  measure  would  hanl.v 
have  been  necessary.  He  fell  hinrvf 
compelled  reluctantly  to  give  his  asseDt'c 
the  Bill.  With  respect  to  the  prracipt . 
on  which  the  noble  Viscount  opposite  hai 
declared  that  the  Government  was  to  \y 
conducted,  in  them  he  entirely  concurrei 
It  was  their  business  to  redress  grievanre?. 
to  do  justice  to  ail  parties,  and  so  to  vr>\ 
the  Bill,  as  that  in  process  of  time,  and  v 
an  early  period,  a  constitution  might  ^k 
produced,  fitted  to  the  state  of  society  b 
Canada,  and  suited  to  its  wants  and  i". 
terests.  He  confessed  he  did  not  exfvr? 
a  great  deal  from  the  mission  of  the  noh:t 
Earl.  He  hoped,  however,  that  it  mht 
be  successful,  and  that  the  noble  E»rl 
would  not  forget  the  principles  expresstJ 
by  him  in  that  House. 

Lord  Glenelg,  in  reply,  said,  there  vns 
one  circumstance  in   the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  just   sat  down  wlirh 
he  regretted  very  much.       Notwithstand- 
ing  that  the  debate   hitherto   had  been 
characterised  by  an  almost  total  absence 
of  all  party  allusions,  and  had  been  con- 
ducted  in   a   manner  and  with  a  spirit 
superior  to  all  political  animosities,  thai 
noble  Lord  had  thought  proper  to  tnixnp 
with  his  speech  a  great  deal  of  party  ftel- 
ing  and   party  observation.      The' iM 
Lord  seemed  to  think  that  the  noble  Vis- 
count  (Viscount  Melbonrne)  had  failed  in 
offering  any  answer  to  the  charge  broujlit 
against    Government.      He   had    paid  a 
merited   eulogium  to  the   speech  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen),  to  that 
of  his   noble   and    learned  Friend  (Lord 
Brougham),  and  to  the  powerful  and  con- 
clusive speech   of  the  noble   Duke,  and 
referred  to  the  inadequate  and  feeWe  a(/- 
dresses  of  the  noble   Viscount.      By  a 
consequence,    however,    not  very  easi)/ 
foreseen,  the  noble  Lord  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  support  that  side  which  he  consi- 
dered triumphant,  and  which  it  coaWnot 
be  supposed  he  should  have  deemed  essen- 
tial to  espouse.     He  (Lord  Glenelg)  m"^' 
own  thai  he  differed  from  the  noble  lord 
in   his   remark,  that    the   noble  Visconnl 
had  not  adverted   to  the  points  on  whiVfi 
he  was  altnckcd.     It  seemed  to  him,  iha^ 
hid   noble  Friend  followed   accurHtcly  l')«? 
poiuim  of  attack,  and  gave  a  satisfactory 
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answer  to  each.  The  noble  Lord  had 
said  with  respect  to  the  ninety-two  reso- 
lutions passed  by  the  House  of  Assembly 
ID  1834,  that  it  was  impossible  not  to  see 
that  the  object  of  the  House,  or  at  least  of 
its  leaders,  was  either  to  create  an  inde- 
pendent republic,  or  to  form  a  connexion 
with  the  United  States.  He  was  not  dis- 
posed to  think  that  their  real  object  was 
to  establish  a  connexion  with  the  United 
States.  Judging  from  subsequent  events, 
and  drawing  an  inference  from  the  pro- 
ceedings which  had  been  since  developed, 
he  was  rather  disposed  to  say,  that  the 
real  object  was  the  formation  of  a  great 
independent  Canadian  republic.  But 
what  was  blameable  in  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  with  reference  to  those  reso- 
lutions of  the  Canadian  House  of  Assem- 
bly ?  Lord  Stanley  either  brought  in,  or 
announced  a  bill,  which  was  not  favour*' 
ably  received  by  the  House  of  Com. 
mons.  A  Committee  was  then  moved 
for  by  Lord  Stanley,  to  whom  were  re- 
ferred the  ninety-two  resolutions  drawn 
up  by  the  House  of  Assembly,  with  a 
view  of  determining  what  line  of  proceed-, 
ing  was  to  be  adopted  in  respect  to 
them.  That  Committee  met,  examined 
various  witnesses,  and  came  to  a  deci- 
sion, which,  though  it  might  not  have  been 
pronounced  before  noble  Lords  went  out 
of  office,  pointed  out  the  course  to  be 
pursued  in  respect  to  those  resolutions. 
He  (Lord  Qlenelg)  conceived  that  that 
decision  gave  as  complete  a  negative  as 
could  be  given  to  the  charge  of  not 
bringing  a  Bill  into  Parliament.  But 
the  noble  Lord  who  spoke  last,  and  he 
who  began  stated  their  opinion  that  we 
were  to  blame  with  respect  to  Lord  Gos- 
ford.  That  was  a  matter  of  opinion  in 
which  he  entirely  differed  from  the  noble 
Lord.  It  was  very  easy  to  state  an  opin- 
ion and  to  heap  invectives  on  those  who 
opposed  it ;  hut  if  this  were  a  question  on 
which  men  might  reasonably  be  supposed 
to  act  from  the  same  honourable  motives, 
then  he  must  submit  that  such  censure 
ought  not  to  affect  the  Government. 
Under  these  circumstances,  there  certainly 
was  ground  at  that  period  for  inquiry.  In 
1832,  the  House  of  Assembly  of  Lower 
Canada  thanked  Government  for  what  had 
been  done ;  three  years  after  they  changed 
their  resolution,  and  passed  the  ninety- 
two  resolutions  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  adverted.  It  was  evident  there  must 
be  some  reason  for  the  change  that  re- 


quired examination.  Not  thinking  it  pro^ 
per  to  negative  at  once  all  the  demands 
of  the  Legislative  Council,  the  course  of 
inquiry  was  determined  upon.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  complained  of  delay  on 
that  occasion.  He  (Lord  Glenelg)  denied 
that  there  had  been  any  delay.  The 
Commissioners  did  their  duty  with  as 
much  expedition  as  possible.  **  But/' 
said  the  noble  Lord,  and  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  *'  you  ought  at  that  time  to 
have  taken  your  stand  on  the  elective 
principle."  If  they  had,  Lower  Canada 
would  have  been  in  a  much  worse  state, 
both  interiorly  and  anteriorly,  than  it  was 
at  present.  When  Lord  Gosford  first 
went  to  Canada  the  seigneurs  and  men  of 
large  estates  on  both  sides  of  the  St. 
Lawrence,  below  Quebec,  were  connected 
with  the  Papineau  party.  If  those  indi- 
viduals had  taken  a  part  in  the  occurrences 
of  1837  a  very  different  result  might  have 
occurred.  By  their  great  influence  they 
might  have  produced  most  disastrous 
consequences.  They  had,  however,  been 
perfectly  tranquil.  He  put  it  to  the  noble 
Lords,  whether  the  talents,  and  character, 
and  weight  of  the  individuals  he  had 
alluded  to  might  not  have  been  exceed- 
ingly injurious,  had  not  Lord  Gosford 
taken  measures  for  separating  them  fVom 
the  Papineau  cause,  and  rendering  them 
faithful  to  the  royal  cause  ?  Similar  mea- 
sures were  resorted  to  with  reference 
to  the  adjoining  provinces  of  Nova  Scotia 
and  New  Brunswick,  in  which  considerable 
discontent  and  agitation  prevailed ;  and 
some  most  important  changes  were  effected 
in  these  provinces.  He  begged,  however, 
not  to  be  misunderstood.  He  was  confi- 
dent those  provinces  would  never  have 
taken  any  part  in  the  recent  insurrection. 
They  had  too  high  a  spirit  of  loyalty  for 
that.  But  there  could  be  no  doubt  there 
was  a  greater  analogy  between  their  feel- 
ings and  ours,  that  their  affection  for 
England  was  stronger  than  at  the  period  to 
which  he  had  alluded.  These  were  some  of 
the  advantages  derived  from  the  course  of 
inquiry  which  had  been  adopted;  and; 
therefore,  he  considered  the  censure  which 
had  been  cast  upon  Government  on 
the  subject,  was  a  precipitate  one. 
The  question  of  the  military  defence  of 
Canada  had  been  much  discussed  both  on 
the  present  and  on  a  recent  occasion. 
He  might  be  allowed  to  observe  with  re- 
spect to  that  question  that  none  of  the 
authorities  in  Lower  Canada,  civil  or  roilii- 
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tary,  had  ibe  least  suspicion  that  there  was 
any  danger  of  insurrection  in  the  pro- 
vince. Nothing  could  give  a  stronger 
proof  of  their  convictions  upon  that  point 
than  the  fact  that  they  had  troops  within 
their  reach,  and  did  not  consider  it  ne- 
cessary to  make  use  of  them.  Troops 
were  always  within  their  reach,  and 
an  order  was  sent  to  the  Governor 
of  Nova  Scotia  to  supply  them  with 
troops.  On  the  1st  of  June  a  demand 
was  accoidingly  made,  but  it  was  only 
for  one  regiment.  There  was  no  fur- 
ther call  made  for  a  considerable  time. 
Indeed,  it  was  not  till  the  end  of  October 
that  two  additional  regiments  were  asked 
for  of  the  Governor  of  Nova  Scotia.  It 
was  not,  therefore,  a  fair  statement  or  a 
just  representation  of  the  fact,  to  say  that 
the  authorities  of  Lower  Canada  were 
left  without  the  means  of  supplying  them- 
selves with  troops  if  they  needed  them. 
Tbey  bad  such  means  amply  within  their 
reach.  Besides,  the  presence  of  troops  in 
Lower  Canada  would  not  have  prevented 
the  outbreak,  which  was  premature.  He 
believed  that  the  leaders  had  encouraged 
the  people  in  strong  measures.  He  be- 
lieved, however,  that  it  was  far  from  their 
intention  to  precipitate  matters  so  soon,  or 
to  bring  on  the  crisis  at  that  particular 
moment.  In  the  Upper  Province  also. 
Sir  Francis  Head  had  willingly  divested 
himself  of  the  troops  placed  at  his  dis- 
posal. Upon  that  subject  he  could  not 
but  offer  his  best  thanks  to  the  noble  Duke 
opposite,  for  his  excellent  and  statesman- 
like view  of  the  question  as  regarded 
the  United  States.  It  was  satisfactory 
to  know  the  friendly  feeling  existing  upon 
the  part  of  the  government  of  the  United 
States.  He  trusted  that  in  conformity 
with  an  advice  of  so  much  weight,  and 
coming  from  so  distinguished  a  person, 
they  would  continue  to  give  their  atten- 
tion to  the  subject  in  all  its  bearings,  and 
to  the  various  topics  suggested  in  the 
noble  Duke's  speech.  It  would  be  very 
satisfactory  to  hear  what  effect  recent 
occurrences  had  had  on  the  American 
government.  Of  this  he  was  confident 
thai  that  Government  would  not  take  any 
step  inconsistent  with  the  faith  of  treaties. 
No  official  accounts  had  yet  been  received 
of  the  unfortunate  event  connected  with 
the  destruction  of  an  American  steamer. 
Any  unnecessary  loss  of  life  must  always 
be  lamented :  but,  as  his  noble  Friend  had 
observed,  both  natiops  were  at  present  in  a 


state  of  perfect  amity  and  concord,  which  he 
did  not  think  it  likely  that  any  event  of  that 
nature  would  disturb.  He  was  persuaded 
that  the  American  government  would  not 
take  any  rash  or  hasty  step  upon  the  sub- 
ject ;  and  if  it  should  turn  out  that  we 
were  to  blame  in  the  transaction,  the 
English  Government  would  not  hesitate 
to  show  their  sense  of  what  was  due 
from  ihem.  Much  had  been  said  with 
respect  to  the  instructions  that  had 
been  given  to  the  noble  Earl  who  was 
about  to  assume  the  government  of  Ca- 
nada ;  and  the  subji-ct  had  been  argued 
as  if  the  Committee  of  advice  men- 
tioned in  those  instructions  were  to  possess 
legislative  powers.  But  it  was  not  pro- 
posed that  that  Committee  should  possess 
any  legislative  power.  That  appeared  to 
him  to  be  a  complete  answer  to  the  noble 
Lord,  who  said  that  the  Bill  would  nullify 
the  instructions.  The  Committee  of  advice 
would  in  no  way  trench  on  the  privileges 
of  the  Legislature.  Their  functions  would 
be  entirely  separate  from  those  of  legisla- 
tion. It,  however,  had  appeared  to  be  of 
importance  that  the  Committee  should  be 
recognised  in  the  instructions.  But  it 
had  been  argued  as  if  the  noble  Earl  must 
of  necessity  carry  the  suggestion  in  the 
instructions  into  effect.  That  would  be 
in  his  option.  If  he  found  things  in 
Canada  as  Government  supposed,  then 
this  suggestion  was  offered  to  him.  The 
noble  Duke  had  said,  that  he  thought  it 
would  be  right  in  making  any  alterations 
in  Canada,  to  consult  the  feelings  of  the 
people  themselves.  That  was  a  sentiment 
that  mu9t  be  echoed  by  every  one.  The 
noble  Duke  had,  however,  observed  that 
this  measure  would  be  an  encroachment 
on  the  functions  of  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly of  Upper  Canada.  With  great  re- 
spect to  the  noble  Duke,  he  could  not  see 
the  matter  in  that  light,  and  that  pre- 
cisely because,  as  he  had  already  said,  the 
proposed  Committee  of  advice  would  not 
possess  any  legislative  power.  The  whole 
object  of  tneir  appointment  was,  that  they 
might  offer  their  suggestions  to  the  Go- 
vernor-General. After  that  advice  had 
been  given,  if  it  were  approved  of,  mea- 
sures would  be  taken  to  carry  it  into 
effect,  not  by  the  Committee,  but  either 
by  the  Imperial  Parliament,  or  by  the  local 
Legislatures.  As  for  the  preamble,  al- 
though certain  words  had  been  excluded 
from  it,  the  purport  and  substance  of  it 
was  the  same  as  before.     It  appeared  to 
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htm  to  be  impossible  to  separate  ihe  inter- 
est of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada.  They 
could  not  leave  Upper  Canada  much  longer 
in  its  present  situation.  The  inhabitants 
of  that  province  had  at  present  no  free  out- 
let to  the  sea.  They  were  in  the  midst  of 
a  great  nation,  whose  means  and  power 
were  gradually  swelling  into  the  highest 
importance.  The  people  of  Upper  Canada 
were  shut  out  from  the  ocean,  except  by 
the  medium  of  that  noble  river  which 
mocked  them  with  the  notion  of  free  com- 
merce, or  by  traversing  the  dominions  of 
another  nation  which  might  not  favour 
their  objects.  This  could  not  long  be 
allowed  to  continue.  It  was  their  duty  to 
give  Upper  Canada  relief.  But  how  was 
that  to  be  effected  ?  Only  by  uniting  the 
two  provinces  with  reference  to  objects 
common  to  both.  They  must  give  the 
upper  province  some  influence  with  respect 
to  that  great  river  through  which  alone 
their  commerce  with  the  world  could  be 
carried  on.  That  could  not  be  done  while 
the  insulated  state  of  Upper  Canada  was 
a  barrier  to  the  union  of  the  common  in- 
terests of  both  provinces.  While  that  state 
continued,  we  might  say  to  the  people  of 
Upper  Canada,  "  We  know  your  situation 
is  irksome,  we  hear  your  remonstrances, 
we  admit  that  your  conduct  is  such  as  to 
entitle  you  to  our  favourable  attention,  but 
we  cannot  give  you  any  relief."  Justice, 
therefore,  required  that  we  should  consider 
whether  the  province  of  Upper  Canada  had 
not  a  right  to  have  a  voice  in  regulating 
and  superintending  the  navigation  of  the 
St.  Lawrence.  There  were  other  subjects, 
such  as  canals,  railroads,  &c.,  in  which 
the  two  provinces  might  be  considered  as 
having  a  common  interest;  but  respecting 
which 9  in  the  present  relations  of  those 
provinces,  discontent  and  fretful ness  on 
either  side  might  increase  day  after  day, 
until  at  last  consequences  injurious  to  both 
sides  would  occur.  It  had  been  well  said 
by  the  noble  Viscount,  that  we  must  so 
shape  our  course  as  to  show  that  we  con- 
templated the  future  grandeur  and  inde- 
pendence of  those  noble  provinces.  Far 
be  it  from  them  to  shrink  from  such  a 
contempUtion.  Let  them  do,  with  refer- 
ence to  those  provinces,  what  justice,  rea- 
son^ and  common  sense  dictated,  and  he 
would  boldly  predict  that  their  attachment 
to  this  country,  their  sympathy  in  its  in- 
terests, their  exultation  at  its  triumphs, 
would  continue  to  exist  when  they  were 
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had  no  wish  for  that  at  present.  But  what 
he  wished  especially  to  impress  on  their 
Lordships,  was  the  expediency,  while  they 
took  into  consideration  the  interests  of 
Lower  Canada,  not  to  exclude  the  const- 
deration  of  the  interests  of  Upper  Canada. 
Some  idea  had  been  thrown  out  of  a 
federal  union  of  all  our  North  American 
states.  That  was  a  subject  for  deep  and 
future  deliberation ;  and  therefore  one  on 
which  no  one  should  hastily  pronounce. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington^  in  explana- 
tion, stated,  that  he  did  not  object  to  call- 
ing in  any  of  the  inhabitants  of  Upper 
Canada  to  join  in  consultation  with  refer- 
ence to  the  affairs  of  Lower  Canada,  but 
to  calling  them  in  for  purposes  of  legisla- 
tion. 

Lord  Ashburton  expressed  his  opinion, 
that  if  any  one  thing  was  more  important 
than  another,  it  was,  that  care  should  be 
taken  to  show  clearly  what  it  was  that  the 
noble  Earl  about  to  proceed  to  Canada, 
was  to  do ;  for  the  people  of  that  country 
would  otherwise  be  jealous  of  his  author- 
ity. Having  attended  all  the  Committees 
of  the  other  House  on  the  affiairs  of 
Canada,  he  (Lord  Ashburton)  had  of 
course  a  general  knowledge  of  the  subject; 
but  he  would  take  another  opportunity  of 
stating  his  sentiments  on  the  present  ques- 
tion. He  was  persuaded,  that  up  to  a 
certain  period  the  representations  of  griev- 
ances made  by  the  Legislative  Assembly  of 
Lower  Canada,  had  been  fair  and  honest. 
But  those  grievances  had  been  remedied  ; 
and  the  remedy  for  some  of  them  had  even 
been  put  into  the  hands  of  the  Legislative 
Assembly  itself.  Looking  at  all  the  cir- 
cumstances that  had  transpired  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Lower  Canada,  it  was  impossible 
not  to  perceive  that,  beginning  with  real 
grievances,  the  people  had  been  encour- 
aged by  the  feebleness  of  the  Qovernment 
to  think  of  a  separation  from  the  mother 
country,  which,  had  their  complaints  in 
the  first  instance  been  fairly  met,  they 
would  never  have  dreamed  of.  At  that 
hour  of  the  night  be  would  not  longer  de- 
tain their  Lordships,  but  in  a  subsequent 
stage  of  the  bill  he  should  be  anxious  to 
express  his  opinions  more  fully. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Lord  Brougham  moved,  that  Mr.  Roe- 
buck be  called  in  and  heard,  prior  to  the 
House  resolving  itself  into  Committee  on 
Monday. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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HOUSE  OF  C  O  M  M  O  N  S, 
Friday f  February  2,  1838. 

MiNUTKS.]  Petitions  preieoted.  By  Mr.  Wallacb,  ftom 
Greenock,  for  the  repeBl  of  the  duty  on  Marine  Innir- 
ances,  and  for  the  reduction  of  the  rates  of  Postage.— By 
Mr.  Grimsoiicii,  firora  Durham*  agiUnst  ihe  introduction 
of  the  Poor-laws  into  that  district.— By  Mr.  Ehls,  from 
Oxford,  for  the  abolition  of  N^ro  Apprenticeship.— By 
Mr.  RboinotoiTj  tram  Dundallc,  for  the  abolition  of  the 
duty  on  Marine  Insurances. — By  Mr.  Hi  no  ley,  flrom 
Ashton<under-Ltne,  aftainst  treating  the  Canadians  with 
severity.— By  Mr.  Mackinnon,  from  St.  Botolph's, 
Bishopegate,  in  favour  of  the  Patents  Bill. — By  Mr. 
Duckworth,  f^om  Leicester,  for  the  abolition  of  N^ro 
Apprenticeship. — ^By  Mr.  V.  Smitr,  fh>m  Northampton, 
for  the  establishment  of  Courts  for  the  recovery  of  Small 
Debts. — By  Mr.  Hums,  firom  the  Crumnock  (Ayr)  Radi- 
cal Association,  against  the  Canada  contest — By  Mr. 
Lraobr,  from  a  meeting  at  Edinburgh,  to  the  same 
efitct.— By  Mr.  Batnbs,  trook  Leeds,  for  the  abolition  of 
N^ro  Apprenticeship.— By  Captain  Gordon,  from  the 
advocates  of  Aberdeen,  against  the  Sherifik'  Court  (Scot- 
land) Bill. — By  Sir  R.  Inolis,  from  the  Dean  and  Chapter 
of  Carlisle,  against  the  suppression  of  the  Bishopric  of 
Sodor  and  Man. — By  Viscount  Sanoon,  from  Liverpool, 
and  by  Lord  C.  Fitxrot,  from  Bury  St.  Edmonds,  for 
the  abolition  of  Negro  Apprenticeship. 

The  Caroline.  The  United  States.] 
Sir  R,  Jnglis,  seeing  in  their  places  Ihe 
noble  Lords,  the  Secretaries  for  the  Home 
and  Foreign  Departments,  wished  to  ask 
them  questions  on  two  points  which  he 
knew  excited  very  great  interest  at  the 
present  moment,  both  in  the  House  and 
the  country.  He  had,  however,  he  begged 
to  add,  every  reason  to  hope,  that  the 
answers  he  should  receive  would,  in  the 
fullest  sense  of  the  word,  be  satisfactory. 
The  first  question  was  relative  to  the 
American  steamer  Caroline.  As  he  could 
not  be  content — indeed,  as  he  would  not 
condescend  to  qualify  the  transaction  in 
the  style  it  had  been  treated  in  the 
American  papers,  he  would  simply  say, 
that  his  first  question  was  relative  to  the 
steamer  Caroline.  The  second  question 
was,  would  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  object  to 
state  to  the  House  the  relation  in  which 
Mr.  Fox,  her  Majesty's  Minister  in 
America,  was  now  placed  in  respect  to 
the  United  States  government? 

Lord  Palmerston  was  happy  in  being 
able  to  answer  the  second  question  pro 
posed  by  the  hon.  Baronet.  With  regard 
to  the  first,  he  understood  no  official  ac- 
count as  to  the  aflfair  of  the  Caroline  had 
yet  reached  the  Colonial-office,  which, 
therefore,  knew  of  it  only  through  the 
doubtless  much  exaggerated  statements 
contained  in  the  American  papers.  With 
regard  to  the  relation  in  which  Mr.  Fox 
stood  at  the.  present  moment  with  the 
government  of  the  United  States,  he  was 


able  to  afford   the    House  the  fullest  m- 
formation,  inasmuch   as   that  very  day  lir 
had  received  from    that  Gentleman  a  dis 
patch,  dated  the    5th    of  January.    Mr. 
Fox,  on  the  2nd  of  last  month,  receiver 
from  Sir  Francis    Head  a  connnunicauca 
stating  what  had   taken  place  with  regard 
to  Navy  Island,  and  representing  in  simz 
terms  the  fact  of  that   place  being  hd(j 
possession  of  by  a  body  of  rebels  ainu  1 
and  equipped  in  the  United  Stales,  of  lU 
being  flocked   to    by    armed     parties  of 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  of  thti: 
being  actually  commanded  by  an  indivi- 
dual who  was   a  citizen    of  the   United 
States.     Mr.  Fox  immediately  coinmuoi- 
cated  these  facts  to  the    President  of  the 
United   States,  and    received    in  reply  a 
most  friendly  communication.  In  the  tint 
instance,  he  had  a  verbal  communication 
from  Mr.  Forsyth,  containing  an  expret- 
sion  of  sentiments  such   as  might  be  ex- 
pected   from    the  friendly    spirit   of  the 
United  States  government,  and  the  high 
sense  of  honour  by  which   that  country 
has  been   actuated   in    its    feeling*  with 
foreign  countries.  On  the  5th  instaot  Mr. 
Fox  received  a  note  from  Mr.  Forsyth,  in 
which  was  a  passage   to   this  effect:— 
**  That  allthe  constitutional  powers  vested 
in  the  executive  would   be   exercised  to 
maintain   the  supremacy    of   those  lav 
which  had  been  passed  to  fulfil  the  obli- 
gations of  the  United  States  towards  all 
nations  which    should   happen    unfortu* 
nately    to    be    engaged     in    foreign  or 
domestic  warfare."     In  addition  to  this 
assurance,  that  all  the  powers  now  vested 
in  the  central  government  should  be  used 
to  preserve  neutrality,  the  President,  on 
the  5th,  sent  down  a  special  message  to 
Congress,  stating,  that,  though  the  laws 
as  they  stood,   were  quite  sufficient  to 
punish    an   infraction   of  the   neutrality! 
they  were  not  sufficient  to  prevent  it; 
and  asking  the  Congress  to  give^ii^^'* 
ecutive  farther  powers  for  that  purpose. 
Upon  the  receipt  of  this  coromunicatioo/ 
a  short  discussion,  in  which  many  of  the 
leading  men,   such   as   Mr.  Clay,    Mr« 
Calhoun,  and  others  of  high  charaet^t 
participated,    took  place    in    Congress; 
and,  without  exception,  all   who  Bp^^ 
expressed  sentiments  of  a  most  friendly 
disposition  towards  that  country,  statin? 
a  strong  opinion  that  the  laws  should  be 
enforced,  and  that  if,  as  they  stood,  they 
were  insufficient,  stronger  powers  shov^ 
be  given  to  the  executive.    NolhifigiiA 
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short,  could  be  more  satisfactory  than  the 
communications  which  had  taken  place 
between  her  Majesty's  Government  and 
that  of  the  United  States  ;  and  he,  there- 
fore, thought  the  House  might  confidently 
trust,  although,  on  both  sides,  there  might 
have  been  committed  by  individuals  some 
acta  not  consistent  with  the  laws,  and 
somewhat  in  violation  of  tiie  friendly  spirit 
which  actuated  the  two  countries,  none  of 
those  acts  were,  in  the  least  degree,  cal- 
culated to  interrupt  the  harmony  which 
prevailed  between  the  two  countries,  or, 
in  the  slightest  degree,  to  influence  their 
existing  relations. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that,  as  the 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  had  asked  him  a 
question  with  respect  to  the  steam -vessel 
Caroline,  reported  to  have  been  burned  in 
Canada,  he  felt  called  upon  to  rise.  In 
answer  to  that  question,  he  begged  to  say, 
that  her  Majesty's  Government  had  re- 
ceived no  official  communication  with  re- 
gard to  that  transaction,  and  it  was,  there- 
fore, impossible  for  the  Government,  until 
a  dispatch  was  received,  to  state  the  cha- 
racter of  it.  The  latest  dispatch  from  Sir 
Francis  Head  was  dated  the  28th  Decem- 
ber. There  were  other  accounts  from  Sir 
John  Colborne  of  the  date  of  the  2nd 
January,  in  which  it  was  stated,  that  it 
had  been  arranged  between  him  and  Sir 
F.  Head  that  all  future  operations  against 
Navy  Island  were  to  be  carried  on  under 
his  direction,  and  that  he  was  taking  steps 
with  that  view  with  all  possible  dispatch. 

Sheriffs*  Courts  (Scotland).]  On 
the  motion  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  the 
House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on 
the  SheriiFs'  Court  (Scotland)  Bill. 
The  first  clause  having  been  put, 
Mr.  Wallace  said,  that  he  approved  of 
the  Bill  generally ;  and  thought  that  the 
country  was  deeply  indebted  to  the  learned 
Lord  who  had  brought  it  forward ;  but 
there  were  some  of  its  provisions  to  which 
he  could  not  consent.  In  the  first  place, 
by  an  act,  which  he  held  in  his  hand,  it 
was  provided  that  sheriffs-depute  should 
reatde  in  their  counties  for  the  period  of  at 
least  four  months  in  each  year ;  but  by  the 
present  Bill  it  was  provided  that  that  act 
should  be  repealed,  and  that  the  sheriffs, 
instead  of  residing  for  four  months,  should 
hold  eight  courts  within  their  respective 
counties  in  every  year.  It  was  also  pro- 
vided in  the  present  Bill  that  the  sheriffs 
should  personally  attend  to  their  duties, 


but  those  duties  were  not  defined,  and  it 
was  left  to  the  sheriffs  to  say  what  their 
duties  were.  He  considered  eight  courts 
a-year  too  few,  and  he  thought  the  duties 
of  the  sheriffs-depute  ought  to  be  defined, 
and  the  whole  duty  not  left,  as  heretofore, 
to  the  sheriffs-substitute.  He  further 
objected  that  the  sheriffs- depute  never  sat 
to  hear  appeals  within  their  own  counties, 
but  in  Edinburgh,  and  he  thought  such  a 
system  ought  to  be  amended. 

Mr.  Cntlar  Fergusson  said,  that  by  the 
present  law  of  Scotland,  the  sheriffs-depute 
were  compelled  to  reside  four  months  in 
every  year  within  their  respective  counties, 
and  the  Lord-Advocate  proposed  to  repeal 
the  clause  of  the  act  containing  that 
important  provision.  He  (Mr.  C.  Fer- 
gusson) could  not  agree  in  the  propriety 
of  repealing  the  existing  law,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  learned  Lord  would  recon- 
sider the  Bill  with  a  view  of  leaving  out  the 
first  clause  altogether.  It  had  been  said 
that  the  sheriffs- depute  ought  lo  be  persons 
frequenting  the  courts  of  law,  but  he  could 
see  no  necessity  for  such  an  arrangement. 
The  first  clause  of  the  Bill  was  the  one  he 
objected  to,  as  he  wished  to  see  the 
sheriffs-depute  residing  more  in  their 
respective  counties,  and  the  whole  business 
not  left  to  the  substitutes.  The  Bill,  as  a 
whole,  would  be  of  the  greatest  advantage 
to  Scotland. 

The  Lord' Advocate  said,  that  there  were 
sheriffs-substitute  constantly  resident  in 
each  county  of  Scotland,  so  that  the  busi- 
ness of  the  counties  was  promptly  attended 
to.  The  sheriffs-depute  and  sheriffs- 
substitute  had  power  to  decide  in  civil  and 
criminal  cases,  with  certain  reservations, 
and  it  was  his  object,  by  the  present  Bill, 
to  extend  their  power.  It  had  been  said 
that  the  sheriffs -depute  ought  to  reside  for 
a  longer  period  in  their  respective  counties, 
but  he  could  inform  the  House  that,  with 
one  exception,  those  sheriffs  who  resided 
constantly  in  their  counties  were  not  those 
who  gave  the  greatest  satisfaction.  The 
present  Bill  enforced  the  holding  of  at  least 
eight  courts  in  each  year,  and  it  was  further 
proposed  that  each  sheriff  should  report  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  the  number  of  courts 
held,  so  that  there  would  be  a  sufficient 
check  on  the  conduct  of  the  sheriffs.  The 
general  opinion  of  the  lawyers  of  Scotland 
was,  that  the  sheriffs  ought  not  to  reside 
constantly  in  their  counties,  as  by  such  a 
residence  they  lost  their  habits  of  businessi 
and  acquaintance  with  the  laws. 
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The  Attorney''General\i?A  no  hesitation 
in  saying,  that  the  time  the  sheriffs  resided 
within  their  respective  counties  was  of  little 
importance,  provided  they  were  compelled 
efiiciently  to  perform  their  duties.  There 
was  no  necessity  for  constant  residence,  and 
it  was  highly  important  that  the  sheriffs 
should  be  familiar  with  the  practice  and 
decisions  of  the  higher  courts  in  Edinburgh. 
He  thought  the  first  clause  as  well  as  the 
others  would  introduce  great  improvement 
in  the  law  of  Scotland. 

Sir  G.  <Stnc/atr  expressed  his  concurrence 
in  the  clause  as  it  stood  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  QUlon  thought  it  quite  useless  to 
retain  two  officers  when  one  was  sufficient 
for  the  discharge  of  the  duties.  In  his 
county  the  opinion  of  the  sheriff-substitute 
was  held  to  be  as  good  as  that  of  the 
sheriff  himself,  and  therefore  the  retention 
of  a  second  officer  was  wholly  unnecessary. 
He  had  no  objection  to  the  clause  under 
consideration.  With  respect  to  residence, 
he  could  state  that  the  sheriff  of  Lanark, 
one  of  the  most  important  counties  in 
Scotland,  was  resident  within  the  county, 
and  he  (Mr.  Gillon)  did  not  see  how  the 
arguments  of  the  Lord-Advocate  and  the 
Attorney- General  in  reference  to  the  neces- 
sity of  attendance  in  the  Parliament-house 
could  hold  good. 

Mr.  Hume  looked  upon  this  clause  as 
intended  to  keep  up  a  system  of  sinecures, 
and  he  maintained  that  the  charge  brought 
forward  by  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Greenock,  and  which  he  (Mr.  Hume) 
bad  himself  made  fourteen  years  ago, 
remained  wholly  unanswered. 

The-  Ix^rd  Advocate  said,  that  he  had 
no  difficulty  in  answering  the  case  put 
with  regard  to  the  exception  of  the  sheriff 
of  the  county  of  Lanark.  The  principal 
city  of  that  county  (Glasgow)  was  second 
only  to  the  metropolis  of  Scotland,  and 
from  its  commercial  character  necessarily 
law  proceedings  arose,  and  the  conse- 
quence was,  that  the  sheriff  was  in  con- 
stant employment,  and  his  judgment  and 
his  law  were  kept  up  by  the  number  of 
causes  brought  before  him.  That  was  not 
the  case  with  other  counties  in  Scotland, 
and  therefore  the  same  exception  could 
not  be  applied.  He  (the  Lord  Advocate) 
wholly  denied  that  the  office  of  sheriff  was 
a  sinecure.  On  the  contrary,  after  thirty 
years'  experience,  he  could  state  that  the 
duties  of  the  office  were  extremely  severe, 
and  a  litigant,  for  a  trifling  fee  rould  obtain 
the  judgment  of  the  sheriff  at  any  time. 


Mr.  Hume  reiterated  his  former  state- 
ment, that  the  offices  of  sheriff  were  sine- 
cures; for  a  cause  was  tried  at  Perth,  and 
the  sheriff  resident  in  Edinburgh.  The 
office  of  sheriff-depute  should  be  abo- 
lished, and  that  it  should  be  compulsory 
upon  the  sheriff  to  reside  in  his  county,  or 
that  the  sherifTs  office  should  be  lopped 
off,  and  the  sheriff-depute  retained,  with 
the  salary  of  both,  or  more,  if  necessary. 

Mr.  Pringle  concurred  with  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate.  The 
office  of  sheriff  in  Scotland  was  no  sine- 
cure, the  salaries  were  extremely  mode- 
rate, and  such  as  would  not  secure  the 
services  of  an  efficient  officer  to  be  resi- 
dent in  any  county.  It  was  most  desirable 
that  those  officers  should  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  an  attendance  in  the  superior 
courts,  and  in  that  view  he  was  supported 
by  the  judges  in  Scotland  and  other  emi- 
nent law  authorities. 

Mr.  Wallace  had  been  informed  that 
the  sheriffs  were,  of  all  other  legal  men, 
the  least  seen  in  the  Parliament-House. 
He  was  so  told ;  but  of  this  he  was  cer- 
tain, that  if  the  salaries  were  800/.  instead 
of  as  now  400/.,  every  sheriff  would  do  his 
own  duty,  and  reside  in  his  county.  At 
present  the  whole  system  was  most  vicious. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Upon  Clause  15  being  proposed, 

Mr.  Pringle  moved,  that  it  be  expunged. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  original 
question :— Ayes  56;  Noes  24:  Major- 
ity 32. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Attwood,  T. 
Bernal,  R. 
Bodkin,  J.J. 
Bowes,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brownrigg,  S. 
Buller,  C. 

Butler,  hon.  Colonel 
Chalmers,  P. 
Clay,  W. 
Crai^,  W.  G. 
Dennistoun,  J. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncan,  Viscount 
Eric,  W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 

Fergusson,rt.lin.ii.C. 
French,  F, 
Gibson^  J. 
Gordon,  R. 
Hall,  B. 
llastie,  A- 
Ueathcoat,  J. 


llorsman,  E. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hume,  J. 
Ilumphery,  J. 
Jervis,  S. 

Kinnaird,  hon.  A.  F. 
Lambton,  H. 
Lister,  E.  C. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Macleod,  R. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Conor,  Don. 
Pametl,  rt.  hon.  Sir  IL 
Parrolt,  J. 
Poulter,  J.S. 
Rice,  right  hon.  T.  S, 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.M. 
Salwey,  Colonel 
Stanlev,  E.  J. 
Style,  Sir  C. 
Thomson,  rUhn.C  P. 
TliOrnley,  T. 
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Tracy,  H.  H. 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
Wakley,  T. 
Wallace,  R. 
White,  A. 
Willsherc,  W. 


Woulfe,  Serjeant 
Young,  G.  F. 

TELLERS. 

The  Lord  Advocate 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Lockhart,  A.  M. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Pringle,  A. 
Richards,  R. 
Shaw,  right  hon.  F. 
Thompson,  Alderman 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Forbes,  W. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 


Alsager,  Captain 
Arbutbnot,  hon.  H. 
At t wood,  M. 
Bateman,  J. 
Biair,  J. 

Blennerhassett,  A. 
Broadley,  H. 
Chisholm,  A.  W. 
Darby,  G. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Gordon,  hon.  Captain 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Houstoun,  G. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 

On  an  amendment  to  Clause  17  being 
proposed,  to  the  effect  that  it  shall  be 
lawful  for  her  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State 
for  tlie  Home  Department,  from  time  to 
time,  to  name  Commissioners  to  whom 
remits  may  be  made,  to  take  such  proofs 
in  such  counties,  when  required  by  the 
sheriffs. 

Mr.  Forbes  objected  that  the  power  was 
more  appropriately  vested  in  the  sheriffs, 
who  were  more  competent  to  exercise  it 
from  the  possession  of  local  knowledge. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  words  be  inserted : — Ayes  51 ; 
Noes  20:  Majority  31. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Adam,  Sir  C. 
Bernal,  R. 
Briscoe,  J.  I. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brownrigg,  S. 
Butler,  hon.  Colonel 
Callaghan,  D. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Dennistoun,  J. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £• 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncan,  Viscount 
Erie,  W. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fergu9son,rt.  hn.  R.  C. 
French,  F. 
Gibson,  J. 
Gordon,  R. 
Hall,  B. 
Heathcote,  J. 
Horsman,  £. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Bumei  J, 


Hurophery,  J. 
Jervis,  S. 

Kinnaird,  hon.  A.  F. 
Lambton,  H. 
Lister,  E.  C. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Macleod,  R. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
0*Conor,  Don 
Farnell,  rt.  hon.  SirH. 
Poulter,  J.  H. 
Redington,  T.  N. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Salwey,  Colonel 
Sunley,  E.  J. 
Style,  Sir  C. 
Thomson,  rt.  hn.  C.  P. 
Thornley,  T. 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
Wakley,  T. 
Wallace,  R. 
White,  A. 
Wilshere,  W. 


Wood,  Sir  M. 
Woulfe,  Serjeant 
Yates,  J.  A. 


TELLERS. 

The  Lord  Advocate 
GTerrall,  M. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Houstoun,  G. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Pringle,  A. 
Richards,  R. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 


Alsager,  Captain 

Arbutbnot,  hon.  H. 

Atlwood,  M. 

Bateman,  J. 

Blair,  J. 

Blennerhassett,  A. 

Broadley,  H. 

Chisholm,  A.  W. 

Darby,  G. 

Eaton,  R.  J. 

Gordon,  hon.  Captain    Forbes,  W. 

Grimsditch,  T.  Lockhart,  A.  M. 

The  remaining  clauses  of  the  Bill  agreed 
to,  and  the  House  resumed. 
Bill  reported. 

Pluralities.]  Lord  J.  Russell  moved 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Benefices  Plurality  Bill. 

Sir  R.  Inglis  would  not  then  enter  into 
the  details  of  the  measure,  but  lest  an 
unfavorable  impression  might  exist  out  of 
that  House  that  the  evil  of  non-residence 
was  stili  to  be  charged  against  the  church, 
he  believed  that  no  Member  of  the  Legis- 
lature, whether  hostile  or  friendly  to  the 
establishment,  could  for  a  single  moment 
dispute  the  fact,  that  at  present  there  were 
more  resident  clergy  than  had  been  for  the 
last  twenty  years;  a  benefit  exclusively 
effected  by  the  energies  of  the  church 
herself. 

Lord  John  Russell  stated,  that  on  an- 
other occasion  he  should  have  to  introduce 
a  Bill  for  the  regulation  of  deans  and 
chapters  of  cathedrals,  by  which  he  hoped 
to  effect  a  saving  of  120,000/.  a-year,  to 
be  applied  to  make  better  provision  for 
spiritual  instruction  in  populous  places. 
That  Bill  would  be  introduced  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  into  effect,  with  modi- 
fications, the  fourth  report  of  the  church 
commissioners.  The  suggestions  of  the 
commissioners  contained  in  the  report 
would  be  adopted  generally  as  the  foun- 
dation of  the  Bill;  but  there  would  be 
certain  modifications  of  some  of  them 
proposed  by  him  on  the  responsibility  of 
her  Majesty's  Government,  in  which  he 
hoped  to  have  the  hon.  Baronet's  sup- 
port. One  of  these  modifications  he  might 
mention  to  the  House.  He  meant  to 
propose,  that  in  no  case  the  income  of  a 
dean  should  exceed  2,000/.  a-year  or  the 
income  of  a  canon  l|000/«    By  the  reti* 
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due  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  provide  for  the 
remuneration  of  clergymen  in  yarious  small 
livings. 

Sir  R,  Inglis  said,  that  the  anticipa- 
tions of  the  noble  Lord  were  rather  too 
sanguinary ;  because  he  thought  that  the 
last  Bill  alluded  to  was  most  vicious  in 
principle  and  injurious  in  tendency.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  such  a  measure,  from 
the  strong  opposition  it  was  likely  to 
receive  throug;hout  the  country,  could  only 
pass  that  House,  if  so  much  could  be 
effected.  It  should  be  borne  in  mind,  that 
although  the  church  had  received  many 
pecuniary  and  other  favours  from  the 
ancestors  of  hon.  Members,  that  House 
had  not  contributed  anything  to  her 
support. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  church  had 
gained  one  million  by  Queen  Anne*s 
Bounty,  and  a  million  and  a  half  by  grants 
from  that  House,  for  building  churches. 

Mr.  Hawes  had  strong  objections  to  the 
principle  of  the  measure,  as  pluralities 
were  still  to  continue,  and  as  he  thought 
that  no  individual  should  hold  two  livings. 
Neither  did  the  Bill  make  any  provision 
for  those  ecclesiastic  districts  that  by  its 
own  clauses  were  to  be  made  parishes. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Municipal  Corporations  (Ire- 
land).] Lord  J.  Russell  moved  the  Order 
of  the  Day  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
above  Bill. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  :  On  former  occasions 
when  this  question  was  in  its  corresponding 
stage  before  the  House,  I  resisted  it  by  a 
negative;  but  having  never  detained  the 
House  either  by  a  statement  of  my  objec- 
tions, or  by  a  division,  I  am  anidous,  with 
their  permission,  to  take  this  opportunity 
of  expressing  briefly  the  general  grounds 
of  my  opposition  to  the  principle  of  the 
measure. 

In  the  analogous  case  of  the  municipal 
corporations  of  England,  we  resisted  the 
principle  of  the  measure  in  that  stage  of 
the  Bill,  which,  conventionally,  in  the 
practice  of  this  House,  is  deemed  the  fittest 
stage,  namely,  the  second  reading.  I  see 
no  sufficient  reason  for  not  resisting  the  pre- 
sent  Bill  at  its  present  stage,  namely,  its  se- 
cond reading.  The  two  grounds  upon  which 
I  think  any  man  can  come  to  a  contrary 
conclusion  in  this  instance  are — 1,  That 
the  Act  of  Parliament  which  annihilated 
and  re-created  the  corporations  of  England 
has  established  a  precedent  for  treating 


every  thing  in  the  name  of  oorporati«jn 
with  equal  disregard,  and  has  rirtttaJ}/ 
destroyed  the  corporations  of  Ireland  vrfae'i 
it  destroyed  those  of  England  ;  and  ^, 
That  if  it  were  not  so,  the  case  of  tht- 
Irish  corporations  is  so  bad  that  no  one  can 
uphold  them ;  and  that  it  is  better  to  sav 
at  once,  they  are  all  bad  together:  let  v.< 
get  rid  of  them,  and  consider  afWwardt 
what  to  build  on  their  ruins. 

On  the  first  point  I  say  at  once,  that  I 
will  not  be  withheld  from  voting  against 
the  destruction  of  the  Irish  corporations, 
because  others  have  previously  destrujed 
the  corporations  of  England.  I  will  not 
be  bound  by  that  precedent ;  I  was  not  a 
party  to  that  proceeding ;  I  think  it  bad  ia 
principle;  and  I  will,  therefore,  consider 
the  case  of  the  Irish  corporations  exactly  as 
if  the  fall  of  those  in  England  had  nut 
taken  place. 

In  the  second  place,  I  say,  that  there  i> 
no  legal  or  Parliamentary  evidence  for  the 
destruction  of  these  boroughs  in  particular. 
If  no  man  would  condemn  these  boroughs 
except  those  who  had  read  the  evidence, 
not  the  tenth  of   the  tenth  of  the  House 
would  probably  be  left  to  pass  the  sen. 
tence.     Some,   indeed,  of   the    most  im- 
portant measures   of  later  times,  have  in 
fact  been  decided  before  all  the  evidence 
upon   the   subjects  in  question    had  even 
been  issued  to  us.     It  is  true  that  now,  at 
least,  we  have  the  materials  before  us ;  but 
who  has  read   them ;  v/ho  has  looked  at 
them?     If  this  bill   were   a   bill  in  the 
nature  of  a  private  bill  to  alter  the  consti- 
tution of  any  one  of  these  boroughs,  say 
Cashel,  for  instance,  there  is  hardly  any 
one  Member  on  either  side  of  the  House 
who  would  vote  for  or  against  it  without 
knowing    something    of    the   case.      He 
would  say,  it  affects  private  interests ;  and 
I   will  not  run   the  ri^  of  injuring  any 
man,   without  knowing  more  than  I  do 
know  of  the  case.     But  what  we  will  not 
do   in  the    case  of  one  borough,  we  do, 
without  fear  or  shame,  in  the  case  of  fifty. 
So  much  for  our  ignorance  on  the  subject; 
but,  for  the  sake   of   argument,    I   will 
admit,  first,   that  vre  all  knew   the  evi- 
dence ;  and,  secondly,  that  the  evidence  ail 
proved  the  guilt  of  the  boroughs  which  we 
propose  to  disfranchise ;  that  is  to  say,  the 
existing   municipal  corporation  of   which 
we  propose   entirely   to    destroy   and  re- 
model.    I  ask  any  lawyer  in  or  out  of  the 
House  to  say,  whether  the  gravest  allega- 
tion made  against  any  of  these  boroughs  of 
wilful  alienation  of  the  corporate  estates 


795  Controverted  Elections,  {Feb.  2}  Skipt  Mortgages  Bill,  726 


could  not  be  remedied  by  the  existing  law 
of  tbe  land,  without  destroying  the  cha- 
racter  of  that  perpetual  existence,  the  body 
corporate.  I'he  Court  of  Chancery  is  the 
remedy  for  one  set  of  abuses ;  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  is  the  remedy  for  the  other. 
Has  either  been  tried?  Till  both  have 
been  tried,  and  found  wanting,  I,  for  one, 
shall  continue  to  hold,  that  the  remedies 
provided  by  the  constitution  have  been 
wilfully  and  systematically  neglected. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  if  the  noble  Lord 
intended  tu  name  another  day  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  measure,  he  should  not 
impede  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  but 
defer  expressing  his  opinion  till  a  future 
stage.  If  it  was  put  off,  he  hoped  it 
would  be  deferred  till  after  the  Committee 
on  the  Poor-law  Bill,  with  which  it  was 
connected.  The  Poor-law  Bill  ought  to 
have  the  precedence. 

liOrd  John  Russell  intended  to  take  the 
Poor-law  Bill  first,  and  to  defer  the  discus- 
sion of  this  measure  till  afterwards,  though 
he  could  not  name  a  day  for  that  Com- 
mittee. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Controverted  Elections.]  Mr, 
Hume  moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
the  further  consideration  of  the  Report  of 
the  Controverted  Election  Fees'  Commit- 
tee. He  observed  that  the  report  con- 
tained the  unanimous  resolution  of  the 
Committee,  though  at  first  there  had 
been  great  difference  of  opinion  in  the 
Committee.  The  object  had  been  to 
ascertain  what  fees  appertained  to  public 
duties  and  what  to  private  services,  and 
the  Committee  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  all  fees  charged  by  individuals  in 
that  House  were  of  a  public  nature,  and 
to  recommend  the  House  to  abolish  such 
fees,  and  to  place  the  persons  receiving 
them  in  the  same  situation  as  other  public 
officers.  These  fees  were  in  some  cases 
of  large  amount ;  the  average  of  the  whole 
was  about  one-seventh  or  one-eighth  of 
tbe  entire  expense  of  a  controverted  elec- 
tion. Instead  of  a  resolution  at  the  end 
of  the  report,  he  had  had  the  assistance 
of  the  officers  of  the  House  in  drawing  up 
another,  and  he  moved  that  "  all  fees 
in  proceedings  before  the  House  with 
reference  to  controverted  elections,  ac- 
cording to  the  scale  of  fees  in  1831  and 
1803,  be  abolished."  There  was  another 
charge  which  was  embraced  by  his  next 
resolution;  if  either  of  the  Members  re- 


quired copies  of  the  evidence  for  his  own 
use  he  was  obliged  to  pay  for  it  to  the 
House  at  the  same  rate  which  the  short- 
hand writer  charged,  namely.  Is.  per  folio. 
He  moved  ^*  that  the  charge  for  copies  of 
evidence  and  documents  furnished,  when 
requested,  to  either  of  the  parties,  be 
reduced  from  Is,  to  4d,  per  folio  of 
seventy- two  words. 
Resolutions  agreed  to. 

Ships  Mortgages  Bill.]  Mr,  Young 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Ships* 
Mortgages  Bill.  He  was  surprised  at 
the  opposition  which  he  understood  the 
Bill  was  to  meet  with  at  the  eleventh  hour 
from  the  hon.  Membei  for  Sunderland 
and  others.  If  he  had  not  supposed  that 
the  Bill  would  have  met  with  general 
satisfaction,  he  would  not  have  pressed  it. 
The  intention  was  to  remedy  in  a  degree 
great  and  acknowledged  evils.  The 
enactments  of  the  Bill  met  with  two 
classes  of  objectors  of  a  different  charac- 
ter :  one  thought  it  went  too  far,  and  fet- 
tered the  owners  of  ships  in  the  hypothe* 
cation  of  their  property  ;  the  other  class 
thought  it  did  not  go  far  enough,  and 
that  it  ought  to  prevent  the  owner  of  a 
ship  from  mortgaging  the  ship  at  all. 
This  was  a  proof  that  he  had  steered  be- 
tween two  e3:tremes.  When  Mr.  Hus- 
kisson  introduced  his  measure  it  was  con- 
sidered a  boon  to  the  shipowner  that  he 
was  permitted  to  mortgage  his  ship.  It 
was  said  that  the  Bill  was  intended  to 
operate  for  the  benefit  of  the  shipping 
traders;  but  he  had  brought  it  forward 
as  a  shipowner,  and  the  shipowners  ad- 
mitted that  it  was  for  their  benefit.  Se- 
veral instances  bad  occurred  of  ships 
which  had  been  fitted  out  under  advances 
on  mortgage,  and  the  mortgagee  bad  dis- 
posed of  the  property,  sometimes  in  col- 
lusion with  the  mortgagor,  to  the  preju- 
dice of  the  creditor.  In  1836  a  commit- 
tee of  shipowners  disapproved  of  the 
Registry  Act  as  leading  to  fraud,  and  in 
1837  the  same  Committee  stated  in  their 
report  that  he  (Mr.  G.  F.  Young)  had 
obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  for  the 
purpose  of  modifying  the  Registry  Act, 
and  thus  checking  the  system  of  fraud 
which  existed.  It  was  not,  therefore,  a 
shipowner's  question ;  for  those  parties 
felt  that  the  mortgagees  in  too  many  cases 
acted  improperly,  and  were  anxious  to 
check  the  evil  which  prevailed.  The  pre- 
sent system  was  in  fact  injurious  to  the 
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interests  of  the  shipowners ;  for  in  foreign 
countries  an  opinion  prevailed,  that  the 
shipowners  of  this  country  were  not  to^be 
trusted,  and  when  captains  of  vessels 
offered  bills  for  provisions  and  ships  stores 
they  were  refused ;  and  the  foreign  mer- 
chants providing  the  stores,  instead  of 
accepting  those  bills,  would  take  nothing 
but  a  bottomry  bond.  That  was  the 
effect  of  the  present  system  of  mortgages, 
and  it  must  be  obvious  that  such  results 
must  create  the  greatest  inconvenience. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  the  opposition 
he  was  now  to  encounter  was  unfair.  He 
had  no  personal  motives  in  bringing  for- 
ward the  Bill,  and  he  would  not  have 
introduced  it  if  he  had  not  been  led  to 
believe  by  the  shipowners  that  such  a 
measure  would  prove  beneficial  to  them. 
He  still  thought  that  the  Bill  would  prove 
advantageous  to  shipowners,  and  that 
those  who  now  opposed  him  took  an  erro- 
neous view  of  the  measure.  One  objec- 
tion which  had  been  raised  to  the  Bill 
was  the  unpleasant  publicity  to  which  the 
shipowner  would  be  subjected  in  effecting 
a  mortgage.  Under  the  present  system, 
however,  it  was  well  known  that  the  mort- 
gage was  not  valid  unless  it  was  recorded 
at  the  custom-house,  and  that  too  with 
the  greatest  publicity,  and  all  tradesmen, 
and  every  person  interested,  might  go  to 
the  custom-house  and  examine  the  record. 
There  was,  therefore,  complete  publicity 
under  the  present  system.  What,  then, 
was  the  provision  of  the  present  Bill  ?  It 
was  proposed  that  previous  to  effecting  a 
mortgage,  thirty  days'  notice  should  be 
given,  and  all  persons  having  claims  upon 
the  vessel  were  to  lodge  those  claims  with 
the  registrar,  and  when  so  lodged^  the 
parties  were  to  have  a  preferable  lien. 
The  effect  of  this  would  be  to  prevent  all 
those  fraudulent  proceedings  which  had 
been  so  much  complained  of,  and  which 
had  proved  so  injurious  to  tradesmen.  He 
could  not  imagine  how  any  objection 
should  be  offered  to  such  a  plan.  Acts 
of  mortgage  did  not  require  to  be  executed 
rapidly,  and  it  was  quite  clear  that  under 
the  old  system  justice  was  defeated. 
Nor  was  there  any  thing  novel  in  the 
course  of  proceeding  he  proposed ;  for 
under  the  old  maritime  law  those  who 
supplied  the  ship  had  a  preferable  lien. 
He  might  mention  that  he  had  received 
from  all  parts  of  the  country  attestations 
favourable  to  the  Bill,  and  he  had  not 
received  one  opiaion  condemnatory  of  the 


measure.     Some  persons  bad  expressed  a 
wish  that  its  provisions  should  be  extended 
to  Ireland ;  but  he  had  thought  in  making 
use  of  the  expression  ''  united  kingdom,* 
he  had  thereby  included  Ireland.      Th« 
same  wish  had  been  expressed  in  regard 
to  Scotland,  which   he   also  thought  he 
had   included  by  the  expression   he   had 
used.     If,  however,  he  found  himself  io 
error  in  this  particular,  he  should  take  ao 
opportunity  afterwards  to  extend  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  both    to  Ireland  and 
Scotland.     He  thought  he  had  now  said 
enough  to  convince  the  House  he  had  not 
introduced  the  Bill  from  an  obstinate  ad- 
herence to  his  own  opinion  ;  and  he  could 
assure  them  that  he  had  brought  forward 
the  measure  under  the  belief  that  it  would 
be  for  the  advantage  of  those  on  whose 
support  he  calculated,  but  who  were  now, 
some  of  them,  hostile  to  the  plan  he  bad 
proposed  for  terminating  the   system  of 
fraud  which,  it  had  been  allowed,  existed. 
He  hoped  he  had  been  able  sufiBciently  to 
explain  his  views  and  to  make  the  measure 
understood.     He  had  avoided  all  techni- 
cal details,  and  he  would  now  leave  the 
Bill  to  be  disposed  of  as  the  House  might 
see  fit,  and  bow  to  the  better  judgment  of 
those  whom  he  knew  were  prepared  to 
state  their  opinion  on  the  subject. 

The  question  that  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time  having  been  put  from  the 
chair. 

Alderman  Thompson  said,  he  did  not 
think  there  was  any  good  ground  for  the 
hon.   Member  complaining  of    the  BJI 
being    opposed    at    the   eleventh    hour. 
When  the  hon.  Member  brought  forward 
the  Bill  last  year,  he  had  expressed  to  the 
hon .  Member  that  he  entertained  strong 
doubts  as  to  its  operation,  and  when  it 
was  introduced  this  year  he  had  stated 
distinctly  that  he  would  not  pledge  him- 
self to  support  it     It  was  hardly  neces- 
sary for  him  to  point  out  the  importance 
of  the  Registry  Act  which  this  Bill  pro- 
posed to  modify.     It  would  be  recollected 
that  the  Shipping  Registration  Bill  had 
been  under  the  consideration  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  that  House  for  many  years,  and 
it  came  before  them  so  strongly  recom- 
mended by  that  Committee  that  it  passed 
through  the  House  without  any  opposition. 
The  particular  clause  enabling  shipowners 
to  raise   money  by  mortgage  had  been 
strongly  recommended  by  the  Committee, 
and  Lord  Tenterden  had  also  expressed  a 

Strong  opinion  in  its  favour.    That  clause 
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proposed  tViat  mortgages  should  be  regis- 1  The  Solicitor-  General  gave  the  fullest 
tered  at  the  port  from  which  the  vessel  credit  for  sincerity  to  the  hon.  Member 
sailed,  and  at  the  Custom-house  in  Lon-  who  had  introduced  the  Bill,  and  the 
don,  and  the  books  in  which  those  regis-  hoo.  Member  who  had  supported  it;  but 
tries  were  entered  were  to  be  open  to  the  ,  he  was  opposed  to  the  measure  upoa 
inspection  of  all  parties  concerned.  What  !  general  principles.  The  hon.  Member  for 
was  the  alteration  now  proposed  ?  Instead  |  Whitby  had  assimilated  the  provisions  of 
of  a  shipowner  remaining  in  a  position  to  .  this  Bill  to  the  registration  in  the  county 
raise  a  little  money  when  wanted  he  was  ■  of  York,  but  that  very  system  already 
to  be  obliged  to  give  thirty  days*  notice  {  prevailed  in  respect  to  shipping,  which,  as 
of  any  intended  mortgage,  and  if  that  regarded  other  property,  only  had  exist- 
mortgage  were  effected  at  a  distance  from  ence  in  the  county  of  which  the  hon, 
the  metropolis  the  officer  receiving  the  ,  Member  had  spoken.  In  fact,  there 
notice  was  to  transmit  a  copy  to  London,  existed  now  a  registry  of  shipping,  and 
and  if  any  tradesman  gave  notice  of  any  if  a  mortgage  was  about  to  be  ef- 
claim  for  supplies  to  the  vessel,  that  fected,  information  of  previous  liabilities 
tradesman  was  to  have  a  preferable  lien,  could  be  ascertained.  But  what  did 
Now,  he  would  ask,  was  there  any  thing  j  this  Bill  propose  ?  Why,  that  any  indi- 
in  shipping  property  that  rendered  such  a  '  vidual    who  chose   to  call   himself    the 


process  necessary  ?  There  was  no  other 
property  subject  to  the  same  process,  and 
if  the  hon.  Member  would  go  through  the 


creditor  of  a  shipowner,  might  impose  on 
that  shipownerthe  difficulty  of  being  unable 
to  raise  money  upon  that  description  of 


mortgages  effected  on  other  kinds  of  pro-  !  property.  In  fact,  the  bill  gave  to  a  man 
perty  he  would  no  doubt  find  cases  of  on  his  own  ipse  dixit,  all  the  benefit  and 
fraud  equally  gross  as  those  he  had  cited.  '  advantage  of  a  mortgage,  without  afford- 
Tliere  was,  perhaps,  as  little  of  shipping  !  ing  any  of  those  precautionary  protections 
as  of  any  other  kind  of  property  mort-  ,  which  a  mortgage  gave  to  the  mortgager, 
gaged,  and  why  should  shipowners  be  No  questions  presented  more  difficulty 
placed  in  a  worse  position  than  persons '  to  the  courts  of  equity  and  law  than 
raising  money  on  any  other  description  of  i  did  those  arising  from  and  affecting  the 
property  ?  If  he  understood  the  Bill,  its  shipping  interests ;  and  though  it  had  been 
effect  was  to  make  an  exception  of  this  '  said,  that  this  Bill  would  remove  those 
kind  of  property,  which  he  conceived  was  difficulties,  and  was  therefore  satisfactory 
neither  fair  nor  just  to  the  shipowners,    to  the  shipping  interests,  he  could  say  it 


He  contended  that  this  Bill  was  wholly 
absurd,  for  while  it  prevented  a  shipowner 


would  be  equally  satisfactory  to  his  pro- 
fession, inasmucb  as,  instead  of  preventing 


from  mortgaging  his  vessel,  it  contained  it  would  lead  to  endless  litigation.  He 
no  provision  to  hinder  him  from  selling  it, '  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
and  thus  defrauding  those  whom  it  was  land  in  thinking  that  this  Bill,  if  good  at 
sought  by  the  measure  to  protect.  For  all,  did  not  go  half  far  enough,  for  though 
these  reasons  he  felt  it  to  be  hrs  duty  to  it  prevented  a  shipowner  from  mortgaging, 
move  as  an  amendment  that  this  Bill  be  '  it  did  not  preclude  him  from  selling  his 
read  a  second  time  this  day  six  months.  ship.  Looking  at  the  measure  in  a  gen- 
Mr.  A,  Chapman  supported  the  Bill,  eral  point  of  view,  he  could  not  see  that 
which  went  to  establish  a  system  of  regis-  j  any  case  had  been  made  out  for  passing  it 
tration  of  liabilities  similar  to  that  which    into  a  law. 

existed  with  reference  to  other  descrip-  Sir  J.  R.  Reid  said,  that  as  a  ship- 
tions  of  property  in  the  county  of  York,  owner,  he  never  was  more  pleased  in  his 
From  that  system  of  registration  no  in-  >  life  than  he  was  with  the  speech  of  the 
convenience  had  either  arisen  or  been  |  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had 
complained  of.  The  Bill  would  work  no 'just  sat  down,  and  who,  in  his  opinion, 
hardship,  and  was  only  a  just  protection  j  had  upon  this  question  hit  the  right  nail 
to  the  fair,  honest  tradesman  furnishing  I  on  the  head.  He  had  looked  at  the  peti- 
the  tackle  and  furniture  of  a  ship  against  tion  presented  by  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
the  preference  which  a  mortgagee  now  !  Member  for  Tynemouth,  in  favour  of  the 
had.  On  the  whole  he  supported  the  !  measure,  but  he  could  not  Gnd  that  one 
Bill,  which  he  thought  would  work  bene-  single  shipowner  had  signed  it ;  and  after 
ficiaily  even  for  the  shipping  interests  consulting  a  large  number  of  the  body,  he 
themselves.  I  could  state  with  truth,  that  with  one  or 
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two  exceptions,  there  was  hardly  a  ship- 
owner that  was  not  positively  opposed  to 
the  bill.  He  should  give  every  opposition 
in  his  power  to  the  measure,  satisfied  as 
he  was,  that  it  would  work  material  injury 
to  the  commercial  interests  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Jervis  dissented  from  the  grounds 
of  opposition  to  this  Bill  taken  both  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dover,  and  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Solicitor- 
General.  He  was  one  who  thought  that 
all  descriptions  of  property  should  be  de- 
barred from  mortgage  unless  notice  was 
given  to  enable  all  persons  to  come  in  and 
say—"  I  object  to  this  security,  having 
myself  an  equitable  claim  upon  the  pro- 
perty." This  bill  had  first  introduced 
that  principle,  and  he  hailed  it  as  a  good 
measure.  He  hoped,  however,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tynemouth  would  allow  it  to 
go  to  a  Committee  up  stairs ;  or,  even 
approving  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  he 
should  be  compelled  to  give  a  reluctant 
vote  against  the  second  reading.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Solicitor 
General  had  said,  that  this  was  a  bad  bill, 
because  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Teignraouth,  bad  taken  a  wrong  tribunal 
to  adjudicate  on  the  rights  which  it  af- 
fected. Let  that  be  settled  in  a  Commit- 
tee up  stairs.  Matters  of  detail  might  be 
considered  there.  He  was  in  favour  of  the 
principle  of  the  measure,  as  he  considered 
that  it  would  give  the  honest  creditor  a 
protection  against  the  fraudulent  ship- 
owner, which  at  present  he  did  not  possess. 

Mr.  Clay  could  not  agree  with  the 
statement  which  had  been  made,  that  the 
grievances  which  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Teignmouth,  sought  to  remedy 
were  of  a  trifling  kind,  but  he  might  be 
permitted  to  doubt  whether  the  remedy 
for  those  grievances  was  within  the  reach 
of  legislation,  or  at  least  within  the  reach 
of  that  particular  remedy  which  his  hon. 
Friend  proposed  to  apply  to  them.  His 
hon.  Friend  called  on  the  House  to  affirm 
a  great  principle,  affecting  great  interests, 
and  a  large  amount  of  properly,  for  the 
protection  of  a  class,  which,  although  re- 
spectable, his  hon.  Friend  must  allow, 
was  not  very  considerable  in  point  of  num- 
bers. His  hon.  Friend  proposed  to  put 
simple  contract  creditors  on  a  footing  with 
mortgage  creditors.  He  thought  this 
unfair,  as  a  mortgage  proceeded  on  an 
agi'eement  between  the  parties,  and  it  did 
not  seem  equitable  to  him  to  place  a 
simple  contract  debt  on  the  same  ground. 


It  was  quite  clear  that  the  measure  which 
bad  been  introduced  by  his  hoa.  Friead 
was  not  viewed  with  approbation  by  thom 
who  represented  the  interests  f  tbe  ship- 
owners in  that  House,  and  under  these 
circumstances  he  recommended  htm  to 
withdraw  his  Bill.  His  hon.  Friend 
would  then  have  an  opportunity  of  le-con- 
considering  its  provisions,  and  he  oiigLi 
possibly  be  able  to  frame  a  measure  which 
might  be  less  objectionable  to  the  respect- 
able class  whose  interests  were  afifected 
by  it. 

Mr.  Ingham  said,  that  the  shipowoers 
of  the  north  entirely  coincided  with  bim 
in  the  objections  which  he  entertained  to 
this  bill,  and  he  felt  a  strong  objection, 
both  to  the  principle  which  it  established, 
and  also  to  the  selection  of  the  shipowoers 
for  the  first  exemplification  of  that  princi- 
ple.    The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chester  seemed  to  think  that  when  a  man 
had  incurred  a  simple  contract  debt,  he 
ought  never  to  make  a  title  to  any  pro* 
perty  which  he  wished  to  alienate  without 
first  satisfying  that  debt.     Let  the  boo. 
and    learned   Member  bring  forward  that 
general  proposition  and  discuss  it,  and  he 
(Mr.  Ingham)  should  be  ready  to  meet  iu 
But  in  what  a  position  did  his  hon.  Friend 
wish  to   place  the  ship  chandler  ?      He 
wished   to  give  them  the  benefit  of  a 
mortgage   without  the    expense.     What, 
however,   was   the  dock  owner's  situation 
now  ?     He    might  if  he  pleased,  if  not 
paid  for  the  repairs,  detain  the  ship  itself. 
The  effect  of  his  hon.  Friend's  bill  would 
be,  to  give  the  ship  repairer  greater  facili- 
ties for  recovering  his  debt  than  any  other 
person  possessed.      It  might  be  made  the 
means  of  an  unjust  creditor  levying  an  ex- 
orbitant demand  on  the  shipowner.     Sup- 
pose a  merchant  had    put  an  East  India- 
man  into  dock,   and  had  contracted  with 
the  dock  owner  for  her  repair  for  a  sum  of 
500/.,  and  having  repaired  her,  wished  to 
effect  a  mortgage  on  the  ship  for  5,000/. 
to   pay  for  the  cargo  with  which  he  in- 
tended to  load  her.     Well,  suppose  the 
dock   owner    sent  in  a  bill   for  repairs 
amounting  to  700/.  on  the  ground  of  some 
inconsiderable    alterations    having    been 
made.     The  dock  owner,  under  tbe  provi- 
sions of  his  hon.  Friend's  bill,  might  inter- 
pose his  claim,   and  prevent  the  raising  of 
the  5,000/.  to  pay  for  the  cargo,  until  his 
demand  was  satisfied,   and  the  shipowner, 
rather  than  submit  to  the  delay,  would 
consent  to  pay  an  unjust  claim  of  200/, 
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On  these  grounds  and  on  others  connected 
^witb  matters  of  detail,  into  which  he  would 
not  then  enter,  he  should  support  the 
opposition  which  had  been  offered  to  the 
bill. 

Sir  /.  Duhe,  as  an  extensive  shipowner. 


number  of  Conacre  tenants  in  the  province 
of  Lei  aster  had  increased  considerably 
within  the  last  two  Tears.  Conacre  was  a 
species  of  sub-lettiD^  which  regarded  the 
poorer  classes  merelr,  sud  consisted  io  tlie 
fact  of  the  farzifr   i.tt  Dg  a  snill  portion 
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must   say  that  he   «as  oiposed   to  th  s    of  iacd  t^  tne   li'o^irer.   s^.d  f-j'j  sK:*:-^ 

measure,  and  he  could  show  thaiibe  s':  •>-  |  the  c'^r-are  fc^  t'-e  s..i,  w^.  .-e  the  1'i.bccref 

owners  of  Scotland  and  of  Newcastle  2:ii 

Sunderland    participated  in    Lis  fer->r? 

with  respect  to  it;  but  he  was  qui'e   sltc 

from  the  temper  of  the   Hot2>e,  tiit  .: 

would  not  be  necessary  to  enter  :r':  t"*-r 

« 

evidence.  He  had  been  enr'g-r-d  in  ::r 
shipping  trade  for  twenty  yeirs,  zzi  r; 
never  knew  but  one  instance  of  i  frsrir- 
lent  mortgage  by  a  shi.  owner. 

Mr.  P.  Thcffison  woild  recoir.aDri^f  V.t 
hon.  Friend,  after  what  fca'l  ps?5^d,tr  «: 
draw  hisbill.  Inhisopin'on  r  .sL:r.  Fr.f^TiJ 
did  perfectly  right  in  brinir^rig  il  tbe  c-fB- 
sure;  but  it  was  iccc.T.bent  cz.  r  !r  •. 
show,  either  that  it  would  be^en:  :i£  s*  r- 
owners  themselves,  cr  that  sDCietXi-erf-i.  .* 
was  so  much  injured  by  t-e  ei  srrig  lii's 
that  an  alteration  wasa^L-siIzte'v  n^^ass-i  rr , 
From  what  had  pa>scd  it  w^s  qi.  e  :.c£j 
that  no  such  case  had  been  r:.--r  cli. 
He  therefore  recom me rdet:  i/.s  Lou.  Fnem 
to  withdraw  his  meos-jre  ti.i  scxe  degree 
of  unanimity  prevailed  cs  the  SLb.tri. 

Mr.  G,  /^.  yoMfi^,  in  repjy.siucl  tiit-t  be 
had  been  urged  by  the  §h  jiowDcrb  iijeai- 
selves  to  introduce  L.s  bi.l,  but  wbeL  ui 
found  their  represent stii es,  iLr.'^bi.ec  ♦} 
their  constituents,  op  po>i:  g  ii,  he  ic  :  ill: 
it  would  be  useless  to  prt^b  iLe  nii.«i^u:t- 
He  repudiated  the  i^ea  cf  b.s  beng  at:- 
uated  by  any  cih*T  dei^  re  iLfen  ti.i  t  of 
benefitting  that  co3^nr.^.:cia]  iii'esi  win. 
which  he  was  iuiiniditflT  ccrriuecied.  nui 
which  he  bad  exerted  Lun^lf  m  promDiiui: 
for  many  vears. 

Bill  withdraws. 


■T ;:  g'liT'ai''-*  : — 1;  ai^itt  jt  u  tii€  ?t^cu'r*j 

li'jtr  »:w/l  vai  g'N-L   i.in   il   ti»»:  hrs:  ii^ 
FltintTi  fir  t:it  rtr.:  m  Hii  Tji.ul— e  it:i:aiit 
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,  propL'StfC  iL  nj'-Li.'';  tiit  lav  t»'  inirL'Uui:. gr- 
ille iirr'^ji"  :in,  .1*3:  r  tue  Jauili-Tt  i^z-i  .-^ 
i.e^fc  fLiiS'-'iiiet  It  acrtrep:  tai  ij^CLrii'  j:  s. 

:.e;  "vt  uii:  i»:'  1. 1  ri^'ii:  u  _*urn  an;  ttuer 


i>e  villi jut  1)7'  luu.-t  u  a.  \  hm^.^ul  ,i-^i*>^ 

L  J;":vii;i'il    tut  leLdi't   flu...,    .A.  •--OUj;>-wcli 

er.Utft  It  hli*  vt  o:  pu:  i.ua^,  'j\i»r:'  i^jijiws^. 

tue  tui.'^  ii'  iL  \  I'AAV  i.»:    :*:a'.L.  a*,  a  mj^'i 

rau  ti'  ti^'^:^      •^^t   p:ojrj»<t   litai  t;jc  l»j1 

Mipuit    ut   I'r'-.c^  i.  to^'--u:*c    iiiue  Xitti  i»»jt;»*. 

ttuc   ii.tit    tu   c'jin:ii!tia"  fc.Kjdjc.    u.   f»Os> 

If^jifC  u  €i  O  riair  oa;  .  nx  oitifi*  tua     liit 

Bill.]     Mr.  Lwc^s,  il  iiicriiij  **j*  s'^jviit     v-'o'j*:   e^*.-*^   I'im^  .•I-iiiu"  nii^ii:  uav».  aii 

reading  of  this  b  ii,  ob«;!%ec,  'iiut  iiu  uu- 

ject  in  introducioeit  hac  b%i'  V,  n"j«t>^* 

the  condition  of  tSe  *^i»«.iii  teuanvy  o' 

Ireland,  with   rcfereocc   t'-»   «    ^\suy^rr.  n*  | 

which  their  iodi^iuual  r  »*Tettt  ^^•♦♦r,  »' j 

most  without  an  eicet^t  »or .   '."«v  'trC       bt  • 

a  report  of  the  F(jot  Lbw  C't  wf .  .',t 

for  Ireland  it  appeared  ti  at  Ctrt-oi"*  v  £. 

found  to  be  yeoeri!  m  eTeri  t»a*o*''  v»  '_' 

had  been   *!*-i'e'J   fv  ui*'  A»-»'-s'.ai.*^- .••'. 
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moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  heariog 
Mr.  Roebuck  at  the  bar  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Roebuck  came  to  the  bar^  and  said  : 
I  appear  at  your  bar^  my  Lords^  as  agent 
of  the  House  of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada, 
for  the  purpose  of  laying  before  you  state- 
ments, and  arguments  thereon^  which^  in 
my  belief,  prove  the  impolicy  and  the  in- 
justice of  a  bill  now  pending  in  your  Lord- 
ships' House,  entitled,  very  falsely,  in  my 
opinion,  "An  Act  for  the  better  govern- 
ment of  Lower  Canada."  This  act  is  in- 
tended as  a  punishment ;  it  not  only 
attempts  to  provide  for  the  future  better 
government  of  Canada,  but  while  it  does 
so  punishes  my  clients  for  supposed  mis- 
deeds. The  necessity  for  this  extra- 
ordinary measure  is  supposed  to  arise  out 
of  the  conduct  of  the  people  of  Lower 
Canada  and  their  representatives.  The 
difficulties  which  have  existed  in  the 
government  of  Canada  are  asserted  to 
have  their  origin  in  the  desires  of  the 
House  of  Assembly,  which  house  has 
been  supported  by  the  unanimous  voice 
of  their  constituents.  Their  desires  are 
presumed  to  be  mischievous ;  and,  there- 
fore, rather  than  yield  to  them,  it  is  pro- 
posed to  deprive  the  people  of  a  repre- 
sentative government  —  to  reduce  the 
hitherto  self-governed  inhabitants  of  our 
American  province  to  the  abject  condition 
of  an  Hindoo  serf.  It  proposes  to  take 
from  them  the  right  which  every  other 
people  on  that  continent  possesses,  and, 
in  place  of  their  rights,  to  send  them  a 
dictator,  to  govern  according  to  his 
arbitrary  discretion.  My  duty,  my 
Jjords,  upon  this  extraordinary  and  mo- 
mentous proposal  is  two-fold.  I  have 
first  to  prove  the  injustice,  next  to  point 
out  the  impolicy  of  this  measure.  I  shall 
prove  that  it  is  unjust  by  disproving  the 
assertion,  that  the  House  of  Assembly  has 
been  guilty  of  the  misdeeds  laid  to  their 
charge.  I  shall  prove  that  their  conduct, 
so  far  from  deserving  any  reprobation,  has 
been  just,  firm,  and  prudent ;  that  their 
demands  are  those  which  a  wise  and  honest 
body  of  representatives  ought  strenuously 
to  have  insisted  on,  and  that  the  measures 
which  they  have  adopted  to  attain  their 
ends  have  been  such  as  the  constitution 
sanctions — such  as  great  prudence,  for- 
bearance, and  an  earnest  desire  for  the 
well-being  of  their  country  demanded. 
Furthermore,  I  sliall  show,  that  the  really 
guilty  parties,  they  who  have  unwisely 
and  wickedly  checked  the  operations  of 
government,  and  put  a  stop  to  all  im- 


provement in  this  magnificent  province, 
are  they  who  are  instigating  your  Lord- 
ships to  break  in  upon  the  established 
principles  of  representative  government, 
by  this  violent,  high-handed,  and  arbi. 
trary  proceeding.  It  will  be  my  painful 
duty  to  show  your  Lordships,  that  if  on 
any  side  there  has  been  folly,  haste,  vio- 
lence, procrastination,  vacillation,  igno- 
rance, petulance,  and  unconstitutional 
proceedings,  they  have  been  manifested, 
not  in  the  conduct  of  the  Assembly,  but 
in  that  of  those  who  have  resistecl  their 
just  demands ;  and  that  among  those  who 
have  chiefly  evinced  all  these  evil  quali. 
ties,  the  colonial  administrations,  past  and 
present,  are  eminently  conspicuous.  I 
shall  not,  my  Lords,  attempt  to  justify 
revolt;  but  1  shall  justify  the  Assembly, 
by  showing  that  the  unhappy  insurrection 
in  Lower  Canada,  which  has  been  sup- 
pressed with  a  cruelty  shamefiil  to  our 
national  character,  lies  not  at  their  door, 
but  was  the  legitimate  offspring  of  the 
folly,  and  the  ignorance,  and  the  injustice 
which  seem  to  be  the  necessary  adjuncts 
and  appendages  of  our  colonial  adminis- 
tration. If  I  shall  succeed  in  these 
attempts,  my  case  as  to  the  injustice  of 
this  measure  will  be  fully  made  out,  and 
it  will  be  plain  to  your  Lordships  that  the 
real  culprits  nearer  at  hand  are  about  to 
escape,  while  the  innocent  who  are  distant 
are  to  be  treated  as  the  guilty.  I  shall 
then  attempt  to  make  your  Lordships 
aware  of  the  great  impolicy  of  this  mea- 
sure, by  pointing  out  a  means  of  allaying 
all  discontent  in  Canada,  and  providing  for 
the  regular  and  peaceful  administration  of 
the  government,  means  far  more  e£5caciou8, 
more  constitutional,  and  less  revolting  to 
the  feelings  of  all  men  accustomed  to  re* 
presentative  government,  than  the  pro- 
posed dangerous  experiment.  I  will, 
with  your  Lordships'  leave,  submit  to 
you  a  scheme  which,  while  it  will  secure 
peace  for  the  present,  will  also  provide 
security  for  the  future ;  and  while  I  do 
all  this,  I  shall  endeavour  to  show  that 
the  proposed  scheme  is  one  of  unmingled 
mischief^  and  that  the  noble  Lord  who  is 
about  to  attempt  to  carry  it  into  execution 
will  find  all  his  good  intentions  frustrated, 
all  his  hopes  of  peace  dashed  to  the  groaod, 
by  the  suspension  of  the  Canadian  consti- 
tution ;  that  the  government  of  force  which 
he  is  about  to  institute  can  never,  while 
the  colony  is  ours^  be  succeeded  by  a  go. 
vernment  of  law ;  that,  in  short,  we  are 
blindly  preparing  for  a  violent  disruption 
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of  the  empire,  and  that  we  shall  after  this 
fatal  .measure  is  passed,  hold  Canada  by 
the    sword,   and  maintain  our  dominion 
only  so  long  as  an  overwhelming  military 
force  overrides  and  represses  the  indignant 
desires  of  an  injured  and  insulted  people. 
Before  I  attempt  a  defence  of  the  House  of 
Assembly,  however,  I  mu»t  accurately  as- 
certain that  of  which  they  are  accused ;  and 
this^  iu  reality,  constitutes  the  most  difficult 
portion  of  my  ta^k.     For,  amidst  the  wild 
farrago  that  lias  been  spoken  and  written, 
it  is  hard  to  tell  what  has  been  put  forth 
as   matter  of  serious  charge.    Much  has 
been  asserted  with  base  motives,  and  for 
base   purposes ;    prejudices  degrading  to 
our  nature  have  been   constantly,  and  I 
fear  but  too  successfully,  appealed  to,  in 
order  to  persuade  the  English  people  to 
sanction  a  tyranny  that  they  would  not 
for  a  moment  tolerate  were  they  in  the 
perfect  possession  of  their  reason,  undis- 
turbed  by  passion.     Falsehood,   too,   has 
been  lavishly  employed  to  the  same  un- 
righteous end.     The  wildest  stories,  the 
foulest  calumnies,    have    been    unhesita- 
tingly used  to  blacken  the  character  of 
the  Assembly,  and  to  induce  the  people  of 
this  country  to  look  upon  them  as  a  fac- 
tious   set    of   unprincipled    demagogues. 
This  calumny  has  taken  every  shape — 
speech,  book,  pamphlet,  essay,  sermon,  and 
])oem;    it  has  graced  the  harangues  of 
Ministers,  and  been  employed  and  echoed 
by  their  servile  dependents;  nevertheless, 
however  great  the  authority,  still  it  was 
calumny,  and  I  must  endeavour  to  find 
sumethuig  more  definite  and  precise  than 
these  vague  and  flagitious  assertions.     It 
would  seem  that  the  volumes  of  vitupera. 
tioD  which  have  issued  upon  this  subject 
may  be  reduced  to  three  distinct  aj^ser- 
tioDs:  —  !.  It  is  asserttd  that  the  House 
of  Assembly  has  unwarrantably  stopped 
the    supplies,  and  thus  put  an   end   to 
all   the  operations  of   Government.      2. 
It  is  said*  that  the  people,  or  rather  a  por- 
tion of  them  have  risen  in  revolt  at  the 
iustigation  of  the  Assembly.     3.  It  is  de- 
clared that  the  large  French  majority  of 
Lower  Canada  have  oppressed  the  very 
small  English  minority  of  the  inhabitants ; 
and  these  three  charges  or  assertions  are 
supposed  a  sufficient  justification  for  the 
extraordinary     proceeding    which     your 
Lordships  are   now    called  upon  to  sanc^ 
tion— namelv)  the  utter  subversion  of  their 
present  constitution  and  a  destruction  of 
the  most  valued  rights  of  the  people.  But, 
my  Lords,  I,  on  the  other  hand,   assert, 
VOL.  XL.    {2^:1} 


that  each  and  every  charge  which  I  have 
just  now  stated  is  utterly  fklse,  and  I  shall 
at  once  proceed  to  prove  that  on  the  occa- 
sions on  which  the  Assembly  have  stopped 
the  sup])lies  they  were  completely  justified 
in  so  doing,  and  that  they  are  not  the  par- 
ties who  are  chargeable  with  having 
checked  and  arrested  the  operations  of  Go- 
vernment, also  that  there  is  no  evidence 
that  the  House  of  Assembly  are  in  any 
uay  guilty  of  instigating  the  people  to 
revolt.  I  will  prove  the  outbreak  to  have 
been  an  outburst  of  mere  passion,  at  the 
sight  of  gross  injustice  and  tyranny,  perpe- 
trated under  the  eyes  of  the  peo}de,  and 
I  will  then  disprove  the  last  recited  charge 
or  calumny — viz.,  that  there  has  been  any 
oppression  of  the  English  by  the  French 
inhabitants  of  Lower  Canada.  Your 
Lordships  are  doubtless  aware,  that  the 
connexion  between  the  mother  country  and 
her  North  American  colonies  has  ever 
been  attended  with  disputes  and  bicker- 
ings which  not  unirequently  broke  out  into 
violent  and  dangerous  quarrels.  The  mo- 
ther country,  on  the  one  hand,  sought  to 
obtain  unlimited  dominion  over  her  distant 
possessions,  while  the  colonies  on  the 
other,  endeavoured  to  establish  a  self  go- 
vernment as  little  dependent  as  po.^sible  on 
the  metropolis.  The  people  of  New  Eng- 
land, for  example,  set  out  with  asserting 
that  they  were  an  independent  people,  sub- 
ject to  the  Crown  of  England,  and  only 
voluntarilv  bound  by  charter  to  make  no 
laws  opposed  to  those  of  England.  While 
these  colonies  were  poor,  and  struggling 
for  their  very  existence — while,  in  fact, 
they  yielded  no  fertile  field  for  official  pa- 
tronage, their  high  pretensions  excited  no 
displeasure,  because  the  colonies  themselves 
were  matters  of  no  consideration.  When, 
however,  the  colonies  became  rich  and  ex- 
tensive, then,  indeed,  the  attention  of 
England  was  awakened,  and  they  were 
com^ielled  by  the  sup.erior  forcte  of  the 
mother  country  to  abate  somewhat  of 
their  high  tone,  and  submit  to  material 
and  exceedingly  painful  restrictions  upon 
their  free  will.  The  navigation  laws  were 
passed  and  trade  restrictions  imposed  ;  and 
to  these  restraints  the  colonies  submitic'd. 
with  an  ill  grace,  never thele  s,  still  assert- 
in*^  openly  and  fiercely  their  exclusive 
right  to  regulate  their  inte  nal  con- 
cerns. The  exact  line,  however,  was  n»  ver 
drawn,  defining  what  the  mother  country 
could  not,  what  she  could  <lo,  by  way  <»** 
sufiervision  and  contr-oL  The  coltuiies  fli<l, 
in  fact,  regulate  all  their  internal  affair>, 
2  B 
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and  ID  the  case  of  all  the  New  England 
Btatesj  which  created  and  have  ever  guided 
the  political  creed  of  the  new  world,  they 
actually  elected  and  paid  the  greater  part 
of  their  executive  officers.  Ihe  time  at 
length  canie  when  England  chose  to  have 
a  share  in  the  executive,  and  royal  Gover- 
nors were  appointed.  This  no  Hooner  hap- 
pened than  the  quarrel  commenced  which 
is  now  actually  raging  in  Canada.  All 
the  Executive  were  exceedingly  averse  to 
being  responsible  to  the  colonial  Assem- 
blies, and  they  were  constantly  persuading 
the  metropolitan  Government,  that  such 
responsibility  was  dangerous  to  the  su- 
premacy of  England.  To  the  colonial  au- 
thorities of  America,  such  responsibility 
was  exceedingly  obnoxious^  because  it  had 
one  very  disagreeable  consequence.  When 
the  people  were  displeased  with  the  conduct 
of  the  Executive,  they  were  accustomed  to 
curtail  their  salaries.  These  salaries  were 
at  the  outset  completely  under  the  control 
of  the  AssemblieSj  who  decided  on  their 
amount)  and  who  voted  them  annually. 
In  the  reign  of  Anne,  however,  the  Gover- 
nors were  ordered  to  demand  of  the  various 
Assemblies,  fixed  salaries  for  themselves, 
the  judges»  and  certain  executive  oificci-s. 
This  demand  was  peremptorily  refused  by 
the  Assemblies  of  some  of  the  colonies,  and 
to  all  gave  great  offence.  The  dispute 
went  on  from  year  to  year,  till  at  length 
it  was  brought  to  a  close  for  a  time  in  New 
England  by  the  complete  success  of  the 
Ass^'mblies,  who  pertinaciously  refused 
this  demand  of  a  permanent  civil  list. 
And  if  any  of  your  Lordships  have  a  curi- 
osity to  leurn  upon  what  grounds  this  Aq^ 
mand  wus  refused  by  our  own  purely  Eng- 
lish colonies,  they  will  find  them  btated  in 
an  add ivss  passed  by  the  Assembly  of  iMas- 
sachusetts  to  the  then  Governor,  Mr.  Bur- 
nett, in  the  year  1728.  The  official  party, 
however,  did  not  approve  of  this  settle- 
ment of  the  di:ipute  ;  they  still  harped 
upon  the  old  string,  endeavouring  to  per- 
suade the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  to  insist 
upon  a  permanent  civil  list.  At  length, 
their  ingenuity  suggested  a  means  of  mak- 
ing the  affair  which  so  deeply  intoreHted 
themselves,  interest  also  the  Ministry ; 
they  pointed  out  to  the  Ministry  a  new 
source  of  revenue,  and  speciously  pretended 
that  America,  because  she  ought  to  pay  for 
h«r  own  safety,  and  security,  and  good 
4brth^9]p"^>  ought  to  submit  to  be  taxed 
for^ty  parpurposes  by  the  Parliament  of 
^■^^Wickedif-  '"  ***  «v>'  hour  M  r.  ( iren- 
^Ul*?  l\nenty  V>  these  suggestions,   and  he 


brought  forward  his    too   famous  -Stasp 
Act,  expressly  to  provide  means   for  tae 
security    and     <>ood   goveromeDi  of   tbe 
colonies.     The  colonies  resisted    ibis  at- 
tempt, and  for  the  moment  it  was  fare««QK; 
the  Stamp  Act    was  repealed  ;    with  a 
declaration,  however,  that  Parltameiit  had 
supreme     authority   in    all     cases.       k 
America  this  was  thought  merely  a  salvt* 
to  soothe  fallen  pride,  and  was,  therefbre, 
disregarded.     The  Chancellor  of  the  fix- 
chequer,     Mr.    C.    Townshend,     quickly 
acted  upon   this  declaration  by  laying  a 
tax    on    various    articles    of    trade   im- 
ported  into   America,    expressly   for  the 
purpose  of  paying  fixed  and  certain  salarit^s 
to  the  judges  and  governors.  This  Dieasm« 
also-raised  up  violent  opposition  ;  m)  rhmji 
so,  that  it  was  repealed  with  the  exceptimi 
of  a  tax  of  S(L  a-pound  on  tea,  the  pro- 
ceeds of  which  were  also  to  be  applied  to 
the   same  purpose.     In    1774  a  cargo  of 
tea  was  sent  to  Boston,  was  riolentlv  seized 
by  the  people,  and  thrown  into  the  sea. 
This  proceeding  led  to  the  famous  Boston 
Port   Bill,  and  also,  by  an  ominous  coin* 
cidence,  to  an  Act  for   the  Ijettcr  rrgti^ 
luting  the  government  of  Massachusetts, 
and  this  Act  prmluced  the  American  re- 
volution.    I  have  thus  hastily   reminded 
your  Lordships  of  these  well  known  facts, 
in  order  that  you  may  contrast  the  patient 
fnrbearance  of   the  Assembly   of  Lower 
Canada,  in  circumstances  precisely  similar, 
with  the  heat  and  passion  of  the  Assembly 
of  Massachusetts.  These  last,  when  threat- 
ened with  a  permanent  civil  list,  broke  out 
into  open  and  eventually  successful  rebel- 
lion,   while    the    House  of  Assembly  of 
Lower  Canada,  when  threatened  with  tiie 
same  calamity,  demanded,  before  they  snb. 
mi t ted  to  the  desires  of  the  colonial  Admi- 
nistration,  that   they  should   be    rclievetl 
from   an  evil    which  America  refused  to 
bear— viz.,  a  House  of  Legislature  which 
was  responsible  to  no  one,  and  which  ha  I 
no  interests  in  common  with   the  peoplr. 
The   Act  for  the   better  government  of 
Massachusetts    trnneformed    the    Seooml 
Chamber  from  beini'  one  elected   bv  the 
people  to  one  nominated  by   the  Crowo. 
The  threat  of  this  change  produced  war 
and  (iismemberment  of  the  empire.     The 
patient  {leople  of  Canada  have  borne  the 
same  evil  for  half  a  century  ;  and  at  last, 
wlion    everybody    has     condemned     this 
Council — when  Parliamentary  Committees, 
Uoval  Commissioners.    Parliament   itsell, 
have  derlarefl  that  change  wtis  neresMry, 
the  House  of  Assembly  does  what? 
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dares  war  ?    no ;    rebels  >    no ;  but  mo- 
destly employs  a  constitutional  power,  and, 
under  circumstances  of  great  provocation, 
slops    the  supplies  for    two  consecutiire 
seasons;  and  then  what  happens?     Why, 
Parliament^  wholly  regardless  of  paist  ex. 
perience,  contemning  the  solemn  sanction 
of   two  most  momentous  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment,   violates    the   constitution   of  the 
people  of  Canada,  by  determining  to  rob 
their  Exchequer.     Shortly  after,  a  riot  or 
revolt  occurs  in  one  particular  district  of 
Lower  Canada,  and    you   now,   without 
further    consideration,    are    called    upon 
utterly  to  destroy  the  constitution  of  1791. 
Is  this,  my  Lords,  a  true  history  ?     Let 
me  shortly  run  over  the  facts,  and  then 
say,  if  it  be  not  true  to  the  letter,  and  then 
ask  yourselves  what  mankind  will  say  in 
after  times  when  they  shall  read  the  two 
histories  which  1   have  ventured  to  lay 
before    you,    and  compare   the   different 
fortunes  of  the  United  States  and  of  Lower 
Canada.     Although  the  people  of  Canada 
received  their  constitution  in  1791,  and 
the  whole  of  their  revenues  were  nominally 
subjected  to  the  control  of  the  Assembly  in 
1794,  still  the  expenses  of  the  civil  govern- 
ment were   paid  by  England  up  to  the 
year  1616.     In  the  year  177^  Parliament 
passed  an    Act    imposing  certain  duties 
upon   goods    imported  into  Canada  from 
England    and   her  colonies-— exactly  like 
those  duties  which  in  that  very  year  caused 
a  revolution  in  America.     From  the  pro. 
ceeds  of    those    duties    (Canada  having 
patiently  submitted  to  our  taxation),  and 
from  certain  revenues  derived  from  territo- 
rial sources,  thecxpenses  of  the  civil  govern* 
ment  were  provided  for.     When  the  As- 
sembly inquired  what  the  expenses  were, 
the  answer  always  was,  ''You  need  not 
trouble  yourselves  about  the  matter,  as 
England  pays  everything."   The  Assembly 
being  well  aware  that  much  money  was 
paid  by   the  Canadians  in  the  shape  of 
duties  and  territorial  dues,  humbly  asked 
io  18l6  to  be  allowed  to  pay  their  own 
expenses.    Up  to  this  time  the  old  quarrel 
which  I  have  described  as  going  on  is  our 
Eoglifih  Colonies  had  lain  dormant;  be- 
cause, in  reality,  there  was  no  responsi- 
bility to  the  Assembly  on  the  part  of  the 
official  people  of  Canada.   When,  however, 
in  1816,  the  offer  of  the  House  of  Assemblv 
to  pay  its  own    expenses  was  acceptecl, 
then  was  the  old  demand  of  a  permanent 
civil  list  revived  by  the  colootal  author- 
ities,    and   refused   by   the  coloiiia]   As- 
sembly.    In  America,  the  Governors  had 


themselves,  ou   this  refusal  on   the  part 
of  the  Assemblies,  arrested  the  business  of 
Government  by  using  the  various  powers 
they  possessed.     But  in  Canada  this  ofhce 
was  performed  by  the  Legislative  Council. 
This   Council    in    the    old    colonics  wus 
elective,  and  did  not  therefore  obstruct  the 
desires  of  the  people;  but  in  Canada,  being 
appointed  by  the  Crown  for  life,  and  being 
moreover,  the  chief  part  of  the  Executive, 
they    checked   all   the  operations  of  the 
Legislature  by  opposing  the  Bills  passed 
by   the    Assemblv,   which   were  of  chief 
moment  to  the  colony,  and  for  the  passing 
of  which  the  people  were  most  anxious. 
The  consequence  of  these  proceedings  on 
the  part  of  the  Council,  and  certain  arbi- 
trary conduct  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
mient,  was  petitions  from  the    ])eople  of 
Lower  Canada  to  the  Imperial  Parliament 
in  the  year  1828.     This  year  of  1828  is  a 
remarkable  epoch  in  the  history  of  Canada, 
to  which  I  must  entreat  your  Lordships* 
most  serious  attention.     The    people    in 
their  petitions  alleged  various  grievances, 
among  which  the  most  remarkable  were 
the  following  :—-First9  An  arbitrary  taking 
aud  employment  of  their  monies  out  of  the 
provincial  chest,  and  the  payment  of  the 
public  servants  by  the  Governor,  without 
the  sanction  of  the  Assembly.     Second,  A 
mischievous  opposition  on  the  part  of  the 
Legislative  Council  to  all  beneficial  legis- 
lation. Third,  And  an  improper  dependence 
of  the  judges  upon  the  Executive,  inas- 
much  as  they,  the  judges,  were  judges 
simply  during  the  pleasure  of  the  Crown. 
And  they  prayed,  as  a  remedy  for  these 
grievances,  that  the  Governor  should  be 
recalled,  and  the  law  steadily  adhered  to, 
whii'])  commanded,  that  no  money  is  to  be 
applied  without  their  consent,  and  that  all 
the  revenues  should  be  subjected  to  the 
immediate    and  complete  control  of  the 
House  of  Assemblv.     Next,  tUey  prayed 
for  a  change  in  the  composition  of  the 
Legislative  Council,   so  that  it  might  be 
made  to  harmonise  with  the  general  feel- 
ings of  the  great  body  of  the  people ;  and, 
lastly,  that  the  judges  should  bold  their 
offices  during  sood  behaviour,  and  be  sub- 
ject to  impeachment  before  some  competent 
tribunal.     The  whole  of  these  allegations 
respecting    their    grievances    were  fully 
proved  before  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  to  which  the  Canadian  peti- 
tions were  referred,  and  the  Committee 
Aeemei\  their  various  demunds  so  reason- 
able   as   most    explicitly    io  recommend 
the    chief   of   them    to    the    House,    as 
2B2 
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iit  remedies  for  their  grievances,  and 
tlicy  earnestly  advised,  that  the  Legisla- 
tive Council  should  be  changed,  so  that  it 
might  be  more  independent  and  be  made  to 
deserve  the  confidence  of  tlie  people ;  they, 
without  ambiguity,  recommended  that 
the  whole  of  the  revenues  of  the  province 
should  be  subject  to  the  control  of  the 
colonial  legislature,  and  they  condemned, 
in  very  pointed  terms,  the  manner  in 
which  the  colony  had  been  governed.  In 
consequence  of  this  report  from  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons,  great 
ex)>ectations  were  created  in  the  province, 
and  these  expectations,  in  certain  cases, 
took  a  definite  shape,  because  of  the  words 
of  the  Committee's  Report.  First,  it  was 
confidently  hoped,  that  a  very  thorough 
change  would  be  made  in  the  Legislative 
Council,  and,  being  so  made,  it  was  hoped 
that  it  would  be  an  effective  tribunal  of 
impeachment,  that  the  judges  should  hold 
their  offices  during  good  behaviour,  and, 
under  this  hope,  the  Assembly  determined 
to  grant  them  permanent  salaries ;  and, 
lastly,  it  was  now  confidently  expected, 
that  all  the  revenues,  without  reserve, 
would  be  submitted  to  the  control  of  the 
Colonial  Legislature.  Your  Lordships  must 
bear  in  mind  that  the  chief  hope,  that  on 
which  all  the  others  rested,  was,  that  a 
thorough  and  searching  change  was  to  be 
made  in  the  Legislative  Council.  And  I 
would  beg  of  you  here  to  remark  the  re- 
markable prudence  and  forbearance  of  the 
House  of  Assembly.  They  did  not  rush 
lieadlong  after  change,  and  for  certain  de- 
fined grievances  demand  wide  and  start- 
ling reforms.  The  proposed  change  was 
just  enough,  in  their  belief,  to  cover  the 
acknowledged  evil ;  all  that  they  asked  in 
this  first  instance  was,  that  the  composition 
of  the  Council  should  be  changed,  believing 
that  the  home  authorities  had  sufficient 
knowledge  of  the  country,  and  sufficient 
good  will  towards  it,  to  know  the  right 
men  to  put  into  the  Council,  and  know- 
ing, to  DUt  them  into  that  body.  The 
event  belied  their  expectations — changes 
were  made  in  that  body — all  the  judges 
except  the  chief  justice  were  requested  to 
abstain  from  using  their  privilege  of  legis. 
lative  councillors,  but  no  precaution  was 
taken  by  law  to  prevent  them  going  down 
to  the  Council  at  any  critical  period,  and 
overwhelming  any  opposition.  Next,  ad- 
ditions were  also  made  to  the  Assembly, 
but  these  at  once  proved  one  of  two  things 
—either  that  the  Minister  at  home  did 
not  possess  sufficiently  accurate  knowledge 


of  the  characters  of  the  leading  men  in 
the  country,  or  that,  if  he  did,  be  was  not 
willing  to  employ  it  so  as  to  satisfy  the 
people.    The  Council  now  did  not,  to  use 
the   language  of  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  deserve  the  confidence 
of  the  people.     To  show  your  Lordsbips. 
however,  the  anxiety  felt  by  the  Assembly 
to  perform  all  that  depended  on  them^   to 
make  the  Government   such    as  was    re- 
quired for  the  well-being  of  the  people, 
and  to  prove  to  you,  also,  their  confidence 
in  the  justice  of  the  English  Mioistr)%  I 
must  here  mention  one  fact  that  is  usually 
slurred  over  by  the  opiK>nents  of  the  As- 
sembly.    In  spite  of  the  old  colonial  dread 
of  fixed  salaries,  the  House  did,  in   Feb. 
1832,   pass  a  Bill  appointing  permant-nt 
salaries  for  the  judges :  and  they,  at  the 
same    time,    constituted  the   Legislative 
Council,  a  tribunal  of  impeachment.  This 
was  done  in  the  confidence  they  felt  that 
a  real  and  eflTective  diange  in  that  body 
was   intended.      I  will  here,  ^itb  your 
Lordships'  permission,  read  Lord  Aylmer's 
dispatch  respecting  this  measure,  and  bis 
speech   to  tne  Legislature  on   the  same 
subject.      [Tlie  learned  gentleman  pro- 
ceeded to  read  the  dispatch.]     It  com- 
menced by  stating,  that  the  writer,  on  the 
15th  of  December,  1831,  had  the  honour 
of  communicating  to  his  Lordship  a  mes. 
sage,  sent  down  oy  him  to  the  House  of 
Assembly,  calling  upon  them,  in  obedi- 
ence to  his  Lordship's  directions,  to  make 
a  permanent  provision  for  the  salaries  of 
the  judges  of  Lower  Canada.  Tlie  message 
was  referred  to  a  Committee,  who  brought 
up  a  report  on  the  28th  of  December, 
'fhat  report  was  taken  into  consideration 
by  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  and 
it  was  resolved  by  a  majority  of  five,  the 
numbers  being  thirty-four  against  twenty- 
nine,  that  the  whole  of  the  judges  should 
be  disqualified  from  having  seats  hi  the 
Legislative  Council,  no  exception  bemg 
made  in  favour  of  the  chief  justice.    Tb^ 
exclusion  of  the  chief  justice  would,  under . 
the  instructions  of  his  Loniship,  render  it 
impossible   to  sanction  a  Bill  containing 
such  provisions,  but  when  it  was  again 
discussed,    the  objectionable  clause  was 
lost  by  a  majority  of  thirty.four  against 
twenty-four.      The  Bill  for  making  the 
Legislative  Council   into  a  court  of  im- 
peachment, passed  the  House  of  Assembly 
by  thirteen  to  forty-two.     The  Bill  su^ 
sequent ly  passed  the  Legislative  Council 
without   a  dissentient  voice,  and  it  was 
taken  to  be  a  sii^n  of  a  good  disposition  on 
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the  part  of  the  House  of  Assembly.    With 
regard  to  the  chief  judge  having  a  seat  in 
the  Councils  that  question  was  giren  up 
for  a  time.    The  Bill  did  not  receive  the 
royal  assent,  because  Lonl  Aylmer  con- 
ceived it  to  be  contrary  to  the  instructions 
upon  which  he  was  acting      Yet  he  used 
these  remarkable  words  in  his  dispatch  : — 
''  At  the  same  time  I  take  leave>  with  the 
utmost  submission^  to  recommend  the  Bill 
to  the  most  favourable  consideration  of  his 
Majesty."    And  the  grounds  upon  which 
he  made  that  recommendation  was,  ''  Thtrt 
in  my  opinion,  at  no  time  can  we  reason- 
ably expect  that  we  will  get  a  Bill  passed, 
or  the  dispute  settled  upon  such  mvour- 
able  terms."    Then,  with  respect  to  the 
same   Bill,  the  same  Governor  said,  '*  I 
cannot  avoid  noticing  the  Bill  for  estab- 
lishing the  independence  of  the  judge.     I 
think  it  necessary,  at  the  same  time,  to 
inform  you,  that,  although  the  principle 
of  this  Bill  coincides  altogether  with  the 
views  of  his  Majesty's  Government,  it  con- 
tains one  or  two  provisions  that  impose  on 
me  reservation  until  I  know  his  Majesty's 
pleasure."     Lord  Aylmer's  prediction  was 
verified,  the  Bill  was  rejected,  and   has 
never  since  been  passed.      Many  things 
now  concurred   to  create  discontent  and 
distrust  on  the  part  of  the  Assembly.  The 
changes  in  the  Council  gave  great  offence; 
and  a  new  claim  was  put  forward,  spite  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  spite  of  former 
usage,  to  the  exclusive  su[)ervision  by  the 
executive,   of  the  casual  and   territorial 
revenues.      Your  Lordships  have   heard 
what  Lord  Aylmer  says  on  the  subject  of 
those  revenues,  and  it  cannot  but  be  a 
matter  of  deep  regret,  that  such  a  claim 
should,  under  such  circumstances,  and  at 
such  a  period,   have  been   put  forward. 
Nevertheless,  for  the  year  1832,  a  Bill  of 
supply  was  passed,  though  the  House  dis- 
tinctly and  firmly  refused  any  further  per- 
manent provision  for  the  executive.     In 
May  of  this  year,  1832,  a  most  calamitous 
riot  occurred  in  Montreal ;  the  troops  in- 
terfered, and  three  Canadians,  who  were 
proved  to  have  taken  no  part  in  the  dis- 
turbances, were  shot.  When  the  Assembly 
met  in  session,  a  long  inquiry  commencea 
respecting  this  unfortunate  affair.     Great 
offence  was  taken  at  the  conduct  of  the 
executive,  and  the  general  feeling  now  was, 
that  justice,  even   with  annual  salaries, 
was  with  great  difficulty  obtained  by  the 
people,  but  that,  with  permanent  ones, 
ju8ti(;e  would  be  impesaible.  This  ill  tem- 


per was  greatly  aggravated  by  the  con- 
duct of  the  Legislative  Council,  which,  at 
this  time,  took  occasion  to  insult  the 
House  of  Assembly;  and  by  its  continu- 
ance in  the  old  plan  of  rejecting  measures 
useful  to  the  province,  proved  its  spirit  to 
be  the  same  as  heretofore.  The  ill-humour 
of  the  Assembly  was  not  improved  by  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  respecting  the 
civil  list.  In  consequence  of  the  Assem- 
bly's refusal  to  provide  permanent  salaries 
for  the  Governor  and  certain  executive 
officers,  the  Colonial  Minister  determined 
no  longer  to  ask  the  Assembly  to  furnish 
salaries  for  those  functionaries,  but  took 
the  proceeds  of  certain  revenues,  hitherto 
always  submitted  to  the  control  of  the 
Assembly,  and  out  of  them  determined 
to  pay  the  Governor  and  these  executive 
officers.  If  your  Lordships  will  put  to- 
gether and  so  arrange  these  various  par- 
ticular causes  of  discontent,  as  to  see 
them  all  in  one  group,  you  will  fully 
understand  the  state  of  feeling  on  the  part 
of  the  Assembly.  First,  they  found  the 
old  grievance  of  the  Legislative  Council 
was  continued  in  all  its  pristine  vigour. 
They  believed  that  they  saw  good  reasons 
for  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  justice 
would  not  be  administered  to  the  people 
fairly  and  impartially  in  matters  of  dis- 
pute  between  the  executive  and  the  people. 
They  also  saw  the  Colonial  Minister  pres- 
sing for  permanent  salaries  for  officers 
already  too  independent,  and,  because  re- 
fused, violently  appropriating  revenues 
which,  by  long  usage,  as  well  as  by  the 
solemn  declaration  of  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  had  been  entirely 
under  their  own  control.  The  natural 
conclusion  from  all  these  proceedings  in 
their*  minds  was,  that  there  was  a  deter- 
mination on  the  part  of  the  executive  to 
free  themselves  from  the  wholesome  con- 
trol to  which,  by  the  constitution,  they 
were  subject ;  and  the  Assembly  very 
naturally,  and  in  my  opinion  very  wisely, 
applied  itself  to  the  task  of  strengthen- 
ing that  responsibility  on  the  part  of 
the  public  servants,  by  which  alone 
good  service  is  secured.  But  to  effect 
this  did  they,  as  did  the  people  of  the 
united  English  colonies  on  their  continent, 
declare  war  or  rebel?  No,  my  Lords, 
they  employed  the  peaceful  constitutional 
means  in  their  power  ;  they  refused  per- 
manent supplies,  and  again  petitioned 
Parliament  to  redress  their  grievances. 
Nevertheless,  again  in  1833,  they  passed 
the  supplies  for  the  year,  attaching  ce?* 
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tain  conditioos  to  their  giant,  by  which 
miscliicvdus  pluralities  were  prevcutcd. 
This  Supply  Bill  of  1833  the  Legislative 
Council  refused  to  pass;  and  thus  began 
that  war  of  refusalsi  of  which  such  com- 
plaints are  daily  made.  When  the  House 
met  in  1834,  seeing  that  the  Legislative 
Council  had  refused  the  last  year's  sup- 
plies, and  lielieving  that  this  year  also  the 
Council  would  reiterate  their  refusal,  the 
Assembly  did  not  provide  supplies,  but 
resolved  to  petition  Parliament  for  redress, 
and  their  chief  demand  was  for  an  elective 
Legislative  Council.  But  I  must  earnestly 
entreat  your  Lordships  to  remember  that 
this  is  the  first  of  the  two  solitary  in- 
stances of  refusal  of  supplies  by  the 
Assembly;  I  shall  soon  have  to  speak 
of  the  second.  It  may  be  thought,  my 
Lords,  that  I  have  a  delicate  task  to  per- 
form, while  I  dt  fend  this  demand  for  an 
elective  council  before  your  Lordships. 
Many  pretended  friends  of  your  Lordships' 
House,  have  endeavoured,  by  a  forced 
analogy,  to  persuade  the  people  of  Eng- 
land that  the  Legislative  Council,  being 
a  second  chamber,  is  the  House  of  Lords 
of  Canada.  I,  however,  will  not  pay  you 
the  ill  compliment  to  make  any  such  com- 
parison. My  opinions  respecting  any 
species  of  irresponsible  legislative  body 
are  well  known,  and  need  not  here  be 
repeated  ;  but,  whatever  be  those  opin- 
ions, I  never  for  an  instant  was  so 
blind  as  not  to  see  the  enormous  differ- 
ence that  exists  between  an  aristocracy, 
properly  so  Cidled,  and  a  body  of  men 
selected  by  one  will  at  hazard  almost  from 
amongst  the  people,  and  endowed  with  le- 
gislative functions.  An  aristocracy  is  a  so- 
cial distinction,  it  is  the  growth  of  ages  ;  it 
results  from  ancient  national  peculiarities; 
it  cannot  be  brought  into  existence  at  a 
moment,  or  at  the  will  of  any  man.  Power 
may  create  a  legislative  body,  and  give 
them  exclusive  privileges,  but  power  can- 
not create  an  aristocracy.  Wealth  may 
build  a  wall,  but  no  extent  of  riches  can 
produce  suddenly  an  avenue  of  full-grown 
trees.  The  last  is  the  long  product  of 
natural  causes --the  growth  of  ages,  and 
not  the  work  of  an  hour.  Your  Lordships 
are  what  you  are,  not  by  any  one  man's 
will — H  breath  has  not  made,  neither  can 
it  unmake  you.  The  institution  of  this 
Hou  e  18  sanctioned  by  time  and  by  opin- 
ion— it  is  supported  by  the  respect  always 
paid  to  antiquity,  and  by  largo  territorial 
pttssussions.  Strip  the  peers  of  their  pos- 
seii»ioni-*-strip  them  of  the  prestige  which 


attends  them  in  consequence  of  thnr 
ancient  history — reduce  each  one  of  yo« 
to  the  position  of  an  obscure,  poor,  name- 
It  ss  individual  < — then  fancy  yourselves 
suddenly  called  together  by  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  in  direct  opposition  to  tbe 
people's  wishes — then,  my  Lords,  bat  neH 
till  then,  will  the  comparison  bold  betweea 
this  House  and  the  Legislative  Council  of 
Lower  C*anada.  Your  Lordships'  stroDgtat 
support  is  the  national  opinion,  but  in 
Canada  the  national  opinion  is  against  this 
body  of  hungry  and  irresponsible  nameless 
legislators.  And  the  House  of  Asaemblj 
only  speaks  the  unanimous  voice  of  its  coo- 
stituents  when  it  demands,  that  in  place  of 
this  unknown  and  untrustworthy  body, 
they  should  be  favoured  with  a  respectable 
and  worthy  band  of  legislators,  supported 
by  the  approbation  of  the  nation  at  large. 
This  is,  my  Lords,  their  view,  and  to  me 
it  appears  a  wise  and  prudent  one,  of  aa 
elective  Legislative  Council.  In  Canada, 
there  are  no  elements  fur  an  aristocracy ; 
this  is  acknowledged  by  all  men  who  know 
that  country,  and  experience  has  sbown 
that  you  cannot  force  an  aristocracy  as 
you  would  force  a  cucumber.  Why  tbcn 
cling  to  the  dead  and  empty  form,  and 
reject  the  only  principle  which  gives 
vitality  and  strength  to  this  institution? 
That  principle  is  election^for  this  the 
Assembly  contended;  and  because  tbey 
took  the  path  which  wisdom  pointed  oat, 
we  are  about  to  punish  them,  by  reducing 
them  and  their  countrymen  to  the  con- 
dition of  slaves.  But,  m^  Lords,  I  am 
not  justified  in  thus  seeking  excuses  for 
my  clients;  my  duty  requires  that  I 
should  take  higher  ground,  and  boldly 
assume,  that  unless  they  bad  made  a  de- 
mand for  an  elective  Legislative  Council 
the^  would  have  betrayed  their  trust, 
their  honour,  and  their  country.  You, 
my  Lords,  as  I  have  already  said,  derive 
your  best  title  from  the  nation's  approval 
of  your  institution;  but  in  Canada  tbe 
national  opinion  is  entirely  against  this 
Legislative  Council,  and  they  who  called 
themselves  the  representatives  of  tite 
people  did  no  more  than  what  their  bare 
duty  demanded  when  they  gave  expres- 
sion to  the  national  will.  Expertenoe 
bad  taught  the  people  that  it  was  uselen 
to  expect  any  beneficial  change  in  the 
body  at  the  hands  of  governors  3,(XX) 
miles  off,  and  they,  therefore,  failing  in 
their  first  proposal  of  reform,  were  b<mDd 
to  endeavour  to  frame  anothex,  and  what 
so  natural  as  that  they  should  adopt  one 
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under  which   the  old  colonies  flourished, 
and  grew  powerful,  and  which  they  daily 
see  produces  iDDumerahle  benefits  to  their 
neighbours,  the  Americans  ?     Looking  to 
the  past  hibtory  of  the  American  colonies, 
they  learned  that  for  nearly  two  centuries 
elective  councils  had  existed  in  the  most 
flourishing  and  powerful  of  the  English 
colonies.     Such  being  the  fact,  they  could 
not   anticipate    that    English    statesmen 
uow-a-dnys  would  gravely  assert  that  such 
an   institution  was  inconsistent  with  the 
relation  of  colony  and   mother  countr^^. 
What !    is  it  impossible,  when   under  it 
the  most  extensive  colonies  England  ever 
possessed    lived   happily   and   peaceably ; 
and  that  while  it  existed  these  colonies 
proved,  by  a  prodigal  effusion  of  their  blood, 
and  expenditure  of  their  treasure  in  the 
cause  of  England,  their  attachment  to  her 
uame  and  dominion?       The  Canadians, 
therefore,  without  hesitation  adopted  this 
precedent,  and  sought  by  the  sanction  of 
antiquity  to  conciliate  op|M)sition.     They 
were  mistaken ;  authority  was  disregarded 
when   interest  was  endangered.     Official 
people    admire    the    wisdom    of   ancient 
times,  and    patronise   Conservative    doc- 
trines only  so  long  as  they  are  likely  to 
gain   more    by  retaining    an    institution 
tiiun  by  changing  it.     Show  them  some 
personal  advantage  to   be   derived    fom 
cliaoge,  and  there  can  be  found  none  so 
daring,  so  reckless,  in   their  desires  and 
attempts   at   alteration.      The   men   who 
shrink  with  affected  horror  from  remodel- 
ing the   const! luti on    of    the   Legislative 
Council,   without  trembling  and  without 
compunction,  do  at  one  fell  swoop  carry 
off  the  entire  constjjbution.     They  dread 
to  touch  a  part,  but  exultingly  destroy 
the  whole.     The  House  of  Assembly  could 
not  foresee,  that  inconsistency  would  be  so 
bold ;  neither  could  they  believe  that  any 
serious  objection  would  be  made  to  the 
adoption  of  a  plan  which  had,  for  so  many 
years,  existed  in  full  operation  in  our  most 
favoured  colonies.    It  is  said,  however,  tliat 
it  was  unjustifiable  in  the  Assembly  to  use 
their  constitutional  power  to  obtain  an  or- 
ganic reform.    What,  my  Lords,  do  I  hear 
thi^  dangerous  argument  used  by  men  of 
so  called  Conservative  opinions  ?  The  wild- 
est fanatic  for  revolutionary  change  never 
propounded  a  more  destructive  principle. 
What  is  the  meaning  of  this  statement? 
This,  if  it  mean  anything: — You  are  not 
to  seek  great  reforms  by  peaceful  means. 
All  changes  that  are  trifling,  and  not  likely 
to  agitate  the  whole  body  of  society^-these 


you  may  pursue  by  quiet  and  legal  means ; 
but  when  you  seek  such  extensive  reforms 
as  to  excite  all  minds,  to  raise  up  a  hope  or 
fear  in  every  heart — when  the  angry  pas- 
sions are  most  excitable — then  you  are  to 
forego  methods  of  peace,  and  modes  of  con- 
stitutional action.     If  you  are  determined 
on  reform,   it  behoves  you  to  seek  it  by 
artiis,    by  violence.     Are   these  counsels 
wise  in  these  times  of  social,  and  general, 
and  very  dangerous  excitement  ?    Is  it  not 
far  more  prudent  to  accustom  men  wholly 
to  such  peaceful  modes  of  action— to  dis- 
suade them  from  ever  looking  to  the  adop. 
tion  of  violent  and  physical  means  for  at- 
taining great  moral  ends?  Such,  however, 
is  not  the  advice  or  the  creed  of  those  who 
tell  us  that  organic  changes  are  not  to  be 
sought  by   constitutional   means.      They 
who  blame  the  Assembly  for  adopting  the 
{)eacerul  means  within  their  power,  are  the 
most  vehement  and  successful  preachers  of 
violence  and  rebellion.     A  nation  suffering 
under  abuses  will  not  fail,  will  not  cease, 
to  try  to  get  rid  of  them.     The  desire  and 
the  hope  of  reform  you  cannot  prevent :  it 
is  the  height  of  wickedness  and   folly  to 
force  these  desires  into  dangerous  courses 
— to  bid   men  be  hopeless  of  relief  from 
moral  power.     The   Assembly   of  Lower 
Canada,  however,  were  truly  Conservative. 
They  followed  in  the  well-known  and  well- 
marked   trabks  of  the    constitution,    and 
adopted  the  method  of  redress  which  Par- 
liament had  of  aforethought  placed  in  their 
hands;    by   which   placing   I   assert,   my 
Lords,  that  we  are  estopped,  to  use  a  legal 
phrase— we  gave  them  with  our  eyes  open 
a  discretionary  power,  and  we  are  not  jus- 
tified in  quarrelling  with  their  use  of  it. 
But  it  is  asserted,  and  by  high  authorities, 
that  by  the  conduct  of  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly the  constitution  of  Lower  Canada  was 
in  reality  suspended,  and  that,  therefore, 
this  measure  is  needed.     Now,  in  answer, 
I    will    first   prove  that   the  assertion    is 
wholly  unfounded.     The  constitution  has 
not  been  suspended  by  the  Assembly.     So 
much  for  the  premises;  but  next,  as  to  the 
conclusion,   I  will  endeavour  to  make  it 
manifest  that  nonesuch  accurately  follows- 
In  the  history  of  Canadian  grievances  whicK 
I  have  ventured  to  lay  before  you,  I  have 
arrived  at  the  demand  made  by  the  Assem- 
bly in  the  year  1834.     In  that  year,  they 
embodied  their  grievances  in  ninety.two 
resolution^,  and  sent  agents  home  to  lay 
their   complaints   before  Parliament.      A 
Committee  was  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  truth  of  their  allegations^  but  this 
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Committee  never  came  to  any  determina- 
tion respecting  the  matter,  in  consequence 
of  the  Ministerial  difficulties  which  in- 
duced Lord  Stanley  to  resign  the  office  of 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  and  placed  Mr. 
Rice  in  his  stead.  Mr.  Rice  was  anxious, 
as  he  said,  not  to  be  hampered  by  any  de- 
terminations of  the  Committee,  and  he 
requested  the  Canadian  agents,  and  myself, 
to  allow  the  Committee  to  close  without 
asking  for  a  decision ;  promising,  at  the 
same  time,  loosely  and  vaguely,  that  his 
future  proceedings  as  to  Canada  should  be 
favourable.  One  solemn  promise  he  made, 
the  breach  of  which  led  to  the  second  re- 
fusal and  last  refusal  of  supplies,  and  that 
was,  not  to  pay  the  arrears  of  salary  which 
the  Assembly  had  not  provided  for :  he 
professed  great  horror  of  any  such  en- 
croachment upon  the  privileges  of  the 
Assembly,  and  great  respect  and  attach- 
ment to  the  peculiar  doctrines  of  our  con- 
stitution concerning  the  appropriation  of 
money  by  the  Commons.  The  agents,  at 
my  request  (for  which  request  I  most  sin- 
cerely entreat  pardon  from  the  people  of 
Canada),  put  faith  in  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's professions  and  promises )  yet  we 
had  hardly  left  his  office,  when  despatches 
were  sent  to  Lord  Aylmer,  ordering  him 
to  pay  thirty-one  thousand  and  odd  pounds 
of  salaries  in  arrear.  The  governor  obeyed 
his  instructions,  and  also  with  like  obedience 
did,  when  the  Assembly  again  met,  demand 
of  them  to  pay  all  tlie  arrears  of  salary, 
together  with  the  money  which  he  had  ad- 
vanced. The  Assembly,  naturally  irritated, 
refused  compliance ;  they  for  the  second 
and  last  time  refused  the  supplies,  saying, 
"  We  will  again  appeal  to  fhe  Parliament 
of  England,  and  ask  whether  they  sanction 
such  conduct,"  and  they  again  strenuously 
insisted  upon  their  demand  of  an  elective 
Legislative  Council.  Before  I  proceed  in 
my  history,  I  would  request  your  I^ord* 
si  lips  to  mark  well,  and  to  reprobate,  the 
example  which  I  have  here  laid  before  you 
of  a  very  dangerous,  but  very  common, 
system  at  the  present  time.  What  could 
any  man  expect  to  be  the  consequence  of 
conduct  such  as  I  have  described — conduct 
little  worthy  of  the  high  station  of  Colonial 
Minister — in  fact,  I  know  no  honest  station 
that  would  not  be  degraded  by  it }  But  I 
call  your  attention  to  it,  as  part  of  a  dis- 
ingenuous and  dangerous  system,  which 
has  thronghout  been  followed  with  respect 
to  this  unfortunate  affair.  The  |)cople  of 
Canada  have  not  been  fairly  dealt  with. 
The  Minister  has  constantly,  by  ambigu* 


ous  language,  raised  hopes  intentioiiallT 
which  he  never  intended  to  satisfy.    In  the 
very  case  before  you,  Mr.  Rice  made  the 
agents  believe,  he  made  me  believe,   that 
he  was  about  to  pursue  a  course  wholly  un- 
like that  of  his  predecessor.     He  intended 
by  his  language  to  raise  this  belief  in  «ur 
minds,   while   he  endeavoured    to   screeo 
himself   by   an    ambiguous    phmseologj, 
which,  with  Old  Bailey  ingenuity,  was  to 
be  used  and  explained  upon  fitting  ooo- 
sion.     But  neither  he  nor  his  suooessor 
ever  seemed  to  consider  what  the   result 
would  be  upon  the  minds  of  the  colonists ; 
the  difficulty  of   the    present   time   was 
staved  off,  and  the  future  was  left  to  take 
care  of  itself.     1  o  this  disingenuous  con- 
duct, however  (I  will  give  it  no  harsher 
name),  much  of  the  discontent  that  arose 
can  easily  be  traced.     Hopes  were  raraed 
only  to  be  disappointed ;  disappointmeiit 
brought  anger;    and  anger  brought   re- 
sistance.    It  was  so  in  the  present  case. 
The    hopes  of   the    Assembly  had    been 
raised    by    the    language    held     by    the 
Minister  to  their  agents.     Their  disap- 
pointment was  bitter^  when  they  learned 
what  his  conduct  had  been.     They  ooo. 
sidered  themselves  insulted — first,  by  the 
trickery  of  the  proceeding,  then  by  the  in- 
terference thus  openly  practised  with  af- 
fairs wholly  and  peculiarly  subject  to  their 
own  control,  and  they  indignantly  applied 
to   Parliament   for  redress-      My    Lords, 
you  all  know  the  history  of  the  latter  part 
of  the  year   1834.      The   Ministry    was 
suddenly  changed,  and,  as  Ubual,  a  change 
took  place  in  the  colonial  rule.  Lord  Aber- 
deen succeeded  to  Mr.  Rice.      That  noble 
Lord  determined  to,  send  a  Commissioner 
to  Canada  for  the  purpose  of  inquiry  and 
redress ;  but  before  he  could  carry  his  de- 
sign into  efi^ect,  the   Ministry  was  again 
changed,    and    the  unfortunate    colonies 
had  again  to  undergo  a  change  of  masters. 
The  present  Minister,  Lord  Glenelg,  then 
came  into  office  ;  he  seized  upon  this  idet 
of  a  Commission,  and  multiplied  the  num- 
bers of  the  Commissioners,  making  them 
three  instead  of  one.     Lord  Aylmer  was 
removed  also ;  Lord  Gosford  took  his  sitn« 
ation,  and  filled  at  the  same  time  the  soin^ 
what  incongruous  offices  of  Governor  and 
Commissioner.     The  system  of  deceit  wis 
now  in  full  force ;  every  possible  method  of 
cajolery  and   mystification  was  practised, 
and  again  hopes  were  raised,  inteutioBally 
raised,  which  the  Ministry  were  determined 
never  to  satisfy.     I  wilt  not  now  stop,  my 
Lords,  to  describe  the  low  and  degcadinj; 
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arts  employed  to  trap  the  Assembly  into 
votiDg  the  supplies.     It  was  my  duty  to 
set  this  whole  history  before  the  public  of 
Kngland.     I  have  done  it  fully  once,  and 
]  leare  willingly^  and  for  ever  the  humili- 
ating subject.     Suffice  it  to  say,  that  in 
spite  of  their  arts  and  mean  devices.  Sir 
Francis  Head  whose  etourderie  has  hitherto 
been  farcical,  though  it  has  lately  led  to 
tragical  results,  published  his  instructions, 
and  thereby  discovered  the  intentions  of  the 
colonial  Minister,  and  the  deception  prac- 
tised upon  the  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada. 
The  Assembly,  therefore,  refused  for  the 
preseut,  to  pay  the  arrears  due  to  the  pub- 
lic officers.     But  in  order  to  prevent  fur- 
ther   inconvenience,     they    voted   a  six 
months*  supply,  and  again  appealed  to  the 
Parliament  of  England.     At  this  period  of 
my  argument^   I  must  request  you,    my 
Lords,  to  take  a  retrospect  view  of  this 
history.     At  the  outset,  I  told  you  that  if 
there  had  been  ill  conduct,  such  as  deceit, 
vacillation,  non-fiilfilment  of  engagements, 
petulance,  and  low  arts  of  deception  and 
intrigue,  I  would  show  the  Assembly  not 
to  be  the  guilty  parties,  but  that  I  would 
»     fasten  the  guilt  chiefly  upon  the  agents  of 
the  Crown.     Have  I  not  fulfilled  my  pro- 
mise ?     You   are  constantly  told  that  the 
people  of  Canada  had,  since  the  year  1828, 
had  all  their  grievances  redressed,  and  yet 
I  have  proved  to  you  that  in  spite  of  all 
.  sorts  oi  boastful  promises  and  professions, 
the    great    grievances  complained  of   in 
1828  still  remain.     The  Legislative  Coun. 
cil  was  as  bad  as  ever ;   the  judges  were 
still  wholly  dependent  on  the  Crown,  thus 
poisoning  justice  at  its  very  source  ;   the 
revenues,  the  growing  revenues,   of     the 
country,  were  withdrawn  from  the  control 
of  the  Assembly,    while   the   only  step 
towards  reformation,  was  the  performance 
in  183  J ,  of  a  promise  made  in  1794*     But 
these  three  great  grievances,  the  parent 
source  of  all  the  sufferings  and  all  the 
complaints    of  the   Canadians,   were  the 
grand  subjects  of  complaint  in  1828.  They 
still  remained  in  their  pristine  vigour ;  and 
yet  are  we  told  that  all   w»s  redressed ! 
Bat  during  this  period,  what  was  the  con- 
duct of  the  Assembly  ?      Did  they  act  in 
heat  and  with  passion  ?     Did  they  call  in 
question  the  dominion  of  the  mother  coun- 
try?    Did  they,  like  our  English  colonies, 
prepare  for  armed  resistance  ?     No,   my 
Lord8>  they  did  none  of  these  things,   but 
tbey  said,  *^  We  are  tired  of  this  state  of 
oppression^    we    have  the    constitutional 
power  of  regulating   the  supplies^  aud^ 


although  wc  will  carry  on  the  government, 
wc  will  not  recede  from  our  demands,  will 
not  concede  to  our  opponents  that  which 
they  seek  to  tear  from  us,  before  we  learn 
the  definite  determination  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament."     Did  this  conduct  deserve 
punishment — was  there  here  any  abuse  of 
power  ?      How  can  any  one  assert  that  by 
such  proceedings  the  constitution  was  sus- 
pended ?     Peaceably,  calmly,  the  Assem- 
bly appealed  to  the  great  governing  prin- 
ciple or  that  constitution,  und  waited  with 
confidence  to  see  them  produce  their  legi- 
timate effects   by  the  assistance  of    the 
Imperial  Legislature.     The  expectations 
of  the  Assembly  were,  however,  doomed  to 
a  bitter  disappointment.     I  now  arrive  at 
the  eventful  period  1 837>  s^nd  the  Parlia- 
mentary proceedings  respecting  the  Cana- 
dian  difficulties.     The   Commissioners  of 
the  Crown  sent  home  voluminous  reports, 
which   are  in  every  one's  hands.     I  will 
not  now  stop  to  describe  them.   They  have 
been  condemned  by  all  parties,  and  need 
not  my  helping  hand  to  consign  them  to 
their  due  place  in  history.     But  now  came 
the  grand  determination  of  the  Ministers, 
which  may  be  briefly  described  thus : — 
They  flatly  refused  to  amend  the  Legisla^ 
lative  Council  by  the  mode  of  election. 
They  gravely  asserted  that  the  Legislative 
Council  required  reform,  and  they  there- 
upon determined  to  seize  upon  the  money 
of  the  colony  lying  in  the  provincial  trea- 
sury,  and  to  apply  it  as  they  thought  fit. 
Here  was  the  first,  the  most  flagrant,  violent, 
breach  of  the  constitution-— a  breach,  too, 
of  solemn  promises  made  in  acts  of  Parlia- 
ment— promises  made  expressly    to   our 
North  American  colonies  and  expressly  on 
this  very  point  of  application  of^  the  pro- 
vincial funds.     We  never,  even  before  our 
experience    gathered     in     the  American 
revolution,  dared  to  try  so  bold  an  experi- 
ment upon  the  patience  and  forbearance  of 
any  colony.      Here  was  collected  together 
under  acts  passed  in  reliance  upon  Eng- 
land's honour,  money  the  produce  of  three 
years'  taxation.     Safe,  as  the    people  of 
Canada  believed,  because  guarded  by  the 
authority,  and  sanction,  and  guarantee  of 
this  country,  they  slept  secure,  although 
their  treasure  was  in  the  hands  of  others, 
because  they  believed  those  others  to  be 
honest  as  well  as  powerful,  and  because 
they  had  our  pledged  faith  and  honour 
that  we  would  never  appropriate  it  without 
their  approval.     Alas !  alas  !  for  England's 
honour — alas !  for  our  character  for  com- 
mon    prodence,   for   commoo    honesty! 
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When   we  passed  those  fatal  resolutions, 
we  set  n  dangerous  and  fatal  example  of 
disregard  of  public  faith  and   of   public 
morals.     We  shook  all  men's  faith  in  the 
most  solemn   compactst   and  taught  our 
subjects  to  believe  that  whatever  we  had 
the  power  to  do  we  should  believe  that  we 
had  the  right ;  that  we  placed  ourselves 
above  all  moral  rules^  and  decided  upon 
our     proceedings    solely    with    reference 
to  our  own    immediate  power    and   ex- 
pediency.    Let  us  not^  then,  complain  if 
others    do    as   we  have  done,   and  imi- 
tate   but   too    successfully  the    example 
we    have    set.       Remark,    however,  the 
forbearance,      the      prudence,     and    the 
firmness  of  the  Assembly  at  this  pressing 
juncture.     America,  under  circumstances 
far  loss  exasperating,  had  at  once  rebelled 
and  successfully  resisted  our  attempts  to 
assert  our  dominion.     The  kind  feelings  of 
the  Canadians  were  not  so  easily  shaken. 
Although  their  near  neighbourhood  to  the 
United  States  rendered  their  situation  in 
case  of  preconcerted  and  deliberate  revolt, 
far  more  hopeful  than  was  that  of  America 
formerly,  still  they  did  not  call  out  for 
rebellion,  or  prepare  for  resistance.    They 
believed  that  the  strife  would  be  one  of  no 
ordinary  horror,  and  they  shrank  from  the 
responsibility  of  beginning  it.     Still  they 
determined  not  to  yield  wholly  and  without 
compromise ;     but    they    did  determine, 
seeing  the  determination  of  Parliament  for 
the  present  to  forego   their  desire  of  an 
Elective  Council,  provided   that  the  pro- 
mise of  reform  contained  in  the  resolutions 
of  the   two    Houses    of  Parliament    was 
fulfilled.   The  people,  however,  determined 
to  try  what  they  could  do  by  legal  means 
to  shake   the  resolution    of  the    mother 
country.     They  said — "If  you  determine 
not  to  do  us  justice,  we  are  not  bound  to 
be  your  commercial  customers,  and  we  will 
learn  to  depend  upon  our  own  resources." 
In  imitation   of  the  Americans  in    1774, 
non-intercourse  was  established,  and  they 
also  resolved   to  settle  all   differences  by 
arbitration  of  judges  appointed  by  them- 
selves.    These  last  resolutions  were  of  the 
people,  be  it  remembered.     The  Assembly 
met  in  August,  1837,  and  to  their  astonish, 
ment    they  found   the  Governor    asking 
them  for  money,  threatening  them  with 
the  resolutions  of  the  Parliament  if  they 
refused  it;    and  at  the  same  time  they 
discovered,  that  he  had  done  nothing  to 
soften   the  rigour  of  this  proceeding  by 
fulfil  Hog    the  promise   uf    reforming  the 
Legislative  Council.     Their  answer  to  this  | 


demand  was — '^  Perform   the   promise    «*' 
reform,  and  then  ask  us  for  money ;    uDt  i 
that  promise  is  fulfilled  we  cannot  enter- 
tain   your  demand."    Had   that    |sroiDisft 
been  fulfilled  in  its  true  spirit,  I  am  pn;- 
pared  to  prove  by  evidence  at  your  Im^f 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Asiiembl> 
to  have  voted  the  supplies.     I  will  adduee 
this  evidence,  and  your  Lordahips  sbdll 
judge  whether  they   who  througb  oegli* 
gence  or  some  worse  reasons  did  not  obei 
the  commands  of  Parliament  are  the  per- 
sons  who  ought  to   be  accusers   in   this 
matter — whether  the  accused  are  not  the 
innocent  -^  whether  the    accusers   be  not 
the    offending  parties.     1   here   solcmuJj 
charge  the  Minister  of  the  Crown,  the  Se. 
cretary  for  the  Colonies,  with   bein<;  the 
author  of  all   the  calamities  which    have 
resulted   from   this   fatal  betrayal  of  hi» 
duty.     Whether  it  was  indolence,  incapa- 
city, heedlessness,  neglect,  or  intentianal 
disregard    of  duty,  it    is  not  for  me  to 
inquire.     I  see  the    result,    I   know  the 
cause,  and  I  call  on  you,  my  Lords,  if  you 
seek  to  punish  the  guilty,  if  you  desire  to 
make  answerable  those  who  have  disturbed 
the  peace  of  the  empire,  have  led  to  tlie 
slaughter  of  her  peaceful  subjects,  have  in. 
troduced  the  horrors  and  calamities  of  war 
into  the  peaceful  vales  of  Canada,  to  look 
to  the  culprit  who  sits  beside  you.     Call 
on  the  Minister  of  the  Crown  to.  auiswer 
this  charge,  and  do   not,  I  entreat  jou, 
add  to   the   misery  already   existing    by 
allowing  this  dreadful  measure  now  upoo 
your  table  to  become  law,  and  thus  render 
confusion  and  dismemberment  of  the  em- 
pire  almost  inevitable.    Punish  the  guilty, 
spare  the  innocent.     Throw  out  this  Bill, 
which  is  an  injustice  to  my  clients,  and 
bid  the  Minister  of  the  Crown  make  bis 
defence    upon    three   grave   and    solemn 
charges.     Some  of  you,  my  Lords,  may 
smile  at  this  idea,  but   be  assured,   that 
posterity    and   the  world   at  large   will 
affirm   the  judgment  which   I   have  ven- 
tured   to     pronounce.     I  have  now,  my 
Lords,  brought  to  a  close  my  history  of 
the  Assembly's  proceedings.     As   soon  as 
the  Address  was  passed,  to  the  effect  that 
I  have  described,  tht-y  were  uncenerooni- 
ously  dismissed,  without  further  explana- 
tion or  application.     Since  that  moment 
the  Assembly  which  this  proposed  roea- 
sure  is  to  annihilate  has  had  no  means  of 
acting.  The  members  composing  it,  having 
returned  to  their  homes,  were   scattered 
over  a  territory  of  above  800  miles  in  extent, 
and  are  not  collectively  answerable  for 


767 


Affairs  of  Canada* 


JFeb.  5} 


Affairs  of  Canada, 


758 


anything  that  has  happened  since.  Look- 
ing back,  then^  my  Lords,  again,  have  I 
not  made  out  my  first  proposition-^viz., 
thttt  the  conduct  of  the  Assembly  has 
throughout  been  wise^  firm,  forbearing, 
and  prudent  ?  Spite  of  all  the  various 
provocations  they  received  (and  J  have 
passed,  of  necessity,  over  many,  le^t  I 
should  tire  your  patience),  spite  of  all  the 
trying  injuries  heaped  upon  them,  spite  of 
disappointment  of  all  their  most  cherished 
hopes,  they  never  swerved  from  their  path 
of  duty,  and  always  evinced  respect  and 
obedience  to  England;  and  yet  are  we 
now  about  to  reward  their  generous  zeal 
for  their  country,  their  confidence  in  us, 
their  respect  and  attachment  to  our  domi- 
nion, by  degrading  and  insulting  them 
and  their  country,  making  them  an  object 
for  the  scorn  and  contempt  of  the  whole 
continent  of  America.  If  this  be  prudent, 
it  is  not  just,  it  is  not  generous.  The 
world  will  wonder,  I  fear,  at  our  rashness, 
as  well  as  our  injustice.  But  it  may  be 
said,  it  is  true  that  the  Assembly  are  not 
to  blame,  but  the  people  have  rebelled, 
and  rebellion  must  be  punished,  and  what 
so  fit  a  punishment  as  depriving  them  of 
that  power  of  self-government  which  they 
have  abused  ?  The  answer  to  this  asser- 
tion is, — first,  the  people  have  not  re- 
belled ;  but  a  portion,  a  small  portion,  of 
the  whole  broke  out  into  a  riot  in  conse- 
quence of  what  they  conceived  a  crying 
injustice  committed  by  the  authorities; 
next,  in  this  riot  there  was  no  abuse  of 
the  powers  of  self-government— there  was 
no  connexion  between  the  Assembly  and 
the  riot.  The  riot  took  place  merely  in 
consequence  of  some  proceedings  which 
the  people  thought  unjust,  and  which  they 
resisted.  The  people,  in  fact,  had  resisted 
the  execution  of  certain  writs,  as  he  had 
no  doubt  their  Lordships  knew  from  the 
newspapers.  There  was  evidence  tiiat  the 
Government  had  knowledge  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  people  for  a  length  of  time 
before  they  chose  to  take  any  notice  of  it ; 
at  last,  however,  they  seemed  to  have  dis- 
covered that  a  conspiracy  existed  some- 
where, and  their  method  of  taking  mea- 
sures to  provide  for  the  public  safety  was 
curious.  They  forthwith  dismissed  a 
number  of  officers  of  mititia,  much  in  the 
same  way  as  a  certain  Government  had 
once  dismissed  Earl  Fitzwilliam  from  a 
high  situation  for  attending  a  meeting  for 
the  reform  of  Parliament;  nearly  in  a 
similar  way  to  this  were  those  officers  of 
militia  dismissed  for  attending  a  meeting. 


and  along  with  them  were  dismissed  also 
a  number  of  raagitttrates,  and  a  new  com- 
mission was  issued,  leaving  out  almost  all 
in  whom  the  people  had  confidence.  Your 
Lordships  must  understand,  that  just  at 
this  juncture  the  Jury  Act  had  expired, 
leaving  it  in  the  power  of  the  Crown,  by 
means  of  the  Attorney- General,  an  officer 
of  the  Crown,  and  appointed,  paid,  and 
dismissablc  by  the  Crown,  to  prick  just 
whomsoever  he  pleased  to  serve  on  juries. 
Just  at  this  time  Lord  Gosfbrd  issued 
warrants  against  persons  on  account  of 
acts  committed  three  months  before:  these 
were  directed  chiefly  against  M.  Papineau's 
associates,  but  not  against  M.  Papineau 
himself  in  the  first  instance,  though  very 
significant  warning  was  given  that  it  was 
intended  to  issue  a  warrant  against  him 
shortly.  Such  ere  the  facts  of  the  case : 
and  were  your  Lordships  called  upon  to 
disfranchise  a  borough,  or  to  deprive  a 
corporation  of  its  charter  upon  such  a  case, 
you  would  give  a  flat  refusal;  and  yet 
here,  in  a  case  where  the  outrage  upon 
existing  vested  interests  is  far  more  marked 
and  extraordinary,  there  seems  no  hesita- 
tion. A  small  portion  of  the  whole  people, 
a  few  parishes,  resist  a  force  endeavouring 
to  arrest  certain  individuals ;  thereupon 
you  punish  the  whole  nation,  who  could 
have  no  part  in  the  aflray,  who  neither  by 
word  nor  by  action  aided  and  abetted  the 
rioters.  Compare  the  conduct  pursued 
with  regard  to  the  Canadians  with  that 
towards  the  people  of  Bristol.  A  dan. 
gerous  riot  occurred  in  that  town ;  yet 
nobody  thought  of  depriving  the  city  of 
their  Representatives  nor  of  their  charter. 
Look  at  the  daily  riots  of  Ireland — whole 
counties,  not  parishes,  declared  to  be  in 
such  a  state  as  to  require  martial  law; 
and  yet  there  is  no  proposal  to  deprive 
Ireland,  or  even  the  disturbed  counties,  of 
their  Representatives.  Take  again  a  yet 
more  striking  case— Scotland  in  171^  and. 
1745.  At  that  time  the  whole  of  Scotland 
was  on  the  side  of  the  Pretender,  and 
actually  in  willing  subjection  to  him ;  and 
yet  Scotland  was  not  deprived  of  her 
Representatives.  Even  the  supposed  paral- 
lel ease  of  Boston  affords  nothing  like  the 
present  Bill.  An  outrage  in  that  case  bad 
been  committed  expressly  against  the 
authority  of  Parliament ;  the  whole  people 
of  the  province  of  Massachusetts  Bay 
applauded  the  rioters,  and  refused  to  give 
them  up,  and  turned  out  in  arms  to  resist 
the  Government.  Yet,  then,  all  that  was 
proposed  to  be  done  was  to  give  to  Boston 
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a  coDstttutioD  similar  to  that  which  Lower 
Canada  now  has.  There  was  no  attempt 
to  destroy  their  means  of  self-government, 
their  House  of  Representatives  remained ; 
but  the  Council  was  now  to  be  chosen  by 
the  Crown>  instead  of  being  elected  by  the 
people.  The  truth  is,  my  Lords,  and  we 
cannot  hide  it  from  ourselves  or  the  world, 
this  riot  is  but  a  pretext.  The  Ministers 
found  that  the  Government  of  Canada, 
with  its  present  constitution,  was  a  painful 
and  difficult  matter,  and  they  took  advan- 
tage of  the  fright  which  this  riot  created 
in  Parliament  to  persuade  them  that  the 
source  of  all  this  confusion  and  terror  was 
the  House  of  Assembly,  the  fact  all  the 
time  being,  that  the  imbecility,  the  vacilla- 
tion, and  deception  adopted  by  the  Minis- 
ters, were  the  true  causes  of  the  dis- 
turbance. Pretences  were  wanted  to  cover 
this  disagreeable  fact,  and  the  riot  came 
opportunely  to  their  aid.  Nevertheless, 
it  may  still  be  insisted  that  some  chtinge 
is  necessary,  because  the  populations,  Eng- 
lish and  French,  are  divided  and  hostile, 
and  the  French  majority  are  said  to 
oppress  the  English  minority.  Having 
thus  proved  the  injustice  of  the  proposed 
measure,  by  describing  and  defending  the 
conduct  of  the  Assembly,'  having,  as  I 
believe,  successfully  justified  that  much 
injured,  much  calumniated  body,  and  re- 
pulsed the  various  attacks  which  malice 
and  ignorance  combined  have  made  on  it, 
I  now  proceed  to  that  part  of  my  duty 
which  IS  comparatively  light  and  easy. 
J  am  no  longer  on  the  defensive,  I  am 
about  to  attack  the  so  called  healing  mea- 
sure on  your  Lordships'  table,  and  to  prove 
it  to  be  for  good  purposes  wholly  inade- 
quate, while  for  mischief  it  is  but  too 
))otent  and  effective.  Let  us,  at  the  out- 
set, clearly  understand  what  the  measure 
is,  and  what  it  is  intended  to  effect.  The 
Bill  is  called  one  for  the  government  of 
Lower  Canada.  Difficulties  have  arisen  in 
the  government  of  that  colony — difficulties 
such  as  I  have  been  at  some  pains  to 
describe;  the  machinery  created  by  the 
act  of  1791  has  been  found  not  altogether 
perfect;  the  Assembly  has  exercised  its 
powers  in  a  manner  to  give  offence ;  and 
you  are  in  consequence  called  upon — to 
GO  what  ?  Amend  the  faulty  parts  of  the 
machine  ?  so  to  arrange  the  now  conflicting 
powers  of  it  that  il  may  proceed  to  its 
accustomed  and  useful  work  ?  No,  my 
Lonis,  this  is  not  what  you  are  now  asked 
to  do.  The  bright  idea  of  mending  the 
machine  by  first  destroying  it  has  sug- 


gested itself  to  the  Colonial  Minister  ;  and 
because  the    great    mass  of  the    X^itwer 
Canadian  population  are  already  some^vhai 
displeased  with  the  treatment   tbej-  Iiarr 
received  at  our  hands,  it  is  deemed  th>L 
height  of  wisdom  to  take  a  step  whieH  will 
inevitably  increase  their  disconteot,   aiiii 
render  their  allegiance  the  result  of  phy- 
sical coercion,  and   not  spontaneous  azi<I 
affectionate  attachment  to  our  domiiii^iri. 
Now,  my  Lords,  I  must  presume  to  dilftr 
entirely  from  the  policy  of  this  proceecliiig, 
and  I  will  at  once  endeavour  to  show  y<air 
Lordships  how  all  the  present  difficulties 
attending  our  rule  will  be  greatly  agigra- 
vated  by  this  fetal  measure — to  point  out 
to  you  the  portentous  evils  with  which  it 
threatens  us,  the  dire  calamities   which 
must  of  necessity  flow  from  it.     But  st^K 
it  may  be  said,  something  must  be  dime. 
I  allow  it.     This  admission,  however,  docn 
not  yield  anything  in  favour  of  this  BilL 
This   measure  makes  bad  worse;    where 
under  present  circumstances  you  have  oiie 
difficulty,  under  this  brilliant  specimen  of 
colonial  legislation  you  will  hare  to  en- 
counter a  hundred.     When  I  have  prored 
all   this,  my  Lords,  I  will   go  one  step 
further,  by  showing  that  it  is  wanton  mis. 
chief — that  a  dangerous  path    has  been 
chosen — that  you  have,  while  a  safe  one 
was  open   to  you,    adopted   a   course  io 
which  you  encounter  danger,  in  which  jou 
certainly  incur  enormous  expense,  which 
will  probably  produce  calamity  witboat 
limit,  and  yet  attain  no  security  for  the 
future — that  you  do  this,  when  it  is  pos- 
sible  with   ease  to  allay  all   discontent, 
without  incurring  any  danger  of  hostilitr 
at  the  present  time,  and  also  to  provide  for 
our  future  security  from  any  evil  that  may 
threaten   us  in  consequence  of  the  great 
and  rapidly  increasing  power  of  the  great 
federal  republic  of  North  America*     The 
Bill,    in   the  first  place,  is  a  temporary 
measure.     You  sus))end  the  constitution 
of  Lower  Canada  till  the  year  1840»  and 
in  the  mean  time  you  send  out  a  dictator. 
The    question    immediately    arises  —  in 
what  better  condition  do  you  suppose  you 
will  be  in  the  year  1840  than  now  \  What 
do  you  suppose  will  take  place  when  the 
constitution  revives  ?     Will  not  the  same 
difficulties  which  now  beset  and  obstruct 
it  revive  also  ?     But  we  intend  to  provide 
against  them.     By  what  means  ?  and  why 
are  those    means   not  at  once    adopted  ? 
Why  do  you  not  now  amend  the  const itu« 
tion  in  place  of  destroying  it  ?     You  know 
the  vvhole  case— more  informatioo  cannot 
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be  obtained.     Why,  then,  delay  to  net? 
Why,  because  they  who  have   the  power 
have  not  the  courage  to  face  the  real  diffi- 
cult ies  of  the  question.     This  sending  out 
a  dictator,  this  temporury  suspension  of  the 
constitution,  is  a  part  of  the  old  system 
which  has  produced  the  present  crisis.  The 
great  object  of  all  Ministerial  endeavours 
seems  to  be  to  stave  off  a  difficulty.     Man- 
fully to  grapple  with  it  requires  courage, 
requires    knowledge;     and    courage    and 
knowlege     are    qualities,     unfortunately, 
which  are  far  too  rare  in  the  rulers  of  man- 
kind.    At  this  moment  the  Ministers  of 
the  Crown  are  reduced  to  this  dilemma — 
either  they  know  what  ought  to  be  done, 
or  they  do  not.     If  they  do  know  what 
ought  to  be  done,  there  is  no  need  of  delay ; 
if  they  do  not  know,  they  never  will.    Let 
us  not,  however,  hide  the  truth  from  our- 
selves.   They  who  have  governed  England 
and  her  colonies  for  the  last  six  years,  have 
been  always  halting  between  two  opinions, 
and  subject  to  the  influence  of  two  sorts  of 
principles    diametrically    opposed.    They 
have  obtained  power  under  the   guise  of 
liberality — under  the  promise  and  pretence 
of   reform.     They   have    endeavoured  to 
retain  power  without    any  fulfilment  of 
their  promises.     The  consequence  has  been 
that  their  Government  at  home  and  in  our 
colonies   has  been  one  continued   shuffle. 
They  have  allowed  expectations  to  arise 
that  they  determined  not  to  satisfy.  They 
seek  to  make  men  live  upon  hope,  and 
themselves  desire  to  enjoy  all  the  odour  of 
liberality.     Discontent,    however,   attends 
disappointment,  and  all  our  present  diffi- 
culties in  Canada  are  the  result  of  discon- 
tent and  anger,   raised  by  the  disappoint- 
ment of  hopes  produced  by  this  unwarrant- 
able system  of   promise  without  perform- 
ance.   Habits,    however,   are    not  easily 
eradicated ;    the   Ministers  of  the  Crown 
will  not  take  lessons  from  experience,  and 
are  determined  to  continue  their  old  game 
of  procrastination  and  delay.     But,   my 
Lords,  I  appeal  fearlessly  to  your  common 
sense,  and  to  your  honour  and  honesty,  and 
I  ask  of  you,  possessed  as  you   are  of  all 
the  knowledge   which    the  case    affords 
or  requires,  whether  it  would  not  be  more 
prudent,  more  honourable,  more  honest,  at 
once  to  say  what   you    will,     what  you 
will  not,  do  to  satisfy  the  wishes  of  your 
colonists  ?     Take  your  measures  like  bold, 
like  honest  men  :   tell   us  what  they  are  ; 
establish  your  system  of  colonial  rule  — 
tlint  system  to  which  you  determine  to  ad- 
here, and  at  once  frame  that   machine  of 


colonial  government  which  you  believe  to 
be  the  best  one.  Do  this,  and  there  is  no 
need  to  suspend  the  constitution  of  Canada. 
Change  it,  if  vou  so  determine ;  but  do  so 
at  once,  and  ao  not  fly  to  subterfuge.  Do 
not  come  with  hypocritical  pretences  of 
sorrow  —  hollow  lamentations  over  the 
necessity  which  compels  you  to  act,  and 
under  the  guise  of  sham  liberality  perpe- 
trate this  crying  outrage  against  common 
sense  and  common  honesty.  If  you  intend 
permanently  to  destroy  the  representative 
government  of  Lower  Canada,  say  so  at 
once,  and  do  it  avowedly  and  openly ;  and 
do  not,  I  entreat  of  you,  adopt  the  poor, 
the  paltry  screen,  of  saying  that  you  sus- 
pend it  only.  If  you  do  not  intend  to 
destroy,  but  to  amend  it,  let  us  ut  once 
know  what  those  proposed  amendments 
are.  For  your  own  sakes,  for  the  sake  of 
that  connexion  between  this  country  and 
the  colony,  which  all  in  this  House  and 
most  of  those  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament prize  so  highly,  I  beseech  you,  my 
Lords,  to  adopt  this  manly,  this  honest 
course,  for  depend  on  roe  when  I  tell  vou, 
that  the  moment  this  Bill  becomes  a  law, 
all  hope  of  any  peaoe^l  maintenance  of 
that  connexion  may  at  once  and  for  ever 
be  discarded.  I  know  the  people  of  whom 
I  am  speaking ;  I  know  the  circumstances 
by  which  they  are  surrounded,  and  without 
hesitation  I  assert  that  they  will  deem  this 
measure  one  of  great,  of  unmitigated  injus- 
tice :  they  will  consider  it  part  of  a  system, 
and  that  system  they  will  believe  to  have 
for  its  object  the  establishment  of  such  a 
colonial  dominion  as  will  leave  them  but 
the  shadow  of  freedom.  They  will  feel 
that  this  measure  is  an  insult  as  well  as 
injury ;  it  will  degrade  them  in  their  own 
esteem — it  will  degrade  them  in  that  of 
their  neighbours.  They  will  make  com- 
parisons between  their  own  position  and 
the  happy  situation  of  the  free  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  and  they  will,  while 
they  imprecate  curses  upon  the  rule  under 
which  they  are  compelled  for  a  time  to 
crouch,  look  with  longing  eyes  to  that 
mighty  people  who  dwell  near  to  them,  and^ 
will  in  secret  cherish  the  darling  hope, 
that  the  fortune  which  ever  pursues  injus- 
tice,  even  though  she  be  halt,  and  lame, 
and  slow,  will  yet  inevitably  overtake  it, 
and  bring  with  the  turn  of  her  fatal  wheel 
an  opportunity  of  punishing  their  oppres- 
sors, and  vindicating  their  own  honour  and 
freedom.  I  speak  prophetically,  my  Lords, 
not  as  one  wishing  the  misfortunes  to 
England  which  I  now  predict ;  but  be  you 
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meat  lias  been  created  simply  by  the  fact 
of  revolt  against  the  mother  country  (for 
as  yet  they  know  nothing  of  this  measure 
of  revenge).  Their  own  revolution  is 
ever  in  their  thoughts.  The  cases^  in  their 
opinion^  seem  almost  identical^  and  they 
believe  that  the  God  of  the  oppressed  bids 
them  aid  and  assist  the  Canadians.  The 
revolt^  in  spite  of  all  these  formidable  dif- 
ficulties^ may  be  suppressed ;  but  where  is 
your  security  for  the  future  ?  Your  well- 
trained  soldiers  may  defeat  the  rebels^  but 
they  cannot  convert  them  into  attached 
and  faithful  subjects.  Every  act  of  this 
fatal  tragedy  only  renders  more  certain 
the  painful^  and  to  us^  humiliating,  result. 
Hostile  separation  and  war  with  the 
United  States  will  some  day  inevitably 
follow.  Then,  my  Lords,  see  what  fol- 
lows. This  already  too  gigantic  power 
will  add  to  her  union  the  whole  continent 
of  America.  They  are  shallow  politicians 
who  cannot  see  the  immense  temptation 
which  is  held  out  by  the  free  navigation  of 
the  St.  Lawrence  to  all  the  northern  states 
of  the  Union.  The  very  question  which, 
of  all  others,  appears  most  likely  to  create 
dissention  in  the  Union,  viz.  that  of  slavery, 
renders,  uuder  present  circumstances,  the 
annexation  of  the  Canadas,  as  a  counter- 
poise to  Texai,  almost  inevitable,  unless 
timely  and  wise  precautions  be  taken  by 
England  to  prevent  it.  Can  such  precau- 
tions be  taken  ?  Do  any  means  exist  by 
which  this  fatal  junction  might  be  pre- 
vented and  our  discontented  colonies  firmly 
attaclied  to  our  dominion  ?  My  Lords,  I 
think  there  are  such  means,  and  to  those 
means,  to  that  measure  which  ought  to 
supersede  the  direful  experiment  you  are 
about  to  venture,  I  will  almost  immedi- 
ately apply  myself,  and  shortly  describe  it, 
as  the  best  apology  I  can  offer  to  your 
Lordships  for  the  trial  I  have  made  of  your 
patience  and  attention.  I  would,  however, 
before  1  do  this,  add  a  few  observations 
upon  the  consequences  likely  to  result 
from  the  precious  specimen  of  legislation 
before  your  Lordships.  It  is  clear  that 
this  suspension  of  the  Canadian  constitu- 
tion is  not  needed  for  the  suppression  of 
the  revolt  It  is  clear  also  that  the  noble 
Lord  who  is  to  be  Dictator  of  Canada  is 
not  to  employ  his  powers  to  that  end, 
otherwise  he  would  proceed  immediately 
to  his  government,  and  not  await  the 
coming  of  fine  weather  in  the  spring.  Ex. 
oept,  then,  for  purposes  of  vengeance,  the 
objects  of  this  Bill  are  all  pros|)cctive.  By 
the  preamble  vas  it  originally  st(KN),  and 


also  by  the  instructions  to  Lord  Durham, 
which  have  been  printed,  we  are  told,  that 
one  of  the  means  which  his  Lordship  will 
adopt  for  the  future  better  government  of 
Canada  is  the  calling  together  of  a  conven- 
tion ;  and  the  members  of  this  convention 
in  Lower  Canada  are  to  be  elected  by  the 
people  of  that  country.  Now,  at  this 
moment  I  will  say  nothing  as  to  the  wis- 
dom or  folly  of  this  proposed  arrangement, 
but  I  call  attention  to  this  remarkable 
circumstance.  The  very  same  persons — 
viz.,  the'Ministers  of  the  Crown,  who  dread 
the  assembling  of  the  Parliament  of  Lower 
Canada,  who  dread  also  a  new  election,  yet 
have  no  fear  of  calling  the  people  together 
for  the  election  of  delegates  to  a  conveu- 
tion.  It  is  obvious,  then,  that  they  do  not 
fear  assemblies  of  the  people.  What,  then, 
do  they  dread  ?  ana  why  do  they  not 
allow  the  noble  Lord  who  is  to  go  out  as 
pacificator  after  peace  is  established  — 
why  not  allow  him  to  call  together  the 
Parliament.^  I  heard  a  whisper  and  a 
suggestion  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment which  to  me  explained  a  mystery. 
There  will  be  some  plan  devised  to  narrow 
the  constituency  of  that  country,  and  the 
ignorant  meddlers  in  politics  who  have 
hitherto  ruled  the  destinies  of  that  unfor- 
tunate country  are  so  blind  as  not  to  see 
the  consequence  of  such  an  attempt.  You 
are  told,  my  Lords,  that  all  the  wealth  of 
that  country  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Eng- 
lish, and  you  believe  what  you  are  told. 
Now,  hear  my  version  of  the  story;  all 
the  real  wealth  of  the  country  is  in  the 
hands  of  the  agricultural  community,  and 
they,  for  the  most  part,  are  French)  while 
the  pretended  riches  of  the  merchants  of 
Montreal  and  Quebec,  who  are  chiefly 
English,  is  more  show  than  reality.  Few 
are  rich — few  are  solvent ;  and  the  real 
cause  of  their  furious  outcry  is  the  dread 
of  bankruptcy  in  peaceful  times.  Create 
a  riot,  ana  to  be  a  bankrupt  will  not  be 
dishonourable.  Keep  the  country  quiet, 
and  if  they  break,  then  men  will  scan 
closely  the  honesty  of  those  who  have  de^ 
luded  their  creditors.  However,  make  your 
electoral  qualification  higher,  try  the  ex- 
periment, and  you  will  not  have  one  Eng- 
lishman in  your  new  Parliament.  Your 
only  chance  is  by  extending  the  suffrage; 
but  this  does  not  accord  with  notions  pre. 
dominant  here,  and  we  are  all  but  too  prone 
to  fancy  the  rest  of  the  world  like  ourselves 
in  every  particular.  The  noble  Lord  who 
is  about  to  go  on  this  mission  of  supposed 
peace  will  find  all  his  plans  of  good  ruined 
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by  the  suspicion  attendant  on  this  Bill.  He 
is  popular  it  is  said,  in  this  country.  I 
suppose  that  he  is  known  to  the  people  by 
some  great  achievement  in  their  favour^ 
by  some  great  service  rendered  them.  But 
to  the  Canadian  people  he  is  unknown, 
except  as  the  dictator  who  strides  over  the 
ruins  of  their  constitution,  and  the  near 
Connexion  of  one  they  deem  their  bitterest 
enemy.  He  may  surround  himself  with 
pomp  and  para<}e ;  he  may  enact  the 
viceroy,  and  play  with  what  effect  or 
vigour  he  pleases  the  farce  of  mock  royalty; 
but  when  he  sends  this  bill  as  his  har- 
binger>  be  assured  that  he  will  play  to 
empty  benches:  he  will  be  no  popular 
favourite  ;  and,  though  a  star  from  London, 
the  provincials  will  not  run  after  him. 
Some  few  fools  may  gape  and  cry  God 
bless  him  ;  but  the  national  feeling  will  be 
such  towards  him,  that  no  man  need  envy 
him  his  power,  even  with  all  its  tinsel  con- 
comitants; nor  will  he,  if  he  have  the 
heart  of  a  man,  lon^  stand"  up  against  the 
concentrated  hatred  and  indignation  that 
will  on  all  occasions  break  out  against  him 
who  could  seize  this  unhallowed  sceptre, 
and  consent  to  play  the  dictator  over  an 
injured  and  a  helpless  people.  Perhaps, 
in  the  day  of  his  failure,  he  will  remember 
the  words  uttered  this  night.  But  what 
then  ought  to  be  done  ?  Let  me  answer 
that  question  in  one  sentence: — Do  justice 
to  Canada.  You  seek  to  retain  your  do- 
minion, you  wish  to  maintain  peace,  you 
desire  to  have  your  colony  a  profitable 
possession.  If  you  wish  these  things, 
reign  over  it  with  justice ;  but  j  ustice  here 
means — grant  the  demands  of  the  people. 
What  are  they  ?  Freedom  from  irrespon- 
sible rule.  The  interests  of  England  are 
in  this  the  same  as  those  of  the  colony. 
England  gains  nothing  by  an  irresponsible 
Legislative  Council.  Give  the  people  a 
government  which  shall  provide  for  their 
interests  and  for  yours,  and  not  for  those 
of  the  hungry  band  who  have  so  long 
preyed  upon  tlie  vitals  of  the  colony.  How 
is  this  to  be  done  }  As  follows : — A  care- 
ful and  provident  statesman  would,  in  all 
his  measures  respecting  the  present  go. 
vernment  of  Canada,  keep  a  steady  eye  on 
the  future  destinies  of  the  colony — would 
be  careful  so  to  arrange  his  plans  as  to 
render  it  impossible  that  any  junction 
with  the  United  States  and  our  present 
colonies  should  ever  take  place.  The  pre- 
sent condition  of  those  provinces  gives  you 
an  opportunity  of  doing  both  the  things 
which  you  should  now  seek  to  effect — viz., 
VOL.  XL.    {S^} 


to  allay  the  discontents  of  the  lower  and 
upper  province,  and  provide  against  the 
extension  of  the  power  of  the  United 
States.  The  mode  of  allaying  the  discon- 
tents of  Canada  I  last  year  propounded  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  have  lately  again 
set  forth  to  the  head  of  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. That  plan  contemplated  the 
abolition  of  the  Legislative  Council,  and 
the  creation  of  a  council  of  advice,  to  be 
chosen  by  each  successive  governor.  By 
this  means,  responsibility  would  be  fixed 
upon  a  single  person,  who  would  have  all 
the  advantage  that  could  be  derived  from 
advice.  In  order  to  protect  the  general 
interests  of  the  colonies  and  England's 
interests,  it  was  proposed  that  there  should 
be  a  general  assembly  composed  of  persons 
elected  by  the  various  legislatures  of  the 
differenjt  colonies,  that  by  a  written  code 
the  powers  of  this  body  should  be  deter, 
mined — one  of  their  fiinctions  being  to 
hear  impeachments  preferred  by  the  Colo- 
nial Legislatures.  Besides  this  body,  it  was 
proposed  to  institute  a  superior  court  of 
judicature,  to  try  all  judicial  questions 
between  the  several  colonies — and  such  as 
should  arise  from  calling  in  question  the 
limits  of  the  powers  exercised  by  the  ge- 
neral assembly  and  the  several  Colonial 
Legislatures.  Such  a  machinery  as  this 
would  keep  your  colonies  in  one  compact 
body — would  keep  them  separate  from  the 
United  States,  and  when  the  time  comes, 
which  must  come,  in  which  they  are  to 
be  independent  of  our  dominion,  they 
might  form  themselves  into  a  northern 
confederation,  balancing  and  controlling 
the  powers  of  the  United  States  of  Ame- 
rica. Such,  my  Lords,  is  my  plan  of 
pacification,  to  which  no  object  on  can  be 
brought,  but  such  as  results  either  from 
misconception  of  the  real  interests  of 
England  or  a  too  nice  perception  of  per- 
sonal interests.  But  before  you  decide 
upon  this  or  any  other  plan,  I  would  be- 
seech you,  my  Lords,  gravely  and  seriously 
to  inquire  into  the  benefit  which  you  hope 
to  derive  from  opposing  the  general  ^  ishes 
of  the  colonists,  and  then  to  (>et  against 
this  supposed  benefit  the  real  evils  which 
you  brave,  by  obstinately  opposing  your- 
self to  the  just  wishes  ot  our  subjects  At 
this  moment,  every  one  of  you  must  feel 
that  war  with  the  United  States  hits  \h^*\\ 
risked  by  this  insane  quarrel  with  our 
coionit'S.  No  greater  rahimity  ronid 
happen  to  ninnkind  than  surli  a  M'ar,  and 
yet  have  wc  heedlessly—  nuiy  J  nt>t  »ay 
criminally  r* — incurred  the  danger  of  it — 
2C 
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and  for  what  ?  To  maiotaiii  a  wretched 
hand  of  hungry  officials  in  the  possession 
of  ill-used  as  well  as  ill-gotten  power— to 
shelter  a  few  peculating  servants  from  the 


offer  any  vexatious  or  harassing  opposition 
to  the  Committee  on  the  bill^  though  he 
differed  in  every  respect,  not  only  from  the 
principle,  but  also  from  the  details  of  it. 


just  indignation  of  their  robbed  and  insulted  !  He  would,  however,  reserve  any  observa- 
masters.  This,  my  Lords,  is  the  real  end  tions  which  he  had  to  make  upon  it  to  a 
of  all  our  great  expense,  of  all  our  loss  of  future  opportunity,  if  he  thought  it  worth 
money,  time,  and  blood — the  magnificent  while,  which  he  scarcely  thought  it  was, 
object  for  which  we  have  stayed  all  im-  to  trouble  their  Lordships  with  any  fur* 
provement  in  Canada,  for  which  we  now  ther  objections  M'hich  he  had  to  this  mei^ 
seek  to  outrage  the  feelings  of  the  whole  '  sure. 

continent  of  America,  for  which  we  have  1  The  Earl  of  Ripon  said,  that  in  conse- 
already  risked  the  chance  of  the  most  dis-  quence  of  what  had  fallen  from  the  learned 
astrous  calamity  which  ignorance  and  counsel  at  the  bar,  he  felt  it  necessary  to 
wickedness  combined  could  inflict  on  man-  ;  trouble  their  Lordships  with  one  or  two 
kind !  Is  not  this,  my  Lords,  a  ma^nifi.  !  observations.  If  this  bill  were  right  at 
cent  requital  for  such  a  risk  ?  And  are  i  all,  it  was  so  because  the  acts  of  the  House 
we  not,  by  our  proceedings,  exhibiting  to  of  Assembly  had  de  facto  suspended  the 
the  world  a  scene  humiliating  to  the  i  constitution  of  Lower  Canada.  Their 
national  character  for  sense,  for  honour.  Lordships  were,  therefore,  compel  led  either 
and  generosity  ?  To  you,  my  Lords,  as  to  assent  to  this  bill  or  to  some  other  bill 
the  supposed  guardians   of  our   ancient    of  a  similar  kind. 

honour,  I  appeal  to  save  us  from  this  de-  Their  Lordships  went  into  a  Commit- 
gradation  and  disgrace.  The  learned  gen-  |  tee.  The  clauses  of  the  Hill  were  agreed 
tleman,  after  reading  part  of  a  protest,  I  to  without  amendment,  and  the  House 
recommending  conciliatory  measures  to  be  i  resumed. 

pursued  tow^s  the  colonies,  a    protest  j      On  the  question  that  the  report  be  re 
which  had  been  entered  on  their  journals  ,  oeived, 

by  some  of  their  most  illustrious  ancestors,  |  Tlie  Earl  of  Aberdeen  observed,  that 
among  whom  he  mentioned  the  names  of ,  there  was  a  clause  by  which  it  was  pro- 
the  Duke  of  Richmond,  the  Duke  of  De-  I  vided  that  this  bill,  when  it  was  proclaim- 
vonshire,  Carl  Fitzwilliam,  Lord  Falkland,  ed  by  the  governor  of  Canada,  should  im- 
and  Lord  Ponsonby,  concluded  by  stating  mediately  take  effect.  Now,  he  wished  to 
that  he  would  not  trespass  further  upon  !  know,  whether  it  was  intended  that  the 
their  indulgence,  but  would  reserve  to  bill  was  to  wait  for  proclamation  until  the 
himself  the  right  of  calling,  at  a  future  ,  arrival  of  the  Earl  of  Durham  in  Canada, 
stage  of  the  bill,  evidence  to  prove  the  or  whether  it  was  intended  to  give  a  dis- 
v<iriou8  facta  which  he  had  stated  in  the  cretionary  ]K)wer  to  Sir  John  Colbwne,  as 
course  of  his  speech.     ^  |  acting  governor,  to  proclaim  it  when  he 

Lord  Brougham  paid  a  high  compli-  '  should  think  fitting, 
rnent  to    the    distinguished    power    and  |      Lord  Gfenelgt  in  reply,  stated,  that  it 
ability  with  which  the  learned  counsel  at    was    intended    that    Sir  John   Colborne 
tlie  liar  had  advocated  the  just  claims  of   should  have  power  to  carry  the  bill  into 
the  Canadian  people,  while  he  had  shown    effect   before   the  arrival  of  the  Earl  of 
that  the  bill,  suspending  their  constitution,  <  Durham  in  Canada, 
ought  not  to  pass  into  law.  As  the  learned        Report  received, 
counsel  proposed  at  a  future  stage  of  the 
bill  to  tender  evidence  in  support  of  the  

?l"^?!?r?Ki!I^it  "IL^"^  ^"''  T^'^A  ^^  11 0  U  S  E   O  F   C  O  M  M  O  N  S, 

thought   that  the  best  course   for  their  ' 

lordships  to  pursue  would  be  to  go  at  Monday,  February  5,  1838. 

once  into  the  Committee,  and  then,  at  a 

future  sta^e  of  the  bill,  if  their  Lordships    Wikutrs.]  mu.   Read  »  iecoiid  tune  :-Qittiifl«tiai  of 

were  so  minded,  they  could  hear  the  evi-  PeuttoL  pmentod.  By  sir  c.  STmcKLAifo,  trom  Dan*- 
dence  which  the  learned  counsel  said  he  icy,  Yorkshire,  aeaimt  the  smaii  Dobu  court*  aiiu^By 
was  ready  to  produce.     Mind,  he  wished       ^''  waixac«.  from  uic  chambcf  of  commems  Kdin- 

....  lii         1.  •*  I         .  burgh,  for  Post-Office  rcfonn. — ^By  Ix»n]  A.Contnoham, 

It  to  »)e  UmlerstOOd  as  his  opinion,    that    it  from  Canterbury,  for  the  Ballot,  Exienimn  of  the  Suf 

was  by  no  means  a  matter   of  course   that         f^S^»  •nd  Triennial  Parllamento.— By  Sir  G«  Strick- 

such  evidence  should  be  heard  hi  their  liar    i     '^''"*  ^'**™  Uoroughbridge.  Voikshire.  for  the  immediate 

V..^   u:^    ^.««    -v^-*      L       J*  i         A    •  J  .  *  '       abolition  of  Net^ru  Slavery.— By    Mr.    Waklkv.  from 

tor   his    own    part,    be    did    not  intend  to         Hudderrteld.  and  other  place*,  thatcoQiiMl  m%ht  be 
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licnd  at  the  fair  oo  behalf  of  the  Glaigow  Cotton-fptamam 
—By  Sir  R.  InoLia,  flrom  Darlaifeon,  StaflRsrdBhire,  against 
the  propoied  suppmsion  of  the  Bishopric  of  Sodor  and 
Man. — By  Lord  Samoon,  from  Liverpool,  against  the 
Rating  of  Small  Tenements  BilL^By  Mr.  Hints,  from 
Middlesex,  and  two  places  in  Devon  and  Suffolk,  for 
Vote  by  Ballot — By  Lord  Ebringtow,  fr(xn  the  Union 
of  Roehampton,  against  any  alteration  in  the  principles 
of  the  Poor>law  BiU^— By  Mr.  BaiNaa,  from  a  place  in 
Yorkshire,  for  the  abolition  of  N^o  Apprenticeship.^— 
By  Mr.  C.  Bitller,  from  Dissenters  of  Staffordshire  and 
PentonTille,  to  the  same  effect — By  Mr.  (yCoHiriLL, 
from  the  county  of  Cork,  and  the  dty  of  Dublin,  against 
the  Poor-law  Bill  for  Ireland. 

Banking.]  Mr.  Hume  inquired  whether 
the  Government  intended  to  renew  the 
Committee,  or  take  any  measures  with 
respect  to  the  Bank  of  England  ? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  in  the  course  of  next  week  he  shoiihl 
propose  the  re»appointroent  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  joint-stock  banks. 

Mr.  Hutne:  Will  it  be  open  for  the 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  conduct 
of  the  Bank  of  England  during  the  last 
eighteen  montlis  ? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  it  certainly  was  not  his  intention  to 
propose  any  question  before  that  Committee 
the  tendency  of  which  would  be  to  alter 
the  arrangements  deliberately  entered  into 
between  that  House  and  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land; at  the  same  time  he  thought  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  Committee  to 
consider  the  state  of  banking  generally 
throughout  the  country  without  taking 
into  account  a  certain  portion  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Bank  of  England,  as  con- 
nected with  the  circulation  of  the  coun- 
try. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  it  was  not  his  intention 
to  propose  any  alteration  in  the  agreement 
made  with  the  Bank  of  England,  but  he 
wished  to  know  how  that  agreement  was 
to  be  carried  out.  He  should  therefore 
move,  wheucver  the  proposed  Committee 
should  be  appointed,  that  the  inquiry 
should  be  extended  into  the  conduct  of 
the  Bank  of  England.  He  also  wanted 
to  know  what  was  to  be  done  with  the 
Bank  of  Ireland,  as  the  expiration  of  its 
charter  was  fast  approaching  ? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Excliequer  pro- 
posed to  proceed  with  the  inquiry  on  joint- 
stock  banks  before  any  measures  should  Ije 
be  taken  with  regard  to  the  Bank  of  Ire- 
land. 

Conversation  dropped. 

Ditty  on  Linrn  in  France.]  Mr. 
Baines  asked  wliether  the  Government 
bad  directed  its  attention  to  the  alteration 
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of  the  French  tariff  on  linens  and  linen 
yams? 

Mr.  P.  Thomson  stated,  that  as  soon  as 
the  Government  heard  of  the  rumour  of  the 
intention  to  alter  the  duties  on  linens  and 
linen  yams,  no  time  had  been  lost  in  mak. 
ing  representations  at  Paris  against  the 
proposed  change  ;  but  from  the  communi- 
cations made  to  him  he  was  not  led  to 
hope  that  the  decision  which  t]ic  French 
Government  would  come  tu  on  that  point 
would  be  very  satisfactory  to  himself  or  to 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Baines). 

Subject  dropped. 


Regulations  for  Steam  VKssBL^i.^ 
Lord  Ebrvigtofi  wished  to  ask  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  the 
attention  of  the  Government  had  been 
directed  to  the  recent  loss  of  the  Killarney 
steamer,  and  whether  Ministers  had  any 
legislative  measure  in  contemplation  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  passengers  against 
the  risks  to  which  they  are  constantly  ex- 
posed on  board  Steam-boats  as  at  present 
conducted  ? 

Mr.  P.  Tlunnaon  said,  the  unfortunate 
accident  to  which  the  noble  Lord  had  iU- 
luded,  had  occurred  so  recently,  that  the 
Government  had  not  had  time  to  investi- 
gate the  circumstances  attending  the  loss 
of  the  Killarney  steamer.  It  was,  howeveri 
a  subject  well  worthy  of  the  most  attentive 
consideration,  and  it  was  unquestionably 
of  the  greatest  importance  to  ascertain 
whether  in  regard  to  steam-boats  generally 
some  restrictions  could  not  be  made  as  to 
the  quantity  of  live  stock  shipped  on  board 
those  vessels,  similar  to  those  restrictions 
which  existed  in  regard  to  other  passage- 
boats. 

Poor-Laws  (Ireland).!  Ijot^  John 
Russell  moved  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Poor-relief  (Ireland)  Bill. 

Sir  Charles  Style  said,  that  although  he 
thought  the  Bill  insufficient  for  the  pur- 
poses for  which  it  was  intended,  and  was 
persuaded  that  it  would  impose  heavy  ex- 
penses, without  corresponding  advantages, 
yet  he  could  not  reconcile  it  to  his  con- 
science to  withhold  his  support  from  it. 
Whatever  faults  there  might  be  in  the 
measure,  sooner  than  tliat  the  poor  of  Ireland 
should  remain  in  their  present  depressed 
and  degraded  state,  he  was  prepared  to 
adopt  a  measure  even  still  more  objection- 
able in  its  character.  The  first  thing  that 
struck  him  as  objectionable  in  the  Bill  was, 
that  one«half  of  the  burthen  was  to  be  im- 
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posed  upon  a  class  of  persons  who  were 
usable  to  HUpport  it,  and  who  ought  not  in 
justice  to  be  called  u|x>n  to  pay  it.  By  this 
Bill  penons  in  Ireland  occupying  land  to 
the  value  of  5L  a  year  were  rendered  liable 
to  the  payment  of  the  amount  of  one-half 
of  the  pour-rate.  Now,  really,  that  was 
too  hard,  especially  when  the  almost  desti- 
tute state  of  persons  who  occupied  a  much 
higher  station  ax  tenants  of  land  was  con- 
sidered. He  was  quite  aware  that  it  would 
be  said  that  tho^  persons  would  be  relieved 
from  the  charge  which  at  present  devolved 
upon  them  ;  but  that  was  a  payment  made 
by  them  voluntarily,  a  very  different  matter 
from  being  compelled  to  pay,  under  an  act 
of  Parliament  which  was  to  be  carried  into 
effect  by  a  most  extensive  machinery.  It 
was  also  different ;  because  under  this  Bill 
the  relief  to  the  poor  would  be  entirely  left 
to  the  discretion  of  the  poor-law  guardians ; 
it  would  rest  with  them  whether  the  desti- 
tute poor  should  have  relief  or  not;  it 
rested  with  them  to  say  whether  they 
would  grant  relief  to  all,  to  some,  or  to 
ncme,  oif  the  destitute  poor  within  their  re- 
spective districts.  The  Bill  expressly  pro- 
vided that  the  guardians  of  the  different 
unions  should  have  it  in  their  discretion  to 
make  orders  for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  as 
they  should  see  fit.  He,  for  one,  was  very 
apprehensive  that  these  Poor-law  guardians, 
or,  in  other  words,  the  rate-payers  them- 
selves, the  persons  whose  immediate  interest 
it  would  be  to  curtail  the  relief  within  the 
narrowest  limits  possible — that  these  Poor- 
law  guardians,  speaking  the  voice  of  the 
rate-payers,  would  take  a  very  limited  view 
indeed  of  the  number  of  persons  who  ought 
to  receive  relief  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill.  It  was  his  opinion,  therefore,  that  if 
it  were  really  intended  that  this  Bill  should 
be  what  it  professed  to  be — a  Bill  for  the 
more  effectual  relief  of  the  destitute  in  Ire. 
land — ^that  it  should  grant  a  right  to  such 
relief  to  such  persons  as  were  destitute  and 
unable  to  support  themselves;  and  also 
that  the  nature  of  that  relief  should  be 
such  as  to  make  it  practically  applicable  to 
the  extent  of  the  destitution  which  existed 
in  Ireland.  He  would,  endeavour  to  show 
that,  by  denying  a  right  to  relief,  and  by 
restricting  the  mode  of  administering  relief, 
the  Bill  must  prove  inefficient  as  to  its  pro- 
posed object ;  and  also  that  this  Bill  would 
be  by  no  means  efficient  as  a  measure  for 
remedying  even  in  the  slightest  degree,  the 
causes  which  created  the  dentitution  in 
Ireland,  namely,  the  total  want  of  employ- 
ment by  the  people.     Why,  what  was  the 


Bill  ?     It  was  a  Bill  that,  perhaps  mi^t 
be  the  means  of  affording  relief  to  80,0ir>, 
or,  it  might  be,  ISO.OOO  persons  ;  and  that 
altc^ther  depended  upon  certain    powfi^ 
conrerred  on  the  Poor-law  couimiasioiiers. 
and  for  raising  a  sum  of  money,  by  way  of 
poor-rate,  for  the  purpose  of  emigtmtkm. 
Such  was  the  full  measure  of  relief  iv^hic-H 
it  was  proposed  to  bestow  upon  the  desti- 
tute poor  of  Ireland.  In  forming  his  opinion 
on  the  subject  he  would  not  advert  to  the 
amount  of  the  relief  now  given  to  the  poor 
in  Ireland,  or  to  'the  number  who  reoeiTefl 
that  relief.      He  had   been  told    that  in 
making  a  calculation  upon  such  a  basis  the 
results  would  he  quite  erroneous,  and  would 
give  an  exaggerated  notion  of  the  amount 
of  destitution  in   Ireland.      He   thought, 
however,  that  he  should  be  justified  in  re- 
ferring to  the  evidence  and  the  information 
collected  by  the  commissioners  of  inquiry 
into  the  state  of  the  poor  of  Ireland.     He 
knew  it  had  been  objected  that  those  coni- 
missioners  were  mistaken  in  many  of  their 
calculations,  and  that  their  statement  of 
destitution  was  exaggerated;  but  it  was, 
nevertheless,  indisputable  that  the  distresi 
which  existed  was  most  extensive,  and  im- 
peratively called  for  relief.     The  poor  in 
Ireland  were  without  clothing ;  they  lived 
in  hovels  that  were  totally  unfit  for  any 
human  being  to  breathe  in  ^    they  were 
huddled  together  in  crowds,   and  lay  on 
the  damp  floor  at  night.     Such  was  the 
condition  of  the  poor  in  Ireland,  and  he 
should  like  to  know  what  degree  of  human 
suffering  further  than   that  was  required 
before  it  was  thought  expedient  to   give 
relief.*     If  ever  relief  was  necessary,  the 
people  of  Ireland  required  it.     There  were 
nearly  two  millions  of  human  beings  in  that 
country  in  the  state  which  he  had  desdibed. 
In  his  opinion,  the  present  Bill  would  not 
operate  in  the  slightest  degree  upon  tlie 
cause  of  destitution ;    for  it  was  not  by 
shutting  up  two  or  three  hundred  thouand 
persons  that  any  good  could  be  effected,  or 
that  the    social    condition  of    the    Irish 
peasantry   could  be    improved.     Employ- 
ment was  the  only  efficient  and  desiiahle 
remedy— employment  which,  while  it  ad- 
ministered to  the  physical  wants  of  nuui, 
elevated  him  in  his  moral  feelings.     The 
Bill    lef^  the   great    evil    which    existed 
among    the    peasantry    of    Ireland  with- 
out    alleviation.     The    Irish  peasant  hatl 
at  present  no  security  for  his  miserable  sub- 
sistence, unless  it  were  the  occupation  uf 
Nomc  wretched  patch  of  ground.     Now,  the 
bill  held  out  no  right  to  such  a  person  to 
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claicn  relief,  or  no  prospect  of  enjoying  it ; 
and,  therefore,  no  feeling  of  security  was 
created  that  he  who  received   the    relief 
would  continue  to    obtain  it;   as  the  ad- 
ministrator of  the  law  had  the  power  of 
refusing  it,  even  if  he  had  the  means  of 
granting  it  to  the  fullest  extent  required. 
The  consequence  of  it  would  be,  that  the 
fierce  struggle  for  land  which  now  existed 
to  such  a  frightful  extent  in  Ireland  would 
continue  unabated.    Yet  that  was  the  real 
cause    to  which  most    of   the  barbarous 
murders  and  other  crimes  that  were  com- 
mitted in  Ireland   and  to  which  the  in- 
security of  property  in  that  country  were 
mainly  attributable.     He  would  not  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House  by  entering  into 
statements  to  prove  that  this  was  the  fact, 
for  it  was  already  well  known  to  every  one 
who  was  acquainted  with  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law  in  Ireland.     It  was  a  well 
established  fact  that  there  was  scarcely  a 
landed  proprietor  in  Ireland  who  dared  to 
make  the  slightest  alteration   whatever  in 
the  distribution  of  his  property,  without 
incurring  the  danger  of  raising  an  insur- 
rection in  the  country  around  him.     It  ap- 
peared to  him  of  the  highest  importance  that 
they    should    without    delay     vigorously 
grapple   with  the   difficulties  which  sur- 
rounded this  question.    In  his  opinion,  with 
every  sense  of  the  difficulty  of  the  undertak- 
ing, the  only  course  was  at  once  to  place  the 
landed  proprietors  in  that  position  in  which 
they  would  be    compelled  to  find  either 
employment  or  subsutence  for   the  poor. 
They  ought  to  be  made  to  do  that  which 
they  had  so  long  neglected  to  do  — to  em- 
ploy  the  great  mass  of  labour  which  now 
existed  in  Ireland  in  a  destitute  state,  and 
which  might  be  so  profitably  employed. 
It  had  been  objected  to  a  poor-law  bill  for 
Ireland  that  it  would  absorb  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  rental  of  the  landlords.     That 
would  certainly  be  the  fact  if  the  landlords 
looked  supinely  on  while  the  change  was  go. 
ing  forward ;  but  if  they  applied  themselves 
to  the  better  cultivation  of  their  estates,  and 
to  the  breaking  up  of  waste  lands  they 
would  cause  an  increase  of  the  means  of 
subsistence,  and  would    promote  general 
benefit,  of  which  they  would  be  large  par- 
ticipators.    There  was  one    part  of  Mr. 
NichoUs's    second    report    which  bore  so 
strongly  on  this  question  that,  with  the 

CiBsion  of  the  House,  he  would  read  it. 
lated  to  a  part  of  Ireland  with  which 
he  was  well  acquainted,  and  he  would  vouch 
for  its  accuracy.  The  passage  was  as 
follows:-^ 


"  Nothing  can  exceed  the  miserable  ftppear- 
ence  of   the  cottages    in    Donegal,    or    the 
desolate  aspect  of  a  cluster  of  these  hovels, 
always  teeming  with  an  excessive  population. 
Yet,  if  you  enter  their  cabins,  and  converse 
with  them  frankly  and  kindly,  you  will  find  the 
people  intelligent  and  communicative,  quick 
to  comprehend,  and  ready  to  impart  what  they 
know.    They  admitted  that  they  were  too  nu- 
merous,  <  too  thick  upon  the  land,*  and  that, 
as  one  of  them  declared,  '  they  were  eating 
each  other's  heads  off* — but  what  could  they 
do  ?    There  was  no  employment  for  the  young 
people,  nor  relief  for  the  aged,  nor  means  nor 
opportunity  for  removing  their  surplus  num- 
bers to  some  more  eligible  spot.    They  could 
only  therefore  live  on  '  hoping,'  as  they  said, 
'that  times  might  mend,  and   that  their  land- 
lords would  sooner  or  later  do  something  for 
them.'    Yet,  with  all  this  suffering,  no  disturb- 
ance or  act  of  violence  has  occurred  in  Donegal. 
During  the  severe  privations  of  the  last  sum- 
mer, when  numbers  were  actually  in  want  of 
sustenance,   there    was     no    dishonesty,    no 
plundering — the     people    starved,    but    they 
would  not  steal ;  and  although  their  little  stock 
of  cattle  and  moveables  have  been  notoriously 
lessening  these  last  four  years,  and  especially 
in  the  last  year,  which  seems  to  have  swallowed 
up  nearly  all  their  visible  means,  they  have  yet 
paid  their  rents— the  occupier*s  share  of  the 
prorluce  has  been  insufficient  for  his  own  sup- 
port, yet  the  landlord's  share  has  generally  been 
paid  in  full ;  and  I  was  assured  by  the  agent 
of  one  of  the  largest  proprietors  that  he  had 
no  arrears  worth  noticing.'' 

He  begged  to  ask  how  long  it  was 
thought  desirable  that  the  ^leople  of  Ireland 
should  remain  in  this  miserable  condition, 
while  at  the  same  time  they  were  able  and 
willing  to  work,  and  to  earn  their  sub- 
sistence? An  efficient  poor  law  would 
certainly  be  in  the  end  a  pecuniary  advan. 
tage  to  the  landlords  in  Ireland,  although 
it  would  no  doubt  be  attended  with  some  in- 
convenience in  the  first  instance.  Although 
he  advocated  a  poor-law  in  Ireland  on  the 
most  extended  scale,  he  was  convinced  that 
auxiliary  measures  must  be  put  in  operation 
at  the  same  time.  He  should  vote  for  the 
second  reading  of  this  bill,  and  for  its  going 
into  a  Committee,  with  the  greatest  reluct- 
ance, and  only  because  he  had  no  altema* 
tive. 

Mr*  Shaw  intended  to  support  the  prin* 
ciple  of  the  bill  by  voting  for  the  second 
reading ;  but  he  thought  that  the  details  of 
it  would  require  many  alterations  and 
amendments  in  Committee.  He  did  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles 
Style)  who  had  just  sat  down  in  the  prin- 
ciple that  the  poor  had  a  right  to  relief; 
nor  did  he  agree  with  him  in  the  prqpositioa 
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that  relief  should  be  given  out  of  the  work- 
house. He  thought  that  the  principle  upon 
which  the  bill  ought  to  proceed  was  this  : 
in-door  relief  to  the  aged  and  impotent, 
aided  by  increased  facilities  of  emigration 
to  the  able-bodied.  Neither  this  law  nor 
any  other  that  cuuld  be  devised  would  be 
adequate  to  give  relief  to  all  who  were 
in  distress^  or  employment  to  all  who  were 
idle^  in  Ireland.  The  subject  was  one  of  a 
very  complicated  and  difficult  nature,  and 
required  to  be  very  calmly  and  very  care- 
fully considered  before  any  decisive  mea- 
sure were  adopted.  He  did  not  feel  that 
he  should  l)e  justified  in  trespassing  upon 
the  patience  of  the  House  at  that  moment ; 
but  in  a  subsequent  stage  he  should  con- 
sider himself  bcmnd  to  state  his  opinions 
upon  the  bill  at  considerable  length. 
\lcanwhile,  everybody,  he  thought,  would 
feel  that  the  question  was  one  that  ought 
not  to  be  influenced  by  considerations  of 
party.  Every  one,  too,  must  be  aware,  now 
that  the  subject  had  once  been  mooted,  that 
a  law  partaking  sumethiiig  of  the  character 
of  the  present  must  certainly  be  adopted. 

Mr.  0*Connell  agreed  with  one -half  of 
what  had  just  fallen  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  and  that  was  a  great 
deal,  he  thought.  He  agreed  with  the 
h(m.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  if  the 
Hill  did  n.)t  pass  this  year,  as  he  (Mr. 
O'Connell)  certainly  hoped  it  would  not,  a 
measure  giving  some  kind  of  relief  to  the 
|M>or  of  Ireland  niust  some  day  pass.  At 
the  same  time  he  did  not  see  why  it  should 
be  cx|K'cted  that  the  House  of  Commons 
should  be  unanimous  in  introducing  Poor- 
laws  into  Ireland  at  all.  Had  he  (Mr. 
O'C'onnell)  been  in  Lcmdon  a  few  hours 
sooner,  he  should  have  felt  it  his  duty  to 
have  trespassed  upon  the  House  at  con- 
siderable length  in  stating  his  objections  to 
the  Bill  now  proposed  ;  but  as  nis  arrival 
had  been  delayed,  he  should  confine  him- 
self to  one  or  two  observations  only  in  the 
present  stage  of  the  Bill,  reserving  himself 
until  the  proposition  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee, when  he  should  state  lus  objections 
at  length,  and  move  that  the  Committal  of 
the  Hill  be  deferred  for  six  months.  He 
could  not  agree  in  the  principle  of  any 
Poor-law  as  pn>posed  to  be  applied  to  Ire- 
land which  should  go  beyond  the  extension 
of  relief  to  the  lame,  the  impotent,  and  the 
blind — those  who  from  permanent  physical 
causes  were  utterly  incapable  of  labouring 
for  their  own  subsistence.  To  that  extent, 
and  to  that  extent  only,  would  he  go  in 
the  introduction  of  a  system  of  PoorJaws 


into  Ireland.     Any  thing  short   of  tlul  be 
knew  it   would  be  ruin  for  him,  in   the 
present  feeling  of  the  House  of  ConmuBs, 
to  attempt  to  resist.     But  upon  that  poiai 
— upon  the  limitation  of  the  relief  to  ike 
objects  he  had  named — ^h  s  determiw»tioa 
was  fixed  and  inflexible ;    and  upon  tkoi 
])oint  he  would  decidedly  take  the  opimon 
of  the  House,  even  if  he  stood  alone.      He 
entertained  a  firm  conviction    that  a  poor 
country   was  never  yet    benefitted   by  a 
Poor-law.     He  believed  that  Ireland  was 
too  poor  for  a  Poor-law.     The  distincticm 
that  was  attempted  to  be  drawn  betvrcen 
poverty  and  destitution,  although  both  cer- 
tainly existed,   excited  something   of  tbe 
ludicrous  when  applied  to  Ireland.     The 
sages  who  out  of  that  House  had  laid  the 
ground- work  for  the  present  measure  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  more  poverty  in  Ire- 
land than  in   England ;  ''but  then,'*  said 
they,  "  there  is  less  destitution."     Tlicre 
might  be  great  merit  in  the  phraseology 
employed  to  express  that  opinion ;  but  how, 
in  common   .sense,   poverty  should    not  he 
considered  the  mother  of  destitution  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  explain,  as  be  cer- 
tainly could  not   understand.     He  enter- 
tained a  full  conviction  that  a  measure  like 
the   present  must  entirely  fail.     The  i»»- 
tion  of  having  100   workhouses^  in   each 
of  which  800  persons  were  to  be  boxed  up 
and   imprisoned  for    the  benefit  of   their 
health,  the  fattening  of  their  bodies,  and 
the  increase   of  their  moral  feelings  and 
tenderness  by    the  separation  of  husband 
and  wife,  was  absurd  and  ridiculous.  There 
never  was  a  country  so  utterly  unfitted  fur 
the  introduction  of  such  a  system  of  Poor- 
laws  as  Ireland.     Mr.  Nichoils  need  not 
have  gone  to  Bristol,  to  Liverpool,  and  to 
Manchester,  to  ascertain  whether  the  Irish 
were  reluctant  to  receive  relief  adminis- 
tered in  the  form  propoted  by  this  Bill. 
Every  body  who  knew  any  thing  of  Ire- 
land would  have  told  him  that  the  Irish 
people  would  rather  remain  in  a  state  as 
near  as  possible  akin  to  actual  itarvatkm 
than  be   admitted    to    the  enjoyment  of 
workhouse  food  at  the   cost   of  penoiuJ 
liberty.     He  had  trespassed  further  than 
he  intended  upon    the  patience    of  the 
House ;   his  only  object  in  rising  was  to 
intimate  his  intention,  in  the  next  stage  of 
the  Bill,  of  proposing,  by  way  of  aiaead- 
ment,  that  it  be  deferred  for  three  or  six 
months. 

Mr.  Gibson  rejoiced  that  there  was  at 
least  one  Irish  question  upon  which  all 
sides  of  the  House  were  agreed,  and  be 
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x'egarded  the  present  discussion  as  an  omen 
of   better  days  for  his  unhappy  country. 
"Before    they  proceeded,  however,  to  legis- 
late on  a  measure  which  was  of  such  para- 
mount ioaportance  as  this,  and  which  was 
pregnant  with  consequences  of  such  a  vital 
nature,  they  ought  to  inquire  if  they  had 
sufficient  data  to  proceed  upon*    He  denied 
that  they  had  such  data,  and  he  impeached 
in    particular  the  report  of  Mr.  Nicholls. 
That  gentleman  had  stated  that  the  num- 
ber of  poor  that  would  require  relief  in 
Ireland  would  be  only  80,000.     He  (Mr. 
Gibson)  could  not  believe  it.     Would  it 
were   true !    From  his  experience  of  the 
state  of  the  poor  in  Ireland,  he  believed 
that  that  was  only  a  fraction  of  the  num- 
ber that  would  require  relief.     The  House 
could  not  proceed  to  legislate  with  confi- 
deuce  on  this  subject  u|)on  such  data  as 
the  report    which    had  been  laid  on   the 
table  of  the  House  contained.     Upon  that 
report  the  Legislature  ought  to  place  no 
reliance,  for  it  really  funiishcd   no  data 
.  upon  which  Parliament    could  efficiently 
legislate.     He  denied  that  80,000  would 
be  the  highest  number  that  would  require 
relief,  and  the   system  was  calculated  to 
pauperise  the   middle  classes   in    Ireland, 
upon  whom  the  burden  of  contributing  to 
that  support  would  fall.     The  principle  of 
this  Bill  was  repugnant  to  the  feelings  of 
the  Irish  poor  man,  who  would  never  con- 
sent for  a  paltry  subsistence  in  the  work- 
house to  a  separation  there ,  from  the  wife 
of  his  affection,  and  the  children  of  his  love. 
He  had  a  further  objection  to  this  Bill,  on 
the  ground  that  it  excluded  any  provision 
with  reference  to  the  law  of  settlement. 
Though  he  was  ready  to  admit,  that  in 
this  country  the  law  of  settlement  had  been 
much  abused,  and  had  led  to  considerable 
expense,  still  some  provision  with  reference 
to  that  subject  ought  to  be  made  for  Ire- 
land, or  the   Bill  would   be  the  acme  of 
injustice.     On  these  grounds  he  objected 
to  the  introduction  oi  the  proposed  law, 
and  would  say  it  would  be  better  to  leave 
Ireland  alone,  and    rely  on    the  natural 
course  of  events,  from   which  even   Mr. 
Nicholls  admitted  that  improvement  within 
th&  last  fifty  years  had  ensued ;    and  he 
believed,  that  if  equal  and  impartial  justice 
were  done — if  there  was  not  One  law  for 
the  rich  and  another  for  the  poor— more 
happiness  would  be  produced  than  could 
possibly  flow  from  a  measure  of  the  kind 
now  under  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
On  these  grounds  he  could  not  assent  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but,  coerced  as  he 


was  by  the  opinions  of  others,  he  should 
not  oppose  its  second  reading,  but  should 
watch  with  minute  attention  its  progress 
through  the  Committee. 

Mr.  James  Gratlan  said,  in  his  judgment 
the  present  measure  was  the  best  ever  intro- 
duced for  the  improvement  of  the  condition 
of  Ireland.  He  trusted  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  keep  the  Bill  in  its  present 
shape,  with  the  exception  of  the  clause 
relating  to  emigration.  He  thought  also 
that  the  relief  ought  to  be  confined  to  in- 
door relief,  as  by  increasing  the  various 
modes  of  relief  the  object  of  the  measure 
would  be  wholly  destroyed.  With  these 
alterations,  and  by  the  omission  of  the  emi- 
gration clause,  the  Bill  would  be  a  blessing 
to  the  country  to  which  its  operations  were 
directed.  The  hon.  Member  who  had 
spoken  last  had  said  leave  Ireland  alone; 
but  that  would  never  do  when  it  was  noto- 
rious  that  the  assassinations,  agrarian  com- 
binations, and  outrages — all  were  to  be 
traced  to  the  state  of  destitution  which,  un- 
happily, generally  prevailed  in  Ireland.  The 
establisliment  of  boards  of  guardians  would 
of  itself  be  productive  of  great  good.  The 
noble  Lord  below  him  (Lord  Morpeth)  was 
entitled  to  great  praise  for  the  mode  in 
which  he  had  brought  the  Bill  forward, 
and  he  trusted  that  the  Government  without 
vacillation  would  carry  it  through  in  a  bold, 
manly,  and  straightforward  manner. 

Mr.  Wrightson  said,  that  having  some 
years  aso  been  engaged  as  a  commissioner 
to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the  poor  in  Ire- 
land, he  hoped  to  be  permitted  to  express 
his  opinion  on  the  present  measure.  Un- 
doubtedly the  Government  had  taken  great 
pains  in  the  matter ;  they  had  consulted 
persons  of  high  attainments  upon  the  sub- 
ject, and  the  result  was  the  Bill  now  on 
the  table,  the  great  objection  to  which  was 
that  part  which  involved  the  public  with  a 
degree  of  liability  with  regard  to  the  great 
mass  of  the  labouring  classes  of  the  people. 
He  thought  that  liability  to  be  of  a  very 
injudicious  character.  The  classes  of 
people  who  were  to  be  entitled  to  relief 
ought  to  1)0  specified,  and  when  the  Bill  was 
in  Committee,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to 
propose  amendments  to  attain  that  object, 
and  to  confine  relief  to  the  lame,  blind,  and 
impotent,  following  as  near  as  possible  the 
words  contained  in  the  statute  of  Elizabeth, 
and  to  exclude  from  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  young  healthy  men  who  were  able  to 
earn  their  own  livelihood. 

Mr.  Poulelt    Scrape  begged  to  ask  the 
hon.  Member  who  bad  ju8t  sat  down,  if  it 
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was  not  the  young  men  of  Ireland  wbo 
formed  agrarian  combinations^  and  com- 
mitted murders  and  outrages  in  consequence 
of  not  having  the  means  of  subsistence  ?  and 
if  so,  what  answer  would  the  hon.  Member 
give  to  such  young  men,  when,  though  in  a 
state  of  starvation,  the  workhouse  was  not 
open  to  them  ?  He  was  disposed  to  give 
his  support  to  the  present  Bill.  He  approved 
of  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wicklow  in  the  latter  part  of  his 
speech.  He  certainly  thought  that  this  was 
the  most  important  measure  by  far  which 
had  ever  been  introduced  for  the  pacification 
of  Ireland.  He  believed  that  it  would 
raise  that  country  from  a  position  the  most 
miserable  and  the  most  disgraceful  of  any 
nation  on  the  face  of  the  globe  to  one  of 
the  most  prosperous  that  could  be  imagined. 
On  the  whole  he  agreed  most  completely 
with  the  general  principles  of  the  Bill.  He 
did  hope,  however,  that  the  Government 
would  not  erase  the  clauses  which  related  to 
emigration.  He  was  far  from  thinking  that 
too  many  avenues  could  be  opened  for  em- 
ployment. It  was,  in  his  opinion,  desirable 
to  have  as  many  strings  as  possible  to  their 
bow.  Ireland  was  in  a  situation  of  great 
embarrassment,  and  itrequiredextraordinary 
efforts  to  meet  extraordinary  circumstances. 
The  more  means  they  took  to  assist  the 
practical  operation  of  the  Bill,  in  providing 
,  employment  for  the  poor,  the  better.  He 
regretted  that  there  was  not  some  measure 
carried  on  in  conjunction  with  this  Bill 
which  would  promote  its  operation,  such  as 
an  extensive  system  of  public  works.  "  He 
believed  that  a  great  pressure  on  the  board 
of  guardians  would  be  the  result,  and  that 
great  numbers  of  able-bodied  men  would  be 
unable  to  obtain  work.  He  trusted,  there- 
fore, that  Government  would  do  some- 
thing to  relieve  the  guardians  from  this 
difficulty.  There  was  some  prospect  last 
Session  of  employment  from  public  works 
forming  an  adjunct  to  this  measure,  and  he 
hojied  that  it  would  not  be  lost  sight  of  by 
the  Government,  and  that  the  House  would 
endeavour  to  open  as  many  doors  as  possible 
to  the  employment  of  the  poor  of  Ireland, 
as  the  best  and  most  effectual  method  of 
giving  real  relief. 

Mr.  Ilindley  observed,  that  it  had  been 
said  that  this  was  not  a  party  question. 
He  wished  it  were  a  party  question,  for  it 
would  then  be  better  for'  the  poor  of  Ire- 
land. Thev  would  then  have  had  both 
sides  of  the  House  richly  clothed;  but 
because  the  poor  of  that  country  had  no 
party  in  that  House,   hon.  Members  could 


say  this  was  not  a  party  question,  and  hcrik 
sides  of  the  House  could  agree  to  opprai 
them.     He  could  not  concur  with  the  ho*, 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  in  that  t 
Poor-law  was  not  necessary  for  Irdacd, 
On  the  contrary,  he  thought  it  highly  neces- 
sary, and  therefore  if  he  expressed  the  very 
strong  objections  which  he  felt  to  the  mea- 
sure ra  its  present  shape,   he  ho|Kd  the 
House  would  not  infer  that  he  was  oppoaed 
to  the  principle  of  a  ]xx)r-law  generally.  He 
had  no  objection  to  the  machinery  of  this 
Bill,  or  to  a  board  of  guardians,  but  would 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wicklow  call  this  a 
good  Bill ;  when  it  contained  a  clause  whidi 
dried  up  entirely  that  source  of  relief  for 
destitution  which  as  yet  had  never  failed 
the  poor  of  Ireland — he  meant  the  charity 
of  their  countrymen.     What  did  this  Bill 
propose  to  do  ?     In  a  country  containing 
2,000,000  of  beggars,  it  was  proposed  to 
pass  into  law  a  clause  which  provided  that 
eveiy  iier»)n  begging  or  gathering  alms,  or 
placing  himself  for  the  purpose  of  begging 
or  gathering  alms,   or  placing  any  child  to 
do  so,  should  be  committed  to  the  house  of 
correction,  there  to  be  kept  to  hard  kbour 
for  any  period  not  exceeding  one  calendar 
month,  and  for  a  repetition  of  the  offence  he 
was  to  be  imprisoned  for  any  period  not 
exceeding  three   calendar    months.     Any 
person  might  apprehend  the  offender,  and  a 
justice  of  the  peace  might  issue  hb  warrant 
on  suspicion,  and  then  any  person  when  in 
the  last  hour  of  destitution  he  cried  to  his 
fellow-man  for  relief,  and  had  found  a  heart 
to  assist  him  in  his  distress,  might  have  the 
money  taken  from  him  and  applied  to  defray 
the  expense  of  conducting  him  to  gaol,  and 
of  keeping  him  there.     Did  they  live  in  a 
Christian  land  ?     Did  the  43rd   Elizabeth 
introduce    any    vagrancy  clauses?      This 
was  called  a  bill  tor  the  more  eflfeclual 
relief  of  the  Irish  poor.       If  it  deserved 
that  title,  did  the    House  think  that  the 
Irish  poor  would  not  avail  themselves  of 
it?     Did   they   suppose  that   they  wouU 
l)eg  a  precarious  subsistence  from  the  hand 
of  charity  if  they  were  properly  treated  in 
the  workhouses  of  the  noble  Lord?     He 
felt  that  if  this  clause  were  pressed^  they 
would  inflict  as  great  an  injustice  on  tbe 
people  of  the  north  of  England  as  on  the 
poor  of  Ireland.     What  would  be  the  con- 
sequence ?     They  would  drive  the  poor  of 
Ireland   from  that  country  to  this.     The 
principle    upon   which    relief  was  to   be 
afforded  was  this,    that  the   treatment  of 
the  poor  under    the   workliousc    system, 
roust  be  worse  than  the  subsistence  which 
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they  might  earn  by  their  labour  out  of  it. 
l^oWy  what  was   the  food  on   which  the 
poor    of    Ireland    lived  .^       Potatoes   and 
buttermilk.       Their    workhouse    system, 
tlien,  must  provide  them  with  worse  food 
than  this.     But  the  Government  said  to 
the  poor,  "You  shall  not  have  recourse 
to  private  charity,  hut    you  shall  be  im- 
prisoned in  the  workhouse,  and  fed  on  fare 
worse   than   potatoes  and   buttermilk,   or 
else  we  will  drive   you  from   the  land." 
They  would  then   come  to   the  north  of 
England,  they  would  compete  with  the 
labourers  there,  who  were  not  accustomed 
to  live  on   potatoes  and  buttermilk,  and 
what  would  be  the  results  of  that  com- 
petition  it    was   not  difficult    to   foresee. 
They  would  also  apply   to  the  manufac- 
turers,  and  that  would  increase  the  dis- 
tress which   already  prevailed  there.     He 
trusted  that  this  clause  would  be  struck 
out  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  Clements  was  sure,  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat   down,  would 
himself,  on  reflection,  condemn  the  intem- 
perate   language   which   the   House   had 
heard  from  him.     The  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  was,  he  must  say,   more   suited 
for  the    Committee  than    for  the  present 
moment.      He  was   himself  disposed   to 
think  that   the   mendicancy    clauses   had 
better  be  omitted.     If  reasons  were  given 
to    satisfy   him    that   they   ought   to  be 
retained,  he  should  be   glad  to  sec  them 
form  pari  of  the  bill,  but  he  thought  this 
was  not  the  present  time  to  discuss  that 
question.     In  reference,   however,  to  the 
observations  which  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  in  the  beginning  of  his  speech,  he 
must  say,  that  it  was  very  unfair  in  him 
to  say   that   both  parties   in  that    House 
had   agreed  to   oppress   the  poor  of  Ire- 
land.    He  would  assert  that  but  one  feel, 
ing  prevailed  in  the  House,  and  that  was 
anxiety  to   remedy  their    condition.     He 
should  not  have  ventured  to  rise  on  this 
occasion,  but  that  he  wished  to  make  one 
remark,  which  he  begged  to  do  with  great 
respect  and  deference  to   the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department. 
He   thought  it   desirable  that    the  noble 
Lord   should,  on  going   into   Committee, 
lay  before  the  House  a  more  general  view 
than  he  had  hitherto  done  of  the  way  in 
which  he  would  recommend  that  the  dis- 
cretion  given   to   the  Poor-law  Commis- 
sioners should  be  acted  on.     He   himself 
approved  of  the  powers  which  were  vested 
in  the   Poor-law   Commissioners,    but  no 
explanation  had  yet  been  given  of  the  way 


in  which  they  were  to  be  exercised,  and  he 
believed  that  much  of  the  dissatisfaction 
with  the  measure  which  prevailed  in  Ire- 
land took  its  origin  in  the  misapprehen- 
sion which  existed  with  res^iect  to  the 
nature  of  those  powers.  The  present 
was  a  question  of  much  complication; 
there  was  the  question  of  the  formation  of 
unions,  the  question  as  to  the  size  of  the 
unions — ^whether  the  system  was  to  be  tried 
first  in  one  part  of  Ireland,  or  whether  it 
was  intended  that  its  operation  should  be 
simultaneous,  which  he  thought  would  be 
found  impracticable.  If,  therefore,  the 
noble  Lord,  would  give  the  House  some 
explanation,  not  of  the  details  but  of  the 
principles  on  which  the  discretion  of  the 
Poor-law  Commissioners  was  to  be  exer- 
cised, he  thought  that  it  would  soften  the 
feeling  of  hostility  with  which  this  mea. 
sure  was  regarded  in  some  quarters. 

Mr.  fVilUam  Roche  said,  that  having 
but  that  moment  arrived  ftom  Ireland,  he 
had  no  opportunity  of  hearing  the  argu- 
ments and  opinions  adduced  during  the 
present  discussion  ;  but,  nevertheless,  he 
could  not  forego  the  occasion  now  presented 
of  expressing  his  conviction  that  it  was 
high  time  to  extend  to  Ireland  a  system  of 
protection  for  its  poor ;  and  that  he  was 
more  disposed  to  regret  that  circumstances 
should  have  prevented  its  commencement 
at  a  much  earlier  period,  than  to  quarrel 
with  its  adoption  now ;  convinced  as  he 
was  that  if  adopted  some  years  ago,  and 
therefore  now  in  active  and  mature  opera- 
tion the  condition  of  the  Irish  people,  and 
the  face  of  that  country  would  present 
a  much  more  gratifying  aspect.  Few 
opposed  the  measure  on  principle,  and 
therefore^  the  sooner  they  came  to  the 
details  and  thereby  expedited  practical 
proceedings  with  a  view  to  arrive  at  the 
test  of  experience,  the  sooner  would 
they  be  enabled  to  discover  faults,  if  any, 
and  to  smooth  down  difficulties.  Diffi- 
culties no  doubt  must  attend  the  maturing 
of  every  new  measure  and  extensive  change ; 
but  that  he  was  quite  sure  so  soon  as  the 
machinery  was  made  by  practical  know- 
ledge and  experience,  to  work  with  ease, 
the  measure  would  be  found  to  be  one 
most  salutary  and  beneficial  to  all  classes 
of  the  community.  Nevertheless,  no  one 
felt  more  than  he  did  that  it  was  only 
a  beginning  and  a  fragment  of  what  was 
due  to  Ireland,  and  necessary  to  remove  the 
impediments  and  to  call  forth  the  sources 
of  her  prosperity — sources  in  which  no 
country  more  abounded^  but  which  from 
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various  causes^  moral  and  political^  had  been 
grievously  neglected,  if  not  disregarded. 
Yet  he  considered  this  measure  a  most 
indispensable  first  step,  and  a  sure  founda- 
tion upon  which  to  build  future  exertions, 
and  if  they  allowed  themselves  to  be  de. 
terred  by  seeming  difficulties  they  might  as 
well  alandon  it  altogether,  for  whenever 
undertaken,  those  difficulties  would  have 
to  be  encountered.  Therefore  the  sooner 
they  began  the  nearer  they  would  be  to 
the  disembarrassed  advantages  of  that  mea- 
sure, and  he  could  not  allow  speculative 
fears  or  doubts  to  retard  even  a  mitigation 
of  the  mass  of  misery  which  so  long  and 
still  pervaded  the  poorer  classes  of  Ireland, 
and  which  must  needs  be  so  prolific  of  dis- 
order and  disturbance.  Then  in  regard  to  its 
expense  he  trusted  they  would  find  it  not  so 
serious  as  might  be  apprehended;  for  a  little 
before  he  leix  Limerick  (the  city  he  repre- 
sents) he  visited  one  of  the  principal 
asylums  for  the  poor  there,  called  the 
House  of  Industry  ;  where  he  saw  400  to 
500  poor  fellow- beings,  healthfully  and 
gratefully  fed  and  lodged,  (though  from 
want  of  adequate  space  rather  crowded  to- 
gether), at  the  trivial  expense  of  about  Sd» 
each  per  day ;  very  much  owing  indeed  to  the 
zeal  and  benevolence  of  a  respected  fellow- 
citizen,  who  so  charitably  and  gratuitously 
superintended  it.  In  fme  he  was  disposed 
to  strongly  hope  that  when  a  short  period  of 
practical  operation  and  experience  smooth - 
ened  down  obstacles,  and  disclosed  Uie 
proper  remedies,  this  measure  would  be 
hailed  and  acknowledged  as  one  most  salu- 
tary and  beneficial,  but  to  render  it  so 
assuredly  required  the  most  rigid  scrutiny 
of  its  details,  both  as  regarded  such  a  mea. 
sure  in  general  and  in  reference  to  the 
peculiarities  of  Ireland  in  particular. 

Lord  John  Russell  certainly  could  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Ash  ton, 
who  seemed  to  think  that  the  House  must 
intend  to  oppress  the  poor  because  there 
was  an  agreement  between  both  parties 
to  pass  this  measure  for  their  welfare. 
The  hon*  Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that 
we  ought  to  go  back  to  those  times  when 
beggary  was  generally  permitted,  and  when 
it  was  considered  to  be  rather  a  merit 
than  otherwise  that  the  whole  country  was 
overrun  with  troops  of  mendicants.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  also  to  think  that 
at  present  the  law  permitted  vagrancy  in 
Ireland.  But  so  far  from  that,  as  the  law 
now  stood,  vagrants  might  be  transported. 
The  hon.  Member,  therefore,  was  mistaken 
in  supposing  that  this  biU  introduced  for 


the  first  time  a  punishment  for  vsoruicy. 
The   Government   thought  that   toe  law 
of  Ireland   pressed  too   severely   on  this 
offence,  and  they  therefore  proposed  that 
it  should  be  visited  by  a  lighter  puoii^ 
ment.     The   feelings   of  mankind  wouM 
not  go  along  with  the  law  unless  the  kw 
were  consonant  to  general  justice.     It  was 
the  practice  of  the  law  in  England,  that 
while  with  one  hand  we  offered  relief  to 
destitution,  if  it  were  not  accepted,  with 
the  other  we  inflicted  punishment  for  vib- 
rancy.      But   while   the  law  of  Irekcnd 
punished  vagrancy  most  severely,  it  gave 
destitution  no   relief.     The   Government, 
then,  proposed  to  place  the  law  on  a  more 
just  footing,  and  while  vagrancy  was  not 
to  be  permitted  on  the  one  hand,  on  the 
other  relief  would  be   given  to  the  poor. 
He  must  say  that  it  appeared  to  him  tiaa 
this    arrangement    was     consonant    with 
the  principles   of  general  justice.      This 
was    the    general     principle     on    which 
any    poor-law  should   be   founded.       He 
knew  no  country   in    which   it    was  luA 
the  duty  of  the  state  to  relieve  destitution, 
and  punisli  vagrancy.     But  when  they  re- 
lieved the  destitute,  they  should  also  take 
care  to  provide  that  no  abuses  should  take 
place ;  and  if  any  hon.  Member  should  be 
of  opinion  that  the  hardships  which  would 
probably  arise  in  individual  instances  from 
the  establishment  of  the  principle  of  a  test 
of   destitution   would   outweigh    the  ad- 
vantages to  be  derived  from  its  adoption, 
that  hon.  Member  would  be  bound  to  op- 
pose  the    BUI.      He  must    observe   that 
numerous  cases  had  been  proved  to  have 
occurred  under  the  operation  of  the  Engli^Ji 
Poor  Law  Act,  and  were  equally  likely  to 
occur  elsewhere,  where  persons  not  rcallj 
destitute  preferred  the  idle  mode  of  suh> 
sisting  by  receiving  parochial  reliof  without 
work,  rather  than  support  themselves  by 
the  wages  of  industry.     If  he  were  asked 
to  specify  a  recent  instance  of  this  descrip.. 
tion,  he  could  point  to  a  letter  which  had 
appeared  in  the  public  newspapers  two  or 
three  days  since  from  a  person  who  signal 
himself  a  "  Market  Gardener,'^  in  which 
the   public  was  cautioned  against  giving 
relief  to  persons  going  about  and  describing 
themselves  as  market  gardeners   out    oi' 
work.     The   writer  of  this  letter  stated 
that  if  these  persons  chose  to  work,  there 
was  employment  for   them,  but  that,  in 
point  of  fact,  they  had  left  their  work  of 
their  own  accord,  so  tempting  a  thing  was 
it  to  them  to  live  on  the  charity  of  the 
public.     To  abuses  of  this  descriptkm  the 
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charitable    institutions    of  every   country 
were  liable.  And  if  they  established  by  law 
a  system  of  relief^  without  identifying  with 
it  some  test  of  destitution,  they  would  run 
a  great  risk  of  turning  men,  who  might 
otlierwise  be  laborious  and  useful  members 
of  society,  aside  from  the  paths  of  industry. 
For  these  reasons  he  had  arrived  at  the 
conclusion   that  some   test  of  destitution 
there  should  be,  and  that  which  appeared 
to  be  the  best  practical  test,  was  the  work- 
house, established  upon  the  principle  that  no 
person  should  receive  relief  outside  it.     He 
was  not  prepared  to  say  that  in  Ireland  par- 
ticular circumstances  might  not  exist  which 
might  call  for  some  modification  of  this  prin- 
ciple,    lie  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  in 
Ireland  there  ought  to  be  no  relief  except 
in  the  workhouse.  Neither  did  he  say,  that 
there  might  not  be  some  other  test  framed  ; 
but  that  the  principle  must,  he  believed,  at 
least  with  certain  limitations,  be  adopted. 
He  was  glad  to  find  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Shaw)   ap- 
proved of  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and 
would  give   it  his  support.     The  details 
would  of  course  all  form  the  subject  of  con- 
sideration in  Committee.   His  noble  Friend 
near  him  had  made  some  observations  as  to 
the  mode  in  which  the  commissioners  were 
to  proceed  in  working  out  the  details  of 
the  Bill.     He  did  not  exactly  understand 
the  point  to  which  the  noble  Lord  alluded. 
If  there  was  any  point  upon  which  he  was 
desirous  of  being  informed  as  to  his  (Lord 
J.  Russell's)  intentions,  he  should  be  happy 
to  explain  to  the  noble  Lord.     This  much 
he  would  observe  generally,  that  in  carrying 
into  effect  the  details  of  the  Bill,  much 
must  of  course  be  left  to  the  discretion  of 
the  commissioners.     He  was  happy  to  find 
that  no  serious  opposition  had  been  made 
to  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.    And 
from  what  had  fallen  from  several  hon. 
Gentlemen,  he  belived  that  the  House  was 
disposed  generally  to  adopt  some   Bill  of 
this  deacription ;  and,  without  entertaining 
the  extravagant  expectations  in  which  some 
individuals  had  indulged,  as  to  the  benefits 
which  the  people  of  Ireland  would  derive 
from  this  Bill,  he  would  express  his  belief 
that  it  would  tend  very  much  to  improve 
their  condition. 
Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Parliamentary  Electors  and  Frbb- 
MSN  Bill.]  The  Order  of  the  Day  for 
going  into  Committee  upon  this  Bill  hav- 
ing  been  read  upon  the  motion  of  Lord 
J.  Russell, 


Mr.  H.  Ilinde  rose*  pursuant  to  notice, 
to  move  that  the  Bill  be  divided  into  two 
Bills,  the  first  referring  to  the  10/.  house- 
hold voters,  and  the  other  referring  to  the 
freemen.  It  had  been  said  by  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  that,  in  conceding  a  boon 
to  the  freemen  of  this  country,  it  was  pro- 
per that  a  boon  should  also  be  conceded  to 
the  10/.  householders.  With  that  part  of 
the  subject,  however,  he  had  nothing  to 
do.  But  he  would  observe  that  the  noble 
Lord  having  been,  as  he  might  say,  com- 
pelled to  grant  this  boon  to  the  freemen 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Coventry 
brought  forward  this  subject  last  year,  he  had 
determined  to  grant  it  with  the  worst  pos- 
sible grace.  For  coupling  it  with  another 
boon  to  the  10/.  householders,  in  remitting 
to  them  a  portion  of  their  taxes,  he  adopted 
the  most  effectual  means  of  insuring  its  re- 
jection in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
Having  treated  this  subject  at  considerable 
length  before,  he  would  content  himself 
with  expressing  a  hope  that  the  House 
would  support  him  in  his  present  propo- 
sition, which  was  for  the  separation  of  two 
subjects  which  were  totalfy  distinct,  and 
rested  upon  entirely  different  grounds. 

Lord  J.  Russell  said,  that  he  had  stated 
upon  a  former  occasion  the  grounds  up(m 
which  it  had  been  judged  proper  to  unite 
these  two  subjects  in  the  same  BilL  He 
could  not  say,  that  the  hou.  and  learned 
gentleman  had  convinced  him  by  any  of 
the  reasons  which  he  had  advanced,  that  he 
was  wrong  in  adopting  that  course.  He 
therefore  thought  that  the  House  should 
pass  into  Committee  upon  the  Bill  as  it 
stood  at  present. 

Colonel  Sihihorp  said,  that  when  this 
subject  was  last  before  the  House,  he  had 
stood  forward  for  the  purpose  of  vindicating 
the  honest  freemen  of  England  from  the 
charges  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite,  her  Majesty's  Attorney -General, 
who  had  thought  fit  to  designate  them 
"  the  curse  of  the  country."  He  was  happy 
again  to  have  the  opportunity  of  standing 
forward  boldly  in  behalf  of  those  injured 
individuals  whose  character  he  was  ever 
ready  to  defend.  The  two  points  which 
formed  the  subject  of  the  present  Bill  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  totally  incongruous ; 
and,  for  his  part,  he  never  would  become  a 
party  to  any  such  unjustifiable  and  under- 
handed trick.  He  certainly  would  not 
commit  himself  by  giving  his  sanction  to 
any  Bill  of  this,  he  was  going  to  say,  ne« 
farious  description. 

Sir  Adolphus  Dalrympk  could  not  sup* 
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port  the   proposed  separation^  because  he 
was  anxious  to  effect  both  the  objects  ofthe 
Bill.     The  rate-paying  clauses  of  the  Re- 
form Act  he  considered  to  operate  merely  as 
a  help  to  the  tax  gatherers,  and  in  many 
places  most  distressing  circumstances  took 
place  in  consequence  oi  their  strict  enforce- 
ment.    In  the  borough  which   he  repre. 
scnted  it  was  the  custom  of  the  overseers 
and  collectors  of  taxes  to  sit  up  till  twelve 
o'clock  at  night  on  the  20th  of  July  to  re- 
ceive the  taxes ;  and  their  strict  payment 
entailed,  therefore,  considerable  hardships 
on  the  public  officers,  as  well  as  upon  the 
rate-payers  themselves.     The  interval  be- 
tween the  5th  of  April  and   the  20th   of 
July  was  a  period  during   which  many 
persons      were     frequently    away     from 
home,  it  was  inconvenient  for  them,  there- 
fore, to  pay  the  taxes,  and  these  persons  on 
their  return  very  frequently  found  them- 
selves   disfranchised.      Another    objection 
which  he  entertained  to  the  system  as  it 
stood  was,  that  it  made  the  collector  of 
poor-rates  a  political  person,  for  he  had 
the  power  on  the  15th  or  l6th  of  July  of 
going  round  to  his  political  friends,  telling 
Uiem  that  their  taxes  must  be  paid  before 
the  20th,  or  they  would  be  disfranchised  ; 
he  postponed  his  call  upon  his  opponents, 
who  being  ignorant  of  what  was  required, 
lost  their  votes.     He  thought,  therefore, 
that  the  Bill  should  pass  without  alteration, 
as  he  did  not  consider  it  as  changing  any 
part  of  the  principle  of  the  Reform  Act, 
but  only  as  an  amendment  on  some  of  its 
details,    which   had  been  found  to  work 
badly. 

Mr.  Praed  could  not  see  the  propriety  of 
mixing  up  one  part  of  the  Bill  with  the 
other,  and  thus  making  them  stand  or  fall 
together.  The  principle  involved  in  the 
two  parts  was  entirely  different.  The 
stamp  duty  on  the  admission  of  freemen  was 
imposed  only  for  fiscal  purposes,  and  had 
no  reference  to  their  right  to  vote ;  and 
even  during  the  discussion  on  the  Reform 
Bill  not  one  word  was  said  on  the  necessity 
for  this  payment.  Up  to  that  time  the  ad- 
mission to  the  freedom  was  the  means  of 
acquiring  several  pecuniary  privileges,  and 
the  right  to  vote  was  only  an  incidental 
advantage.  These  pecuniary  privileges  had 
since  been  taken  away,  and  all  that  re- 
mained of  the  right  for  which  they  had  to 
pay  the  stamp-duty  was  the  exercise  of  the 
elective  franchise,  for  which  they  ought 
not  to  be  made  to  pay.  With  the  ten 
pound  householders,  however,  the  case  was 
oiffereat.  They  had  a  right  conferred  upon 


them  by  the  Reform  Act  subject  to  the 
performance  of  certain  conditions,  and  if 
the  House  altered  or  repealed  these  condi- 
tions the  Reform  Bill  would  be  alter^, 
and  with  many  persons  this  ciicumstaoct 
alone  would  be  a  sufficient  reason  for  reject- 
ing the  BilL  The  noble  Lord  had  saii 
that  if  a  boon  were  given  to  one  cLiss  Ik 
would  give  another  bmin  to  the  other  Am ; 
both  the  freemen  and  the  ten  pound  house- 
holders, however,  disclaimed  the  receiving 
of  any  such  boon.  If  it  were  for  the  public 
advantage  let  their  demands  be  granted, 
but  let  it  not  be  described  as  a  boon.  If, 
it  were  meant  as  a  boon  to  the  freemen 
how  could  they  expect  that  it  would  pro- 
ceed from  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House,  on  which  sat  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  already  denounced  the  freemen,  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  con- 
sidered them  so  great  an  evil?  He  (Mr. 
Praed)  saw  no  reason  why  the  Bill  should 
not  be  divided  into  two  parts,  and  why  the 
House  should  not  decide  separately  on  the 
merits  of  each  ;  and  he  should  therefore 
vote  for  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle. 

Mr.  itfacfean  objected  to  proceeding  with 
the  Bill.  If  it  were  proposed  on  the 
ground  of  fraud  on  the  part  of  the  over- 
seers, he  could  understand  it,  but  none 
such  was  alleged,  and  the  House  was  k& 
entirely  in  the  dark  as  to  the  xeaaans  lor 
proposing  the  measure.  If  it  were  cnnect 
to  relieve  the  Parliamentary  electors^  why 
did  they  not  make  it  more  exten^ve  and 
let  it  apply  to  voters  under  the  Vestry  and 
Corporation  Acts,  in  both  of  which  Acts 
payment  of  rates  formed  part  of  the  qua- 
lification  ?  He  objected  also  to  the  intro- 
duction of  a  series  of  changes  without  the 
reason  for  them  having  been  unfolded  by 
the  leader  of  that  House ;  and  unless  good 
grounds  for  this  measure  were  brought  for- 
ward, he  hoped  that  it  would  be  rejected 
on  the  third  reading. 

The   House  divided   on    Mr.   Hinde's 
motion : — Ayes  68  ;Noesl58:  Majority  90. 

List  ofthe  Ayes. 


Acland,  T.  D. 
Arbuthnot,  hon.  H. 
Altwood,  W. 
Bailey,  I. 
Baillie,  Colonel 
Baker,  £. 

Barrington,  Viscount 
Bateman,  J. 
Bell,  M. 

Bentincky  Lord  G. 
Blackstone,  W,  S. 


Blair.  J . 
Blenneihasset,  A. 
Burr,  H. 

Canning  rt.  ha.  Sir  S. 
Chapman,  A. 
Chute,  W.L.W. 
Creswell,  C. 
D'lsraell,  B. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Ellis,  J. 
Fitsroyi  hon.  U. 
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Forbes,  W. 
Fre mantle^  Sir  T. 
Freshfield,  J.  W. 
Gladstone,  W.  E. 
Gordon,  hon.  Captain 
Gore.  O.  W. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Hodgson,  R. 

liogg,  J. W. 

Holmes,  hon.  W.A.C. 

Hughes,  W.  B. 

Johnstone,  H. 

Jones,  T. 

Kemble,  H. 

Knatchbull,  hn.  Sir  R. 

Tjaw,  hon.  C.   E. 

Lockhart,  A.  M. 

liOgan,  H. 

Lowther,  hon.  Col. 

Mackenzie,  T. 

Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
MackinnoDj  W.A, 

Marton,  G. 
Maxwell,  II. 


Milnes,  R.  M. 
Parker,  T.  A.  W. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Peyton,  H. 
Planta,  right  hon.  J. 
Pluniptre,  J.  P, 
Praed,  W.  M. 
Pringle,  A. 
Rickford,  W. 
Round,  C  G. 
Round,  J. 
Sandon.  Viscount 
Shaw,  right  hon.  F. 
Shirley,  B.  J. 
Sibthorp,  Colonel 
Stuart,  H. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Villiers,  Viscount 
Whilmore,  T.  C. 
Wood,  T. 
Wynn,  right  hon.C.W. 

TELLERS. 

Ilinde,  J.  II. 
Maclean,  D. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Adam,  Sir  C. 
Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Aglionby,  Msgor 
Anson,  hon.  Colonel 
Anson,  Sir  G. 
Archbold,  R. 
Attwood,  T. 
Baines,  £. 
Barnard,  E.  6. 
Beamish,  F.  B. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Bernal,  R. 
Bewes,  T. 
Blackett,  C. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Blake,  W.  J. 
Bridgman,  11. 
Briscoe,  J.  I. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brotberton,  J. 
Buller,  C. 
BuUer,  E. 
Busfield,  W. 
Butler,  hon.  Colonel 
Callaghan,  D. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Clay,  W. 

Clemenls,  Viscount 
Clive,  E.  B. 
Collier,  J. 
Colquhoun,  Sir  J. 
Conyngbam,  Lord  A. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Crawford,  W. 
Oompton,  S. 
(•ur7,  W. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Dalryinpie,  Sir  A. 


Dashwood,  G.  H. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Dundas,  C.  W.  D. 
Dundas,  F. 
Dundas,  hon.  T. 
Dundas,  Captain  D. 
Easthope,  J. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  £. 
EUice,  E. 
Erle,W. 
Evans,  Colonel 
Evans,  G. 
Fielden,  J. 
Fen  ton,  J. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Ferguson,  rt.  hn.  R.C. 
Finch,  F. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
French,  F, 
Gibson,  J. 
Gillon,  W.  D. 
Gordon,  R. 
Goring,  H.  D. 
Grattan,  J. 
Grattan,  H. 
Grote,  G. 
Hall,  B. 
Harland,VV.C. 
Hawkins,  J.  II. 
Ileathcoat,  J. 
Ilindley,  C. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Howard,  F.  J. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hume,  J. 
Humphery,  J. 
Hutton,  li.         , 


Ingham,  R. 
James,  W. 
Jervis,  S. 
Lambtoo,  H. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lister,  E,  C. 
Macleod,  R. 
Mactaggard,  J, 
Maher,  J. 
Marshall,  W. 
Marsland,  II. 
Martin,  J. 
Maule,  W.  H. 
Melg^nd,  Viscount 
Mildmay,  P.  St.  J. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Morris,  D. 

Murray,  rt.  hon.  J.  A. 
Muskett,G    A. 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Connor  Don 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Parker,  J. 

Pamell,  rt.  hn.  Sir  H. 
Parrott,  J. 
Pattison,  J. 
Pease,  J. 
Pechell,  Gaptain 
Pendarves,  E.  W.  W. 
Philips,  M. 
Philpotts,  J. 
Poulter,  J.  S. 
Protheroe,  E. 
Pryme,  G. 
Redington,  T.  N. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rice,  right  hon.  T.  S. 
Rich,  H. 
Roche,  W. 


Russell,  Lord  John 
Russell,  Lord  G. 
Salwey,  Colonel 
Sandford,  E.  A. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 
Stanley,  W.  O. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  V. 
Strangways,hon.  J. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Style,  Sir  C. 
Talbot,  J.  II. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thornley,  T. 
Tracy,  H.  U. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Turner,  E. 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
Villiers,  C.  P. 
Vivian,  Major  C. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Wallace,  R. 
Warbarton,  H. 
Westenra,  hon.  H.  R. 
Westenra,  hon.  J.  C. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
White,  A. 
Williams,  W. 
Wilshere,  W. 
Wood,  C. 
Wood,  Sir  M. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Yates,  J.  A. 

TELLERS. 

Stanley,  E.  J. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 


The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  1st  clause. 

Mr.  T.  Duncovnbe  rose  to  introduce  an 
amendment,  which,  as  he  thought,  would 
be  a  great  benefit.  He  proposed  to  leave 
out  the  last  two  lines  in  the  first  clause, 
'^  except  such  as  shall  have  become  payable 
from  him  previously  to  the  1 1th  day  of 
October  in  the  preceding  year."  The 
effect,  if  the  omission  which  he  suegested 
were  adopted  by  the  House,  would  be  to 
enact  that,  after  the  passing  of  that  Act,  no 
person  should  be  required,  in  order  to  have 
his  name  retained  in  the  list  of  voters  for 
any  city,  town,  or  borough,  in  England, 
for  any  year,  to  have  paid  any  poor- 
rates  or  assessed  taxes.  This  was  a 
simple  and  summary  mode  of  repealing 
the  rate-paying  clauses  of  the  Reform 
form  Act.  It  was  for  the  House  to  say 
whether  the  clause  should  be  repealed,  or 
whether  the  remedy   which  he  proposed 
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was  not  preferable  to  thehonireopflthtc  pro- 
visions of  tke  Bill.     Motions  to  the  same 
effect  had  already  been  brought  furward  in 
the  House,  which  for  a  considerable  time 
had  been  generally  rejected,    but  at   the 
same  time  they  were  gradually  more  fa- 
vourably received,  and  at  length  one  which 
he  had  introduced  to  the  House  in  the  year 
1837  was  carried  by  a  majority  of  eleven. 
Some  observations  had  fallen  from  an  hon. 
Member  opposite  that  the  more  respectable 
classes  of  society  were  those  by  whom  the 
rates  were  more  generally  paid,  but  he  was 
prepared  to  say,  that  this  was  not  the  case,  for 
in  the  parish  of  St.  George,  Hanovcr-square> 
which  was  well  known  as  the  most  aristo- 
cratic parish  in  London,  containing  most  of 
the  fashionable  streets  and  squares,  there 
were  5,144  persons  rated,  and  who  would 
be  entitled  to  vote,  but  of  whom  twenty- 
two  only  had  paid  their  rates.     This  at 
least  showed   that  it  was  not  always  the 
disreputable  portion  of  the  community  who 
were  negligent  in  this  respect.     The  clause 
completely  reversed  the  order  of  things,  for 
it  not  only  required  the  electors  to  be  taxed, 
but  it  also  required  that  they  should  have 
paid  the  tax  before  they  could  vote  for  the 
representatives  that  were  to  be  empowered 
on  the  principles  of  the  constitution  to  im- 
pose taxes  on  them.     He  did  not  see  why 
it  should  apply  to  10/.  householders,  and 
not  to  tenants  of  the  yearly  value  of  50/. 
who  had  votes   for  the  counties,  and   he 
knew  that  many  50/.  tenants  had  expressed 
their  wish  that  the  principle  should  apply 
to  them,  because  they  could  then  disfran- 
chise themselves  if  they  chose,  and  relieve 
themselves  from  the  unpleasant  situations 
in   which   they    were    frequently   placed. 
When  the  noble  Lord  proposed  the  Reform 
Bill  he  told  them  that  they  were  to  have 
500,000  additional  men  called  into  electoral 
existence  in  Great  Britain,  of  which  Lon- 
don was  to  have  95,000 ;  whereas  it  had 
at  present  but  47,000.     It  was  thrown  out 
also  by  an  hon.  Member  opposite  that  the 
Bill  would  not  be  well  received  elsewhere. 
He  believed   it  would   not;     but   if  the 
House  adopted  his  amendment,  it  would 
have  the  effect  of  showing  to  the  public  the 
ot)imon  of  the  House;    and   he  was  per- 
■  'suflded  that  if  the  noble  Lord  would  adopt 
hid  amendment  he  would  have  the  public 
feeling  very  much  in  his  favour  in  conse- 
quence.     Tlierefore,   he    sincerely   hoped 
that   the    noble    Lord    would   adopt    the 
amendment,  which  hew  as  convinced  would 
give  universal  satisfaction  to  true  lieformers. 
fhe  noble  Lord  would  then  be  able  to  send 


the  Bill  to  the  other  House  with  tfee 
greatest  satisfaction,  and  with  the  giemfte^. 
confidence  in  the  effect  which  it  wotiiJ 
produce  in  the  public  mind. 

Lord  John  Russell  had  only  to  say,  th.«£ 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  was  f^i 
wide  of  the  alteration  which  he  proposetl — 
an   alteration  which   was  ori^nally  sor* 
gested  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  i\.c 
Westminster.      He    proposed     it    on    thtt 
ground,  which  he  considered  a  just  one,  cr" 
punctuality  in  the  payment   of  the  ratc> 
year  after  year.     It  often  happened  thait 
persons  failed  in  paying  those  rates  at  thi 
necessary    time   for  entitling   them  to  be 
placed  on  the  register,  and,  therefore,  sadd 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  was  it  that  persons  w 
whom  the  Reform   Bill  intended   to  girc 
the  franchise  were  by  this  provision  pre- 
vented from  exercising  it,  although  eveir 
person  admitted  that  those  were  the  persons 
for  whom  the  Reform  Bill  was  chiefly  in- 
tended.  But  the  hon.  Member's  proposition 
now  was,  that  the  franchise  ought  to  he  given 
to  persons  for  whom  the  Reform  Bill  intended 
it.     The  Reform  Bill  adopted  the  principle 
established  in  the  constitution  c^  this  coon- 
try  respecting  scot  and  lot  voters,  that  the 
payment  of  the  rates  should  be  looked  upon 
as  the  criterion  of  their  solvency.     The 
hon.  Member  wished  them  to  extend  the 
franchise  to  those  who  did   not  pay  taxes, 
and  who  gave  no  test  of  solvency,  a  propo- 
sition consequently  differing  firom  the  Re- 
form Bill,  and  one  in  which  he  conld  not 
therefore  agree.     It  would  be  in  fact,  to 
admit  that  the  Reform  Bill,  and  the  ancient 
constitution,   were  altogether  wrong,  and 
that  insolvency  and  beggary  were  no  ob- 
stacle to  the  exercise  of  the  franchise. 

Mr.  Warhurton  would  ask  why  hou^e. 
holders  should  be  required  at  all  to  prove 
their  solvency,  and  why  a  rule  should  he 
applied  to  persons  resident  in  Englantl 
which  was  not  applied  to  electors  in  Scot- 
land. He  was  prepared  to  vote  for  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury,  but  he  would  go  farther  than  that 
hon.  Member  ;  and  he  was  sure  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  propose  a  regulation 
for  England  similar  to  that  which  existed 
in  Scotland  he  would  succeed.  He  rcallv 
hoped  that  some  hon.  Member  would  put  a 
motion  to  that  effect  on  record,  in  order 
that  the  opportunity  of  exhibiting  the 
opinion  of  the  House  to  the  public  might 
not  be  lost. 

Mr.  Clay  said,  that  before  the  pas^itng 
of  the  Reform  Act,  the  qualification  of 
voters  was  on  a  far  diffexvnt  footing  from 
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that  which  now  existed,  and  the  House  had 
then  adopted  a  pecuniary  qualification ;  but 
he  did  not  think  that  that  should  be  used 
as  a  means  of  enforcing  payment  of  taxes, 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  better  to  repeal 
or  modify  that  section  of  the  Reform  Bill, 
wliich  hivd  a  rather  larger  influence  than 
had  been  originally  thought.     He  said  this 
because  he  was  one  of  those  who  was  dis- 
posed to  take  his  stand  on  the  Reform  Act, 
and   he   stated  distinctly  that  he  did  not 
think  it  advisable  to  extend   the  elective 
franchise  to  others  besides  those  mentioned 
in  it.     The  pecuniary  test  was  that  which 
it  had  been  chosen  to  assume,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  it  had  gone  far  enough,  and  he 
was  entitled  to  demand  that  the  whole  of 
the  class  should  have  the  elex;tive  franchise. 
Bribery  and  corruption,  it  was  complained, 
had  hitherto  been  practised,  but  he  thought 
that  the  proposition  of  the  hon.   Member, 
if  adopted,  would  give  it  one  more  op^wr- 
tunity.     He  concluded  by  declaring  his  in- 
tention to  support  the  noble  Lord. 

Colonel  Evans  said,  he  believed  the  Bill 
to  be  an  extremelv  useful  amendment  of 

m 

the  Reform  Act^  and  he  sincerely  thanked 
the  noble  Lord  for  the  amendment  which 
he  had  introduced.  At  the  same  time 
however,  he  could  not  but  express  his  inten- 
tion to  vote  for  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury,  which  was  only 
consistent  with  the  view  which  he  took 
during  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill. 

Mr.   Hume  was   prepared   to   say   that 
much  mischief  had  hitherto  proceeded  from 
the  system  at  present  acted  upon,  for  dur- 
ing the  last  Westminster  election  but  one 
he  saw  some  dozen  persons  who  were  pre- 
pared to  vote  for  Mr.  Leader  if  the  com- 
mittee would  pay  their  taxes ;  but  he  had 
reason   to  believe,  that   their  votes   were 
eventually   secured    by  the    Conservative 
candidate.    When  the  clause  in  the  Reform 
Bill  referring  to  scot  and  lot  voters  was 
before  the  House,  it  was  predicted  that  this 
would  be  the  result,  and  it  was  the  result ; 
and  he  thought  that   the  noble  Lord  was 
bound  to   complain  of  the   Reform   Bill. 
His  object  in  passing  that  measure  was  not 
•  to  have  any  constituency  consisting  of  less 
than  300  voters,  but  he  must  now  be  well 
aware  that    there   were  forty   with  less 
than  that. 

Lord  J.  Russell  said,  that  he  was  asto- 
nished at  tlie  statement  just  made  by  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Kilkenny. 
It  was  well  known  that  one  of  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Reform  Act  was  to  remove 
the  species  of  temptation  to  which  the  elec- 


tors just  mentioned  were  presumed  to  have 
been  exposed.     If  there  had  not  been  such 
a  provision  as  there  was  in  the  Reform 
Act,  the  temptation  to  electors  to  ask  the 
committees  of  candidates  to  pay  their  taxes 
would  have  been  great ;    but  according  to 
the  Reform  Act,  before  they  could  vote^ 
their  names  must  be  on  the  registry,  and 
before  those  names  could    get  there,  tlie 
parties,  antecedently  to  a  certain  day  in 
July,  must  have  paid  all  the  taxes  due  pre. 
vious  to  the  preceding  5th  of  April.     He 
could  not,  then,  conceive  how  electors  of 
Westminster  came  to  a  candidate's  com« 
mittee  asking  them   to   pay   their   taxes. 
Not  being  on  the  register  how  could  they 
expect  to  vote,  and  they  could  not  be  on  the 
register   if  they  had  failed   to  pay  their 
taxes.     He  was  glad,  then,  that  his  hon: 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kilkenny  had  not 
been  imposed  on  by  persons  thus  pretend- 
ing to  be  electors.     His  hon.  Friends,  the 
Members  for  Bridport  and  for  Finsbury 
had  complained  that  towns  and  counties 
were  not  placed,  with  respect  to  the  right 
of  voting,  upon  the  same  footing,  appear- 
ing at  the  same  time  to  complain  of  that 
as  an   instance  of   inconsistency  in  him 
(Lord  J.  Russell).     To  this  he  had  but  one 
reply  to  make^  namely,  that  he  had  never 
undertaken  to  do  any  thing  of  the  sort. 
In  the  Reform  Act  no  general  uniformity 
of  principle  was  proposed  in  the  modes  of 
voting  for  counties  and  cities.     Electors 
for  counties  were  presumed  to  possess  an 
estate  in  land^  and  no  other  test  of  their 
solvency  was  required.     As  to  those  who 
claimed  to  vote  under  the  50/.  tenant.at- 
will  clause,    there   might,  perhaps^   have 
been  no  objection  to  their  payment  of  rates 
and  taxes  being  required  as  a  qualification, 
and,  in  fact,  he  considered  that  a  provision 
for  that  purpose  ought  to  have  been  intro- 
duced.    While  he  was  upon  this  part  of 
the  subject  he  be^ed  to  observe  that  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Kilkenny,  had 
voted  for  that  50/.  tenant-at-will  clause, 
and  that  none  of  the   Government  did. 
His  hon.  FViend,  the  Member  for  Bridport, 
used  another  argument  in  favour  of  the 
proposed  amendment,  on  which  he  wished 
to  make  an  observation.     His  hon.  Friend 
contended  that  the  Scottish  elector  was  not 
bound  to  prove  the  payment  of  rates ;  so 
far  from  that  being  the  case  the  Scottish 
Reform  Act  provided  that   electors  should 
prove  the  payment  on  or  Ixsfore  the  20th 
of  August  in  the  year  in  which  the  act 
was  passed,  and  on  or  before  the  20th  of 
July  in  all  future  years,  of  all   rates  and 
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taxes  which  fell  due  before  the  6th  of 
April  preceding.  How,  then,  4n3  lion. 
Friend  could  say  that  the  Scottish  Reform 
differed  from  the  English  Reform  Act  ap- 
peared to  him  incomprehensible.  He  be- 
lieved that  if  he  had  thus  called  attention 
to  the  clause  of  the  act  to  which  his  hon. 
Friend  referred^  it  would  have  been  sup- 
posed that  there  really  existed  a  substantial 
difference  between  the  two  acts. 

Mr.  Warhurton  said,  in  explanation, 
that  when  the  names  of  the  electors  were 
once  on  the  register,  it  never  after  became 
necessary  for  them  to  prove  the  payment 
of  rates  and  taxes. 

Mr.  Gillon  said,  it  had  been  ruled  that 
the  non-payment  of  rates  and  taxes  formed 
no  valid  objection  to  the  right  of  voting. 
He  thought  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Bridport,  had  used  his  argument  fairly 
enough,  and  was  right  in  his  facts.  As 
to  the  amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Fin.sbury,  it  should  have  his 
cordial  support. 

Mr.  Baines  approved  of  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  but  he  contended  that  its  opera- 
tion ought  to  be  extended.  By  the  Bill 
as  it  at  present  stood,  the  extension  of  the 
time  for  the  payment  of  rates  and  taxes, 
applied  only  to  persons  whose  names  were 
already  upon  the  register  of  the  past  year, 
and  not  to  those  who  claimed  in  virtue  of 
their  occupancy  to  have  their  names  in- 
serted upon  the  register  for  the  first  time. 
This  was  a  distinction  unknown  to  the 
Reform  Act,  and  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  extend  the  time  for  the  payment  to 
the  11th  of  October  in  the  preceding  year, 
as  well  to  those  names  which  were  not  in 
the  former  register  as  to  those  that  were 
inserted  in  that  register.  He  might  men- 
tion, to  show  the  importance  of  this  alter- 
ation, that  in  the  borough  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent  there  were  up- 
wards of  a  thousand  names  claiming  to  be 
registered  in  the  last  revising  barristers' 
court,  not  one  of  whom  could  have  availed 
himself  of  the  benefit  of  this  Bill  if  it  had 
then  been  passed  into  a  law*  Nothing 
could  be  more  detrimental  to  the  Raform 
Act  than  to  grant  the  privileges  under  it 
partially  or  parsimoniously. 

Sir  S,  WJialley  supported  the  amend- 
ment, and  referred  to  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tam worth,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Montgomery, 
shire,  during  the  debates  on  the  Reform 
Act.  Their  opinions,  he  liad  no  doubt, 
would  have  more  weight  with  the  House 


than    any  thing    he    could      urge. 
former  said,  that  the  clause  ivHich  tKr  i 
Member  for  Finsbury  sougixt     to    &i=. 
would  open  a  wide  door  to    briberr  . 
corruption — that  strong  temptaLtion.s  rr 
be  held  out  to  electors  to  invite  csLnili 
to  pay  their  rates  and  taxes,  and  the  n-^ 
he  had  no  doubt,  would  be  tliat   punr 
election  must  be  impaired  to  a  greater 
tent  than  before.     The  right  Lon.  M en: ' 
for  Montgomeryshire  stated,  that  he  t 
long  been   resident   in    Londcjn — that  _ 
never  was  called  on  in  July  for   the  r,  - 
due  in  April,  and  he  thought  it  woull  \. 
hard  if  he  happened  to  be  out  oF  town  zl 
neglected  to  pay  his  rates  that  that  circr:  - 
stance  should  deprive  him  of  the  ricrh'  ' 
voting.    He  was  sure  that  the  effect  of  *.:. 
clause  must  be  to  disfranchise  hundi?dj:  <: 
thousands  of  electors.    It  was  also  mater . 
for  the  House  to  recollect,  that  Sir  Charli* 
Wetherell,  in  the  same  dehate,  had  cic. 
tended,  that  the  people  would  noc  find  tL 
10/L  qualification  any  great  hoon,  when  ii 
was  fettered  with  this  restriction.      He 
hoped,  then,  that  the  noble   Lmrd  wojlj 
reconsider  his  measure,  and  take  the  advice 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury. 

Mr.  Praed  considered  that  it  was  neccs. 
sary  he  should  correct  a  misapprehciuion 
into   which  an  hon.  Member  had  fiHc? 
with  respect  to  what  he  had  stated.    H' 
never  said,  that  the  rich  and  the  reputaLi 
would  pay  their  rates,  while  the  poor  ;jiJ 
disreputable  would  not  pay ;  he  thou^b, 
on  the  contrary,  and  said,  that  many  re- 
putable  people  might  not  pay  their  nitts. 
but  he  was  of  opinion,  that  the  payment  (•( 
a  man's  just  and  fair  debts  afforded  a  fair 
test  of  his  respectability.     He  objected  to 
the  clause    however,  on  grounds  totally 
distinct  from  those  rehed  on  by  hon.  Mem- 
hers  opposite.     The  opinions  of  right  hon. 
Members,  not  now  in  the  House,  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Marylcbone, 
supplied    no    evidence  as  to  what  they 
thought  of  the  present  Bill.    On  tie  ftp- 
position  side  of  the  House,  they  desivW^  to 
abide  by  the  Reform  Act  in  its  present 
state,  and  to  take  it  as  a  whole.    As  to 
the  evil  arijdng  from  the  non-payment  of 
taxes,  it  was  every  year  decreasing,  and  be 
really  thought  that,  after  the  change  in 
the  franchise  which  that  measure  effected, 
it  was  not  unreasonable  to  expect  the  con- 
tinuance of  such  a  test  of  solvency,  of  re. 
spectability,  of  attention  to,  and  interest 
in,  public  affairs,  as  the  punctual  payment 
of  rates  and  taxes  supplied.    He  was  re. 
solved  to  oppose  the  amendment. 
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not  to  be  the  cage,  and  the 

it  was  a  great  temptatian 


Mr.  Hall  had  no  doubt,  that  if  the  right 
■  hon.  Members  referred  to  were  in  the 
House,  they  would  vote  against  the  amcnd- 
nieni;  they  opposed  the  extensioa  of  the 
-  franchise,  and  now  they  desired  to  cripple 
its  exercise  as  much  as  possible.  He  could 
nanie  three  Gentlemen,  Members  of  that 
House,  whose  sufficiency  could  not  be 
doubted,  whose  names  had  been  struck  off 
the  register  of  voters,  in  consequence  of 
not  having  paid  their  rates.  In  small 
boroughs,   where  patties  were  divided,  the 


G-paymg 


cku 


s  of  the  Reform  Act, 


addition  to  many  other  evils  consequent 
upon  them,  placed  the  election  too  much 
in  the  hands  of  the  overseers.  Candidates 
were  frequently  called  upon  to  pay  the 
voter's  taxes  for  him  ;  and  he  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  declaring,  that,  some  years  ago, 
he  bad  assisted  in  the  payment  of  the  rates 
and  taxes  of  some  persons  occupying  10/. 
houses,  in  order  that  they  might  be  placed 
upon  the  reginter  of  electors.  In  his  opinii 
the  iOL  franchise  should  be  carried  out 
its  full  extent,  and  he  thought,  that  there 
was  no  right  to  demand  that  a  vote  should 
be  consequent  on  the  payment  of  r 
He  should,  therefore,  support  the  emend, 
ment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury. 

Mr.  J.  Jervis  considered  it  impossible  to 
find  one  argument  in  favour  of  the  co 
followed  by  the  noble  Lord.  It  w 
truckling  and  a  middle  course,  and  if  this 
measure  were  taVen  as  a  sample  of  the 
policy  of  tlic  Government,  be  was  sure 
they  would  derive  commendalion  from  no 
party  in  the  House,  and  that  the  people 
without  would  give  tliem  no  credit,  but 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposiie  would  be 
praised  for  spoiling  the  question  for  which 
they  were  all  contending,  viz.,  freedom  of 
election. 

Mr.  leader  said,  thai  at  his  election  for 
Westminster  there  were  not  ten  or  twelve, 
but  hundreds  of  persons  holding  the  10/. 
franchise  who  were  anxious  to  vole  for 
him,  hut  who  could  not  do  so,  because, 
owing  to  some  accident  or  some  negligence, 
their  names  had  been  struck  off  the  registry. 
In  consequence  of  this  rate-paying  claim 
they  could  not  vote.  This  had  occurred 
to  him  not  only  in  Westminster,  but  also 
at  Dridgewater.  It  frequently  happened 
that  the  overseers  were  Tories,  and  favour- 
able to  Iheir  own  party,  and  they  took  the 
opportunity  their  offices  gave  them  of  dis- 
franchising electors  by  calling  on  rate- 
payers opposed  to  them  only  once  for  their 
rate*,  but  giving  to  others  the  cimvenience 
of  their  calling  several  times.  Tliis  ought 
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It  opened  a  wide  source  for  corruptiu 
the  time  of  registration.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Marylebone  had  declared  in  a  very 
manly  manner,  and  he  wished  others  who 
had  done  so  would  avow  it  oa  candidly,  thnt 
he  had  assisted  many  in  being  registered  by 
the  payment  of  their  rates.  This,  how- 
ever, he  considered  as  almost  buying  their 
votes ;  it  was  certainly  giving  them  some- 
thinc  for  them.  He  thought  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Lord  would  ensure 
opposition  from  a  large  party  in  that 
House,  and  the  rejection  of  it  in  the 
Upper  House,  but  that  the  amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  was 
what  the  majority  of  electors  wished 
for.  If  men  were  fit  to  vote  by  a  10/. 
qualification,  they  were  fit  without  the 
consideration  of  their  rates  being  paid  or 
not ;  this  ought  not  to  have  been  super- 
added to  the  franchise,  it  was  an  unneces- 
sary restriction,  and  he  should,  therefore, 
support  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury. 

Lord  Ebringlon  did  not  think  the  pay- 
ment of  rates  the  best  qualiiication,  but,  as 
he  considered  that  the  amtTndment  would 
defeat  the  object  of  the  Bill,  he  should 
vote  for  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Colonel  Siblhorp  had  not  the  slightest 
political  respect  for  either  Whigs  or  Radi- 
cals ;  and  since  the  noble  Lord  had  been 
altering,  patching  np,  and  mending  the 
measure  of  reform,  which  he  had  told  him 
at  the  time  of  passing,  he  knew  nothing 
about,  he  would  ask  the  noble  Lord  why 
the  10/.  qualification  should  not  he  ex- 
tended to  the  county  electors  as  well  as 
to  those  of  boroughs  ?  He  should  like  to 
seethis  power  given  to  them.  As  to  the 
rejection  of  this  measure  by  the  House  of 
Lords,  he  hoped  that  House  would  long 
continue  to  resist  the  machinations  of  par- 
ties opposite.  With  respect  to  the  noble 
Lord's   proposal,    he    considered    it    mere 
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putting  an  end  to  further  litigation  on  the 
subject.  He  owned  that  it  was  not  without 
great  regret  he  had  heard  the  noble  Lord 
express  his  intention  of  opposing  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon*  Member  for  Finsbury.  He 
could  not  understand  in  what  manner  the 
noble  Lord  could  adhere  to  the  principle  of 
the  Reform  Bill,  and  not  go  on  to  doing 
away  with  the  rate.paying  clause  altogether. 
The  noble  Lord's  proposition,  without  the 
amendment  proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Finsbunr,  was  practically 
a  repeal  of  that  clause,  ior  a  great  number 
of  persons  who  were  now  disfranchised 
would  get  their  votes  by  means  of  this  Bill, 
but  he  thought  the  measure  would  not  pass 
the  other  House.  The  people  felt  no 
interest  in  the  Bill,  because  it  enlarged 
their  franchise  in  a  manner  they  did  not 
ask  for.  He  wished  to  stand  on  the  true 
intention  of  the  Reform  Bill.  The  rate- 
paying  clause,  however,  gave  great  power 
to  overseers,  and  many  of  their  own  party 
were  allowed  to  be  registered,  whilst  others 
of  the  opposite  party  were,  although 
equally  reputable  persons,  frequently  dis- 
franchised by  their  means. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  thought, 
it  was  of  much  greater  importance  to  pro- 
pose such  measures  as  were  likely  to  be 
carried  into  effect  than  to  push  principles 
too  far  and  fail  altogether.  The  Bill  of  bis 
noble  Friend  met  the  case  of  a  man  who, 
under  existing  circumstances,  would  be  de- 
prived of  his  vote  by  an  accidental  omission 
to  pay  his  rate,  and  supplied  a  remedy  for 
that  inconvenience,  whereas  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  would 
extend  the  franchise  to  an  individual  who 
might  be  insolvent.  He  could  not  help 
observing  that  the  practice  pursued  by  some 
hon.  Members  on  the  present  and  other 
occasions  was  calculated  to  place  the  Minis- 
ters in  a  false  position,  for  whenever  an 
advanced  step  in  the  course  of  amendment 
was  taken  by  them,  it  was  misrepresented 
to  the  country  by  its  being  immediately 
contrasted  with  some  more  extT<»me  mea- 
sure. He  begged  to  remind  the  House  that 
when  the  present  Bill  was  introduced  in  a 
fonner  Parliament,  it  was  received  with 
general  satisfaction  by  the  Gentlemen  on 
tlie  Ministerial  side  of  the  House. 

Sir  E.  Sugden  felt  some  surprise  at  the 
Bill  proposed  by  the  Government,  sup[K)rt 
for  which  was  demanded,  not  only  from 
those  who  advocated  the  present  small  mea- 
sure, but  also  from  those  who  were  in 
favour  of  a  stronger  measure.  He  recol- 
lected that  the  noble  Lord  once  denounced 


all  changes  of  the  Reform  Act,  nying  tti^ 
it  was  a  charter  by  which  he  would  nUbL^- 
and  that  a  revolution  once  a  year  was    ^  *- 
much  for  any  country  to  bear :  and  jct.  xr^ 
noble  Lord  now  proposed  to  makemiMlz^T- 
ation  of  that  charter ;  whereupon  the  Hoc 
Member  for  Finsbury  said,  as  it  was  na^ur  . 
he  should  say,  if  there  is  to  be  an  altersxi*  •- 
at  all  let  it  be  an  effectual  one.     If  he  wrer- 
forced  to  choose  between  the  two  propc^. 
tions,  he  should  certainly  vote  for  the  zc  i- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbnir  ;  L  .: 
he  was  for  leaving  the  Reform  Act  al«.«i-r. 
When  that  Act  was  first  introduced,  rl^ 
right  of  voting  was  made  dependent  a  pi.' 3 
the  payment  of  rent,  but  in  consequence  <  •: 
his  repeated  remonstrances  <m  the  inconv^e- 
niences  and  evils  which  such   a  provision 
would  create,  that  portion  of  the  bill  ^v^- 
not  insisted  on  ;  and  now  that  the  BiU  b.ii 
passed  into  law,  he  was  not    the  one  w^ho 
would  consent  to  see   it   altered  day  after 
day.     It  appeared  to  him  that  the  Govern- 
ment   desired    to    open    the   nte^pnyin^ 
clauses,  and  to  enlarge  the  franchise;  but 
they  had  not  the  courage  to  make  that  pro- 
position frankly,  and  they  therefore  wiijiedt 
by  a  little  grant  and  a  little  oonceadoa,  to 
pave  the  way  by  dcCTees  for  the  adoption 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbuiy'smoliim. 
He  repeated,  he  was  against  aU  crfaaam  of 
the  Reform  Act.     When  he  last  hm  the 
honour  of  sitting  in  Parliament,  he  renem- 
bered  that  if  he  found  the  least  facdt  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Reform  Act,  he  wa« 
told  that  the  people  were  knocking*  at  the 
doors  of  that  House,  and  that  they  were 
devotedly  attached  to  the  bill — the  whole 
bill.     Well !  the  bill  having   passed    into 
law,  nobody  obeyed  it  with  greater  fidelity 
than  himself,  for  he  took  the  principle  o( 
Conservatism  to  be,  to  oppose  that  whit  h 
might  be  deemed  bad,    but  when  once  it 
passed  into  law,  to  obey  it.     But  now  it 
was  said  by  the  other  side  that  the  oppresi' 
sion  practised  under  the    Reform  Act  wax 
such  as  no  man  could  long  endure.     Did 
the  noble  Lord  think,  that  continually  tam- 
pering with  the  constitution  of  England, 
that  making  some  trifling  alteration   in  it 
year  after  year,  and  leaving  the  rights  of 
Englishmen  unsettled,  was  a  course  which 
would  be  long  endured  by  the  country  ? 
He  again  repeated   that  he  would  oppose 
these  eternal  changes  in  the   Reform  Art, 
which    had  worked    better  than    he  hm\ 
expected — a  result  he    attributed    to   tbo 
right  feeling  and  good  sense  of  tlic  peiipli* 
of  England. 

Lord  John  RusseU  felt  extreme  astoni:;b- 
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ment  at  bearing  tbe  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman,  who  had  so  perseveringly  and  bit- 
terly opposed  tbe  Reform  Bill^  now  ray, 
with  regard  to  that  measure^  ^'  leave  wdl 
alone."  Tbe  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
having  night  after  night  opposed  the  pro- 
gress of  that  bill — ^having  condemned  it  as 
revolutionary,  and  predicted  that  it  would 
take  tbe  Crown  on  tbe  Monarch's  bead, 
and  sever  Church  from  State,  now, 
after  an  absence  of  some  years  returned 
to  tbe  House,  and, 

"  Ut  belli  signum  laurenti  Turnus  ab  arce 
Exlulit," 

be  waged  another  war  against  tbe  Govern* 
ment  under  other  auspices ;  for  he  attacked 
not  the  Reform  Act,  being,  indeed,  only 
anxious  to  bear  testimony  to  its  beneficial 
operation  and  tbe  utter  failure  of  all  bis 
predictions.  The  spirit  of  Conservatism 
appeared  to  be  very  strong  and  singular  in 
its  nature,  for  he  should  certainly  have 
expected  that  tbe  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
being  so  strong  in  numbers,  would 
have  come  forward  with  a  proposition  to 
repeal  a  bill  which  they  characterised  as 
sure  to  work  perpetual  mischief.  At  the 
motion  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury,  he  felt  no  surprise;  because 
that  hon.  Member,  and  tbe  Gentlemen  who 
supported  hia  views^  alwavs  contended  that 
the  Reform  Bill  shoula  lead  to  other 
changes.  What  they  asked  now  was,  in 
principle,  that  property  should  have  no- 
thing to  do  witn  the  elective  franchise. 
That,  he  thought,  'was  implied  by  their 
proposition.  For  his  part,  he  had  always 
contended  that  the  principle  of  the  Reform 
Bill  should  be  maintained;  but  he  had 
never  gone  so  far  as  to  say,  that  there 
could  not  possibly  be  found  any  defects 
in  that  measure  arising  from  its  working, 
or  arising  from  the  conduct  of  those  who 
had  always  been  its  enemies,  and  who  tried 
to  impede  its  working  in  a  natural  and  safe 
manner.  He  diould,  therefore,  be  alwavs 
ready  to  promote  practical  remedies  for 
such  defects,  and  he  thought  that  if  such 
practical  amendments  were  introduced, 
they  would  tend  to  tbe  maintenance  of  the 
Rerorm  Bill;  and  that  if  they  were  re- 
fused, the  consequence  would  he,  that  such 
propositions  as  that  of  the  honi  Member  for 
Finsbury,  would  meet  with  greater  sup. 
port. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  complained  of  the  charge 
made  against  the  supporters  of  the  motion 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury, 
that  they  wished  to  have  the  electoral  qua- 


lification totally  unconnected  with  pro- 
perty. On  what  ground  did  the  noble 
Lord  make  such  a  charge  ? 

Lord  J.  Russell  thought,  that  the  prin- 
ciple involved  in  the  proposition  was,  that 
property  should  not  be  the  basis  of  the 
qualification,  for  it  did  away  with  the  ne- 
cessity of  paying  rates,  which  might  be 
looked  upon  as  a  test  of  the  bond  Jide 
occupation  of  a  House. 

Mr.  (yConnell  said,  it  appeared  from 
what  bad  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  that  tbe  duty  of  the  Con- 
servatives was  to  oppose  a  bad  law  before 
passing,  and  to  support  it  after  it  had 
passed ,  maintaining  it  unchanged  in  its 
original  form.  It  was  certainly  a  curious 
sort  of  Conservatism  for  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  support  a  law  against  which 
they  had  so  vehemently  protested,  as  they 
did  a^inst  tbe  Reform  Bill.  Tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  those  around  him> 
were  continually  crying  out  against  every 
improvement,  and  saying,  '^  let  well  alone." 
They  would  admit  of  no  alterations  in  the 
Reform  Bill,  against  which  they  had  ever 
exerted  all  their  energies.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said,  he  had  contended 
against  the  rent-paying  clauses  of  the  Re- 
form Bill,  and  be^n  successful  in  having 
them  removed,  and  in  his  (Mr.  O'Conneirs) 
opinion,  it  would  be  better  to  strike  out 
the  rate-payiog  clause  also ;  and  he  should 
therefore  vote  for  the  amendment. 

Sir  E,  Sugden  observed,  that  he  had 
only  talked  of  obeying  the  lawj  and  had 
saia  nothing  of  alterations  of  the  law.  To 
obey  the  laws,  be  had  said,  was  the  duty 
of  the  Conservatives;  but  perhaps  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dublin  did  not  fully  un- 
derstand that  duty. 

Mr.  OtConntU  did  not  say  whether  his 
obedience  to  the  laws  was  or  was  not 
greater  than  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. He  regretted,  however,  that  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  lost  his 
temper. 

Sir  E,  Sugden  could  assure  tbe  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin  that  he  had  not  lost 
temper. 

Mr.  (yConneli :  Then  all  I  have  to  say 
is,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  say 
an  unciril  thing  in  good  humour— that's 
all. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be   left  out, 
stand   part  of   the  clause:  —  Ayes  206^ 
Noes  107 :— Majority  99. 
iD2 
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Acland,  T.  D. 

Adam,  Sir  C. 

Adare,  Viscount 

Atison,  hon.  Colonel 

Arbolhnoty  hon.  H. 

Ashley,  Lord 

Bagge,  W. 

Bagot,  hon.  W. 

Bailey,  J. 

Baillie,  Colonel 

Bainbridge,  E.T. 

Baker,  £. 

Baring,  H.  B. 

Baring,  W.  B. 

Barrington,  Viscount 

Bateman,  J. 

Bellew,  R.  M. 

Bentinck,  Lord  6. 

Bentincky  Lord  W. 

Berkeley,  hon.  H. 

Bewes,  T. 

Blackett^  C. 

Blackstone,  W.S. 

Blair,  James 

Bleonerhassetty  A. 

Bradshaw,  J. 

Briscoe^  J.  I. 

Broadley,  II. 

Broadwood,  Henry 

Brodie,  W.  B. 

Brownrigg,  S. 

Buller,  £. 

Burr,  H. 

Busfield,  W. 
Byng,  G. 

Byng,  right  hon.  G.  S. 
Ceyley,  £.  S. 

Christopher,  R.  A. 

Clements,  Viscount 
Clive,  £.  B. 
Collier,  J. 
Colquhoun,  Sir  J. 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Copeland,  Alderman 
Corry,  hon.  H. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Crawford,  W. 
Crompton,  S. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Dalrymple,  Sir  A. 
Darby,  G. 
lyisraeli^  B. 
Bottin,  A.  R. 
Duff,  J. 
BuiBeld,  T. 
Dundas,  C,  W.  D. 
Dundat,  F. 
Dundas,  hon.  T. 
Dundas,  Captain 
£ast,  J.  B. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Elliott,  hoD.  J.  E. 
Ellis,  J. 
Estcourt,  T. 


Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 

Fergusson,  rt.hn.  R.C. 

Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 

Fitzroy,  hon.  U. 

Fleming,  J. 

Forbes,  W. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 

French,  F. 

Fresbfield,  J.  W. 

Gibson,  T. 

Gladstone,  W.  £. 

Glynne,  Sir  S.  R. 

Goddard,  A. 

Godson,  R. 

Gordon,  R. 

Gordon,  hon.  Captain 

Gore,  O.J. R. 

Goring,  H.  D. 

Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 

Granby,  Marquess  of 

Grey,  Sir  G. 

Grirosditch,  T. 

Griraston,  Viscount 

Griroston^  hon.  £.  H. 

Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 

Hale,  R.  B. 

Harconrt,  G.  S. 

Hardinge,  right  hon. 
SirH. 

Hariand,  W.  C. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 

Heron,  Sir  R. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hobhouse,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodgson,  F. 
Hodgson,  R« 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Holmes,  hon.  W.A'C. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Houstoun,  G. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hurst,  R.  H. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
James,  Sir  W.  C. 
Johnstone,  H. 
Jones,  J. 
Jones^  T. 
Kemble,  H. 
KnatchbuU,  hn.SirE. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Labouchere,  rf.  hn.  H. 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
Lefroy,  right  hon.  T. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Loch,  J. 

Lockhart^A  M. 
Logan,  H. 
Long,  W. 

Lowther,  hon.  Colonel 
Lowther,  J,  H. 
Lygon,  boi?.  General 


Mackenzie,  T. 

Mackenzie,  W.  F. 

Maidstone,  Viscount 

Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 

Master,  T.  W.  C. 

Maonsell,  T.  P. 

Mlldmay,  P.  St.  J. 

Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 

Murray,  rt.  hon.  J.  A. 

O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 

0'Neil,hon.  J.B.R. 

Packe,  C.  W. 

Paget,  Lord  A. 

Palmer,  C.  F. 

Palmer,  R. 

Palmerston,  Viscount 

Parker,  J. 

Parker,  T.  A.  W. 

Pamell,  rt.  hn.  Sir  H. 

Pease,  J. 

Pemberton,  T. 
Pendarves,  E.  W.  W. 

Perceval,  Colonel 
Peyton,  H. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Ponsonby,  C.  F.  A.  C. 
Poulter,  J.  S. 
Praed,  W.  M. 
Pringle,  A. 
Rice,  B.  R. 
Rice,  right  hon.  T.  S* 
Rich,  R. 
Richards,  R. 
Rickford,  W. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Rose,  right  hon.  SirG. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Round,  J. 

Rushbrooke,  Colonel 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  Lord  C. 


Sandfordy  K.  A. 
Scale,  Colonel 
Seymour^  Ex>rd 
Sharpe,  General 
Shaw,  rig^lat  boa.  F. 
Shirley,  £.  J. 
Sinclair,  Hir  G. 
Smith,  hon.  R. 
Smith,  R-  V. 
Staudish,  C. 
Stanley,  W.  O. 
Stuart,  IL 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Strangways,  hon.  J- 
Sugden,  rt.  hon.  Sir  f« 
Surrey,  Earl  of 
Thomson,  rt.  ho.  C.  P. 
Townley,  R.  G. 
Trench,  Sir  F. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Troubridge,  Sir  £.  T. 
Tuffnell,  H. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Verney,  Sir  H. 
Villiers,  Viscoant 
Vivian,  Major  C. 
Vivian,  rt.hn.  Sir  iLIi. 
Westenra,  hon.  U.  B. 
Westenra,  hon.  J.C. 
Whitmore,T.C. 
Wilberforce,  W. 
WiUhere,  W. 
Wood,  C. 
Wood,  Sir  M. 
Wood,  T. 
Wrightson,  W.B. 
Young,  Sir  W. 

V 

TBLLERS«\ 

Stanley,  £.  J.     \ 
Steuart,  R.  \ 


List  of  the  Nobs. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Archbold,  R. 
Attwood,  T. 
Baines,  £. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Beamish,  F.  B. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Blake,  W.  J, 
Bowes,  J. 
Brabazon,  Sir  W. 
Bridgeman,  H. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Buller,  C. 
Callaghan,  D* 
Clialroers,  P. 
Clay,  W. 
Collins,  W. 
Conyngham,  Lord  A. 
Currie,  R. 
Curry,  W. 
Dennistoun,  J. 
D'£yncourl|  rt.hn.  C. 


Divett,  £. 
Duckworth,  S. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Easthope,  J. 
Ellice,  E. 
Evans,  G. 
Fielden,  J. 
Fen  ton,  J. 
Finch,  F. 
Gillon,  W.  D. 
Grattan,  B. 
Grote,  G. 
Hall,  6. 
Harvey,  D.  W. 
liastie,  A. 
Hawkins,  J.  H. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Humo,  J. 
Humphrey,  J. 
Hutton,  R. 
James,  W. 
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and  Preemen  bM. 


eio 


JerviSy  J. 

JohDstoD^  General 
Kinnaird^  hon.  A.  F. 
X.eader,  J.  T. 
leister,  £.  C. 
I^ushington,  Dr. 
I^ushingtoD,  C. 
Macleody  R. 
Maher,  J. 
Marshall,  W. 
Marsland,  H. 

MariiOy  J. 

JVlaule>  W.  H. 

Molesworth,  Sir  W. 

Morris,  D. 

Maskett,  G.  A. 

Nagle,  Sir  R. 

O'Brieo,  W,  S. 

O'Connell,  D. 

0*Connell,  J, 

O'CoDDell,  M.  J. 

O'Connell,  M, 

O'CoDor,  Don 

Parrot,  J* 

Patkison,  J< 

Philips,  M. 

Phillpotts,  J. 

Protheroe,  £. 

Pryme,  G. 

Ramsbotton,  J. 

Redington,  T.  N. 


Rippon,  C. 
Salwey,  Colonel 
Scholefield,  J. 
Soiners,  J.  P. 
Somerville,  Sir  W.  M . 
StaosBeld,  W.  R.  C. 
Stuarl,  V, 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Stnitt,  £. 
Style,  Sir  C. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thomley,  T. 
Tracy,  H.  H. 
Turner,  E. 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
Villiers,  C.  P. 
Virian,  J.  H, 
WaWey,  T. 
Walker,  C,  A. 
Walker,  R. 
Wallace,  R. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
White,  A, 
White,  S. 
Williams,  W. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wyse,  T. 
Yates,  J.  A. 

TBLLERS. 

Duncombe,  T. 
Warburton,  H. 


The  clause  was  again  put  to  the  rote. 
Mr.  Baines  suggested  to  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
whether  proof  of  one  year's  payment  of 
taxes  would  not  be  sufficient.    He  did  not 
mean  to  divide  the  House  on  the  subject^ 
but  as  the  law  at  present  stood,  it  was  ne- 
cessary, in  many  cases,  to  go  back  for, 
perhaps,  twenty  years,  and  he  had  seen 
great  inconrenience  resulting  as  the  conse- 
quence   to    the   revising  barristers.     He 
thought  it  would  be  better,  if  the  payment 
of  one  year's  rates  and  taxes  before  enter, 
log  the  name  of  the  elector  on  the  register 
was  made  sufficient.     He  only  wished  to 
suggest  the  matter  to  the  noble  Lord,  and 
hadno  wish  to  impede  the  progress  of  the 
bill. 

Lord  J.  Russell  thought,  the  amendment 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds, 
would  have  been  better  discussed  on  a 
question  of  registration  than  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion. 

Mr*  Maclean  said,  there  was  one  portion 
of  the  clause  on  which  he  should  divide  the 
House,  unless  the  noble  Lord  opposite  con- 
sented to  alter  it.  The  bill  required  the 
payment  of  rates  and  taxes  to  give  a  right 
to  vote,  but  it  never  could  have  been  the 
object  of  its  framers  to  apply  any  other  test 
tbau  ibat  of  solvency  to  claimants  for  the 


right  of  exercising  the  franchise.  Now, 
overseers  might  have  prejudices  and  be  ac- 
tuated by  party  feelings,  and  therefore  de- 
cline calling  on  and  demanding  payment  of 
rates  from  those  whom  they  did  not  wish 
to  vote.  Unless^  therefore,  the  noble  Lord 
consented  to  frame  the  clause  so  as  to  make 
a  demand  for  payment  of  rates  by  the  over- 
seers necessary  before  an  elector  was  dis- 
qualified from  voting,  he  should  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  upon  the  subject. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill:— 
Ayes  214;  Noes  118 :— Majority  96. 

List  of  the  kY%%, 


Adam,  Sir  C. 
Aglionby,  II.  A. 
Aglionby,  Major 
Anson,  hon.  Colonel 
Arcbbold,  R. 
Attwood,T. 
Bainbridge,  £.  T. 
Baines,  £. 

Barrington,  Viscount 
Barron,  H.  W. 
Beamish,  F.  B« 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Bentinck,  Lord  W. 
Berkeley,  hon.  G. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H. 
Bewes,  T. 
filackett,  C. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Bowes,  J. 
Brabazon,  Sir  W. 
Bridgman,  H. 
Briscoe,  J.  1. 
Broad  wood,  H. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Buller,  C. 
Busfieldy  W. 
Byng,  G. 

Byngy  right  hon.  G.  S. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Campbell,  W.F. 
Cayley,  £.  S. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Chapman,  Sir  M.  L. 
Clay,  W. 

Clements,  Viscount 
Clive,  E.  H, 
Collier,  J. 
Collins,  W. 
Colquhoan,  Sir  J. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Crawford,  W. 
Crompton,  S. 
Currie,  R. 
Curry,  W. 
Dalmeney,  Lord 
Dalrymple,  Sir  A. 


Dashwood,  G.  H. 
Deonistoun,  J. 
D'Eyncourt,  rt.hn.C. 
Divett,  E. 
Duckworth,  S. 
Duff,  James 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Dundas,  C.  W.  D. 
Dundas,  Frederick 
Dundas,  hon.  T. 
Dundas,  Captain 
Easthope,  J. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Ellice,  E. 
Elliott,  hon.  J.  E. 
Evans,  Colonel 
Evans,  6. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fergusson,  rt.  hon.^C« 
Finch,  F. 
Fitzalan,  Lord 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
French,  F, 
Gillon,  W.  D. 
Godson,  R. 
Gordon,  R. 
Grattan,  H. 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Grote,  G. 
Hall,  B. 
Harland,  W.  C. 
Harvey,  D,  W. 
Hastte,  Archibald 
Hawkins,  J,  W. 
Hayter,  William  G. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Heron,  Sir  R. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hobhouse,  rt.  ban. 

Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hugbes,  W.  B. 
Hume,  J. 
Humphrey,  J, 
Hurst,  R.  H.. 
HuttODi  Rv 


811 


The  Coal  Trade. 


{COMMONS} 


The  Coal  Trade. 


tVl 


JameSy  W. 
Jertis,  J. 
JenriSi  S. 
Johotton,  OenertI 
Kianaird,  bon.  A.  F« 
Laboucbere,  rt.  ho.  II. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lefevre,  C.  S. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lister,  E.  C. 
Loch,  J. 
Long,  W. 
liusbinglon,  C. 
Macleod,  R. 
Maher,  J. 
Marshall,  W. 
Marsland,  H.  . 
Martin,  J. 
Maule,  W.  M. 
Mildmay,  P.  St.  J. 
Motes  worth,  8ir  W. 
Morris,  D. 

Murray,- rt.  hon.  J.  A. 
Muskett,  G.  A. 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  I). 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'Corrwell,  M.  J. 
O'Connefl,  M. 
O'Conor,  Don 
O'rerrall,  II.  M. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Pa^et,  F. 
Palmer,  C.  F. 
Palmerston,  Viscount 
Parker,  J. 

Parnelt,  rt.  hn.  Sir  H. 
Parrolt,  J. 
PattisoD,  J. 
Pease,  .\. 
Pechell,  Captain 
Pendarves,  E.  W.  W. 
Philips,  M.- 
Phillpotts,  J. 
Ponsonby,  C.  F.  A.  C. 
PouUer,  J.  S. 
Power,  J, 
Protheroe,  E. 
Pryme,  G. 
Ramsbottom,  J. 
Redingcon,  T.  N. 
Rice,  K<  R. 
Rice,  right  bon.T.  S. 
Rich,  H. 
Rippon,  C^ 
Roire,  Sir  R.  M. 
Russelly  Lord  J. 
Russell,  Lord  C. 


Salwey,  Colonel 
Saoford,  E.  A. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Seale,  Colonel 
Seymour,  Lofd 
Sharpe^  General 
Sheil,  R«  L. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  hon«  R. 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Somers,  J.  P. 
Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 
Siandish,  C. 
Stanley,  W^  O. 
Stanslield,  W.  R.  C. 
Stewart,  John 
Stuart,  Lord  James 
Sfuatt,  V. 
Strangways,  hon.  J. 
Strutt,  E. 
Style,  Sir  C 
Surrey,  Earl  of 
Talbot,  J.  It, 
Talfourd,  Sergeant 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thomson,  rt.  hn.  C.  P. 
Thornley,  T. 
Townley,  R.  G. 
Tracy,  H.  II. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Tufnell,  If. 
Turner,  E. 
Verncy,  Sir  H. 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
Villiers,  C.  P. 
Vivian,  Major  C. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Vivian,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R.H. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Walker,  R. 
Wallace,  R. 
Warburton,  Henry 
Westenra,  hon  H,  R. 
Westenra,  hon.J.  C. 
Whalley,SitS. 
White,  A. 
White,  S. 
Williams,  W. 
Wilshere,  W. 
Wood,  C. 
Wood,  Sir  M. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wyse,  T. 
Yates,  J.  A. 

TELLERS. 

Stanley,  £.  J. 
Steuart,  R. 


List  of  the  Noes. 

Acland,  T.  I>.  Bagge,  W. 

Adare,  Viscount  Bagot,  hon.  W. 

Arbuthnot,  hon»  11.  Bailey,  J. 

Aibley,  Lord  Bailie,  Colonel 


Irton,  S. 

James,  Sir  W.  C« 

Johnstone,  U« 

Jones,  J. 

Jones,  \V. 

Jones,  T. 

Kemble,  H. 

KnatchbuU^  right  bon. 

SirE. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Knightley^  Sir  C. 
Law,  hon.  C.  £. 
Lefroy,  right  bon«  X. 
Lockhart,  A.  Id. 
Logaa,  II. 

Lowther,  hon.  Colonel 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lvgon,  hon.  General 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Maidstone,  Visccmnt 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 

Master,  T.IV'.C. 

Maunsell,  T.  P. 

Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 

O'Neill,  hon.  J.  B.  R. 

Packe,  C.  W, 

Palmer,  R. 

Parker,  T.  A.  W. 

Pemberton,  T. 

Perceval,  Colonel 

Peyton,  H. 

Plumptre,  J.  P. 

Pringle,  A. 

Richards,  R. 

RickfoTd,  W. 

Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  O. 

Round,  C.  G. 

Round,  J. 

Rushbrooke,  Colonel 

Sanderson,  R. 

Shaw,  right  hon.  F. 

Shirley,  E.  J. 

Sinclair,  Sir  G. 

Somerset,  Lord  O. 

Stuan,  H. 

SugdeUy  rt.  hn.  Sir  £. 

Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 

Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 

Villiers,  Visconnt 

Whitmore,T.  C. 

Wilberibrce,  W. 

Wood,T. 

Young,  Sir  W. 

TELLERS. 

Maclean,  D. 
Praed,  W.  M. 


Baker,  Edward 
Baring,  H .  B. 
Baring,  W.  B. 
Bateman,  J. 
Bell,  M. 

Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Blair,  J. 

Blennerhassett,  A. 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Broadley,  H. 
Brownrigg,  S. 
Burr,  li. 

Christopher,  R.  A. 
Compton,  II.  C. 
Copeland,  Alderman 
Corry,hon.II. 
Courtenay,  P. 
Darby,  George 
De  Horsey,  S.  U. 
D*Israeli,  B. 
Dottin,  A.  R. 
Douro,  Marquess  of 
Duffield,  T. 
East,  J.  B. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Ellis,  J. 
F^toourt,  T. 
Fitzroy,  hon.  li. 
Fleming,  J. 
FoUett,  Sir  W. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forester,  hon .  G. 
Fremantle,  SifT. 
Freshfield,  J.  W. 
Gibson,  T. 
Gladstone,  W.  E. 
Goddard,  A. 
Gordon,  hon.  Captain 
Gore,  O.  J.  R. 
Gore.  O.  W. 
Goolbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Gfanby,  Marquess  of 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grimston,  hon.  E.  IL 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Harcourt,  G.  S. 
Hardinge^   right  hon. 

SirH. 
Hinde,  J.  H.* 
Hodgson,  F. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Holmes,  hon.  W.  A*C. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Houstoun,  G. 
Inglis,  Sir  It.  H*. 

The  other  clause^were  agreed  to,  and 
the  HtMiae  resQiDed. 

TiTB  CoAt  Trabb.]  Kfr.  JUb&tteherr, 
on  hrkiging  forward  the  ittotlwn  of  which 
he  had  given  notice,  for  tihe  Hooae  resolv- 
ing itself  a  Committee  on  the  Coed  Trade 
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Act  said,  that,  although  the  suhject  Was  of 
considerable  importance,  yet  it  would  not 
Vie    necessary  for  him   to  trespass  at  any 
leng^th  on  the  attention  of  the  House.    The 
ol>|ect  which  he  had  in  view  was  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  Bill  which  Mr.  Frankland 
LeiTvis    brought  in  a  few  years  ago  for 
regulating  the  coal  trade,  as  respected  this 
metropolis  and  certain  parts  of  the  adjoining 
counties.     That  Bill,  as  the  House  must 
recollect,   made   an   alteration,   by   which 
instead  of  being    sold  by   measure  coals 
should  be  only   sold  by  weight,  the  dues 
being   regulated  by    the  same    principle. 
The  operation  of  Mr.   Frankland   Lewis's 
Bill  was  limited  to  seven  years,  and  as  that 
time  had  nearly  expired  it  became  neces- 
sary to  continue  its  provisions.     If  it  were 
allowed  to  expire  the  consequence  would 
be  a  return  to  the  old  system.    The  whole 
of   the  arrangements  with  respect  to  coal 
metres  would  be  done  away  with,  and  the 
vexatious  imposts  and  dues  of  the  city  of 
London  would  all  be  revived.    There  could, 
he  thought,  be  no  difference  of  opinion  as 
to  the  impropriety  of  allowing  this  Bill  to 
expire,  but  at  the  same  time  he  begged  to 
say,  that  it  was  not  his  intention  to  pro. 
I)08e    its  renewal    without    allowing  the 
House  a  full  opportunity  of  looking  into  it, 
and    closely  and  accurately  investigating 
every  one  of  its  provisions,  in  order  to  see 
whether  any  fresh  alterations  were  neces- 
sary, and  if  the  duties  and  regulations  oi 
the  trade  could  be  rendered  less  onerous  to 
the  inhabitants  of  the  metropolis  than  they 
now  were.     It  appeared  to  him,  that  tlie 
proper  course  would  be  to  refer  the  Bill  on 
the  second  reading  to  a  Select  Committee 
up  stairs.     Its  provisions  would  by  this 
means  be  best  examined  and  considered, 
and,  with  this  impression  on  his  mind,  that 
was  the  course  he  meant  to  take.     He  had 
communicated  with  the  parties  interested 
in  the  subject,  both  in  the  North  and  in 
London,  and  they  all  expressed  themselves 
perfectly  satisfied  with  what  he  proposed  to 
do.   This  circumstance  relieved  him  of  the 
necessity  of  going  into  the  details  of  the 
measure.     There  was  one  point,  however, 
which  he  was  bound  to  mention,  and  it  was 
one  which  he  was  sure  would  give  satisfac- 
tion to  the  House,  and  that  was,  that  when 
the  corporation  of  the  city  of  London  ap- 
plied to  him  to  move  for  the  renewal  of 
this  Bill,  they  stated,  that  they  would  con- 
sent to  have  the  duty  now  levied  by  them 
on  each  ton  of  coals  reduced  one*half    The 
sum  thus  to  be  given  up  to  the  public 
would  be  about  6,000/.  a  year,  and  showed 


the  disposition  of  the  city  of  London  to  do 
everything  in  their  power  to  contribute  to 
the  comfort  and  welfare  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  metropolis.  He  should  propose,  that 
the  Select  Committee  should  have  power 
to  inquire  whether  the  duty  of  12rf.  the 
chaldron,  at  present  paid^  could  not  be  still 
further  reduced,  and  also  to  investigate 
generally  the  manner  in  which  the  coal 
trade  was  conducted  in  the  port  of  London. 
It  was  not  his  intention  that  they  should 
carry  their  inquiry  further,  or  go  into  the 
coal  trade  as  it  existed  in  the  North ;  and 
in  order  that  they  should  confine  them- 
selves to  this  branch  of  the  subject  merely, 
he  should  propose  that  their  investigation 
should  be  bmited  to  the  regulations  of  the 
coal  trade  in  London,  and  the  amount  of 
duties  chargeable  on  coals  brought  into 
market  in  the  metropolis.  In  these  in- 
quiries they  would  find  considerable  assist- 
ance in  the  Report  of  the  Committee  of 
1826.  Though  they  did  not  want  to  make 
any  material  alterations  with  respect  either 
to  the  amount  of  the  duties  or  the  way  in 
which  the  coal  trade  was  carried  on,  he 
was  anxious  that  the  matter  should  be  fully 
examined  into,  in  the  hope  that  a  satisfac- 
tory result  to  all  parties  would  be  arrived 
at.  The  hon.  Member  then  moved,  that 
the  House  should  resolve  itself  into  Com- 
mittee. 

Lord  G.  Somerset  said,  he  concurred  in 
much  of  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Grentleman,  but  in  considering  the  question 
he  hoped  the  interests  of  the  coalowners  of 
the  north  were  not  the  only  interests  which 
would  be  regarded.  He  disapproved  of 
invidious  distinctions,  and  as  the  system  of 
combination  in  this  trade  existed  as  much 
now  as  ever,  he  thought  that  the  whole 
subject,  without  reference  to  any  part  of 
the  country,  should  be  inquired  into. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr,  Lahouchere  then  proposed  a  resolu- 
tion, to  the  effect  that  a  Bill  should  be 
brought  in  for  continuing  the  law  now  in 
operation  with  respect  to  the  coal  trade  of 
the  metropolis. 

Mr.  Goulhum  feared,  that  the  object 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  in  view 
would  not  be  attained  by  his  resolution,  as 
it  went  merely  to  the  continuance  of  the 
present  Act,  and  not  to  the  inquiry  pro- 
posed. 

Mr.  Lahouchere  said,  that  he  meant  to 
effect  the  inquiry  by  means  of  an  instruc- 
tion to  the  Committee.  With  respect  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord,  (Lord 
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G.  Somerset),  he  had  merely  to  explain, 
that  hia  reason  for  mentioning  the  coal- 
owners  of  the  north  was,  because  it  was  on 
them  the  metropolis  depended  for  a  supply 
of  that  article.  He  was  sorry  to  say,  that 
little  or  no  coals  reached  the  port  of  Lon- 
don from  any  other  quarter. 

Resolution  agreed  to,  and  the  House 
resumed.  Bill  brought  in  and  read  a  first 
time. 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  February  6,  1838. 

MiwuTEs.]  Petitions  presented.  By  the  Earl  of  Shaftb*- 
BURY,  from  Birnungham,  against  the  abolition  of  the 
Impriionnient  for  Delit  Bin.— By  the  Earl  of  Dbvok, 
fhmi  Pevoaport,  to  the  same  eStet;  and  from  Ottaway, 
in  IkTour  of  Local  Courts.— By  Lord  YfHAKHCurwm, 
fkom  Wakefield,  for  an  alteration  in  the  Apothecaries 
Act— By  Lord  Bsotoham,  trcim  Perth,  Tiverton,  Wig- 
ton,  and  Bedford,  for  the  Extension  of  the  Sulfrage, 
shortening  the  duration  of  ParliamenU,  and  Vote  hy 
Ballot;  tram  the  inhabitants  of  Westminster,  Chelsea, 
Poplar,  Whitechapel.  Bethnal-green,  the  borough  of 
Finsbury,  and  firom  various  parts  of  the  metropolte, 
against  the  Canada  BUI;  fltom  Dent,  West  Ridhigof 
Yorkshire,  South  Shields,  Darlington,  Norland,  Andover, 
and  Bimin^am,  against  Negro  Apprenticeship;  tram 
several  places  in  Scotland,  against  any  grant  to  the  EsUb- 
lished  ChuTth;  and  from  penons  confined  in  Gaol,  m 
favour  of  the  aboIiti<ni  of  Imprisonment  for  Debt  BilL 


Wording  of  Pbtitions.]  Lord 
Brougham  presented  a  petition  from  Lam- 
beth and  other  places,  against  coercive 
measures  for  Canada. 

The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury  begged  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  and  also  of  the  I^use  to  the  fact, 
that  the  petitioners  in  some  of  the  latter 
petitions  which  had  been  presented  had 
omitted  to  begin  their  prayer  by  the  use 
of  the  term  "  humbly,"  which  was  not  in 
accordance  with  the  forms  which  the 
House  had  prescribed  for  petitions. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  there  was  no 
want  of  respect  for  the  House  in  the 
terras  used.  The  petitioners  had  styled 
their  Lordships  not  only  **  honourable.,"  but 
actually  called  them  **  right  honourable.," 
thereby  describing  them  as  being  almost 
above  all  other  persons,  and  then  said 
that  they  •*  prayed"— they  prayed  of  their 
"  right  honourable  Lordships,"  nearly  im- 
porting that  the  petitioners  considered 
they  were  addressing  beings  above  human 
•^and  yet  that  seemed  not  to  satisfy 
their  Lordships. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  considered  the 
question  to  be  whether  the  House  thought 
it  necessary  or  not  to  adhere  to  its 
forms  ? 
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Lord  Brougham:  There  was  noihi&z 
disrespectful  in  the  terms  of  the  petiuoo. 
There  was  a  word  omitted  from  ignorance. 
as  he  bad  no  doubt,  and  what  of  thai  ^ 
They  were  all  ignorant  of  many  of  the 
forms  of  the  House.  He  seldom  aav  a 
night  pass  without  finding  some  violatioo. 

The  Earl  of  Devon  considered ,  notwith- 
standing the   happy  art  the    noble    and 
learned  Lord  had  of  playfully  turning  cir- 
cumstances that  might  lead  to  important 
consequences  off  for  the  moment,  yet  that 
he  regarded  this  as  not  to  be  overlooked. 
The   fact  was,   that,   in  several  petitions 
which   had  now  been  presented    to  the 
House,  the  address  had  been  written   by 
the  same  hand,  and  they  had  afterwards 
been   sent  round  for  signatures.     Those 
petitions  had  all  omitted  the  insertion  of 
that   word  which  the  rules  of  the  House 
prescribed,  and    unless    their    Lordships 
meant    to  form  a  precedent    now,  those 
petitions  ought  not  to  be  received. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  as  it  might  be  all 
very  well  to  abide  by  the  forms  of  the 
House  until  they  were  changed,  he  would 
put  an  end  to  this  controversy  by  with- 
drawing the  last  petition,  which  he  had 
presented  from  Lambeth,  on  the  ground 
of  irregularity,  as  it  had  not  the  word 
**  humbly"  in'  it,  and  as  that  was  the 
petition  upon  which  the  conversation  had 
arisen,  their  Lordships  need  not  know 
whether  the  omission  was  also  in  the 
former  petitions  or  not,  and  the  precedent 
would  thus  be  avoided. 

Petition  from  Lambeth  withdrawn. 
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HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday f  February  6,  1838. 

MiNirrKS.]  Petition*  presented.  By  Mr.  Scbox.bviiu>, 
from  Birminglham,  against  the  Negro  Apiwentieabip 
clause. — By  Lord  G.  Bkntivck,  from  Lyns«  agaiiut 
Vote  by  Ballot,  and  Negro  Apprenticeship. — ^By  Mvi^r 
Macnamara,  from  a  place  in  Mayo,  Irdand,  for  tt  i 
abolition  of  Tithes,  and  Vote  by  Bal1ot.--By  Mr.  PAmu/rr. 
ftom  Totness,  against  the  Highway*rates  Bill.— By  Mr. 
R.  Palaikr,  from  a  place  in  Berkshire,  and  by  Mr.  F. 
H.  BBRKmr,  ftom  600  inhabitants  of  Briatol,  agatost 
the  Rating  of  Tenements  Bill. 

Copartnership  — Clergymen 
Trading.]  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer rose,  in  pursuance  of  his  notice,  to 
move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  amend 
the  law  with  respect  to  clerical  members  of 
joint-stock  companies.  He  felt  it  nece.s- 
sary  to  make  this  motion  in  consequence  of 
a  recent  decision  by  the  Court  of  £zche. 
quer,  to  the  effect^  that  it  was  unlawful  for 
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a    clergyman  in  orden  to  be  a  member  of    sucli  companj.     If,  therefore,  the  case  wu 
any   joint-stock  company.       It    appeared    important  on  the  first  hypothesis,  it  became 
tliat   in  the  year   1817,  a  bill  was  Intro-    doubly  important  on  the  second.     It  was 
duced  into  the  other  House,  and  afterwards    not  only  on  behalf  of  joint-stock  banks  that 
passed  into  a  law,  prohibiting  all  spiritual    he  asked  leave  to  bring  in  this  bill,  but  on 
peramu  from  engaging  in  any  trade  for  gain    behalf  of  all  joiut-stock  partnerships  ;  such 
or  profit,    and  imposing  a  penalty  upon    as  insurance  companies,  dock  companies, 
iiny  transgressor  of  the  law.     Not  only  was    canal  companies,  railway  companies,  &c., 
thst  penalty  imposed,  but  it  wns  enacted, '  which  would  come  within  the  decision  of 
that  the  acts  of  any  compeny  into  which  ,  the  learned  judges  of  the  Court  of  Esdie- 
such  spiritual  persons  bad  been  introduced,    quer.  Were  such  a  bill  not  to  be  introduced 
'Were  null  and  void.     Tliis  was  the  present    parties  might  be  ruined  to  an  extent  scarcely 
state  of  the  law,  and  the  result  was,  that    calculable.     To  give  the  House  some  idea 
if  any  clergyman  became  a  proprietor  of    of  what  might  be  the  result  if  the  present 
stoc^  in  any  of  those  companies,  not  being    state  of  the  law  were  to  be  allowed  to  con- 
charter  companies,  but  joint-stock  partner-    tinue,  he  might  state  that  there  were  no 
ships,  tliat  the  companies  in  quemion  would     fewer  than  108  joint-stock  banks  in  opera- 
be  incapacitated  from  recovering  any  just    tion,   carrying  on   business    through  474< 
or  lawful  debt;  and  it  might  be  pleaded  in    branches,   having  a  capital   consisting  of 
bar,  to  any  attempt  made  to  recover  a  debt    S,77€.0OO  shares,  and  a  nominal  capit^  of 
from    persons   who   had  been  engaged    in     66,000,000/.     According  to  the  decision  of 
business  with  them,  that  there  was  a  cler-  |  the   Court   of  Exchequer,  there  was  not 
gyman  a  member  of  the  company,  and  that    perhaps  one  of  tho^  companies  which  would 
he  was  engaged  in  trading,  contrary  to  the    be  able  to  recover  a  single  debt.     Having 
intent  and  meaningof  the57th  GeorgeScd, .  thus  endeavoured  to  point  out  the  incon- 
and  consequently  they  were  not  competent    venience  arising  from  the  present  state  of 
to  recover  a  just  debt.     He  believed  that ,  things,  he  would  now  state  the  nature  of 
that  construction  which  had  been  put  upon    the  remedy  which  he  proposed  by  the  Bill 
the  act  was  quite  unexpected.      No  person  !  in  question.     The  House  would  see  that 
ever  supposed  that  the  prohibition  justly  |  the  remedy  must  be  retrospective,  because 
imposed  upon    clergymen  trading  for  the    if  they  were  to  proceed  prospectively  only, 
purpose  of  profit  was  to  be  a  prohibition  '  they  would  leave  all  the  confusion  incident 
agamst    their    investing    money  in     any  '  to  the  existing  state  of  the  law,  wldch  he 
species  of  stock — in  Joint-stock  companies  i  was  anxious  to  remove.     At  present,  if 
hke  any  other  stocL     Me  repeated,   that    any    man    should  become  a  shareholder. 


the  bill  he  asked  leave  to  introduce 
founded  on  proceedings  that  had  lately 
taken  place  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer.  In 
the  case  to  which  he  alluded,  the  Northern 
and  Central  Bank  having  taken  proceedings 
to  recover  payment  of  a  bill  of  exchange 
from  a  person  of  the  name  of  Franklin, 
Mr.  Franklin  pleaded  that  there  were  two 
clei^men  belonging  to  the  bank,  and  con- 
sequently that  the  bank  was  not  entitled  to 
recover;  and  the  Court  of  Exchequer  held 
(hat  that  plea  was  good.  He  therefore 
trusted  theHmise  woiud  see  it  was  absolute- 
ly necessary  that  the  law  should  be  altered. 
The  construction  put  upon  the  existing  act 
was,  in  point  of  fact,  a  surprise  on  the 
whole  world  ;  and,  in  his  opinion,  it  ren- 
dered the  bill  which  it  was  his  intention  to 
propose  indispensable.  The  consequence  of 
the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
would  be,  not  only  that  penalty  and  loss 
would  be  inflicled  on  a  clergyman  who 
might  be  a  member  of  a  joint-stock  com- 
pany, but  penalty  and  loss  would  be  inflicted 
on  every  individual  who  might  belong  to 


by  purchase  or  inheritance,  though  not 
a  clergyman  at  the  time,  and  should  after- 
wards enter  into  holy  orders,  the  whole 
proceedings  connected  with  the  estab- 
lishment would  be  vitiated.  They 
were,  therefore,  bound  to  leeiBlate  re- 
trospectively in  this  matter.  Was  it  to 
be  allowed  that  a  decision  in  the  Court 
of  Exchequer  should  vitiate  all  the  pro- 
ceedings    and     compacts    of    joint-stock 
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standing  the  fact  of  a  clergyman  bein^  a 
member  of  them.  But  £lt  the  same  time 
he  meant  to  introduce  a  clause  enabling 
courts  of  justice  to  award  costs  to  parties 
who  had  instituted  proceedings  on  the  faith 
of  the  existing  law.  These  were  the  main 
provisions  of  the  bill  for  which  he  was 
about  to  move.  Although  the  bill  was  to 
have  a  retrospective  operation,  he  did  not 
mean  that  it  should  be  perpetual.  All 
that  he  intended  to  propose  was,  that  it 
should  last  until  the  end  of  the  next  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament.  For  that  proposition 
there  was  a  precedent.  The  same  course 
had  been  adopted  with  reference  to  a  bill 
of  an  analogous  character  introduced  in 
1823.  A  bill  was  brought  into  the  House 
to  prevent  actions-  being  brought  against 
clergymen  for  non-residence ;  but  the 
operation  of  the  bill  was  limited  to  a 
certain  period.  For  the  same  reason  he 
proposed  that  the  bill  for  which  he  was 
about  to  move  should  not  be  perpetual, 
although  it  should  give  a  remedy  retro- 
spective in  its  operation,  only  saving  to 
the  parties  who  might  have  brought  ac- 
tions the  right  of  receiving  costs,  at  the 
discretion  of  the  court.  Having  endea- 
voured to  explain  the  objects  which  he 
had  in  view,  he  should  now  move  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  bill  to  legalise  certain  con- 
tracts which  had  been  or  might  be  entered 
into  by  certain  parties  or  shareholders  of 
joint-stock  companies. 

Mr.  Warbiirton  begged  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  was  his  in  ten. 
tion  to  introduce  any  clause  to  prevent 
clergymen  from  holding  office  as  managers 
or  directors  of  the  companies  in  ques- 
tion ? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  re- 
plied, that  there  was  no  prohibitory  clause 
in  the  bill  at  all.  Its  object  was  merely 
to  give  validity  to  certain  contracts  which 
had  been  made  in  ignorance  of  the  law. 
If  the  House  should  deem  it  expedient  to 
introduce  such  a  provision  as  that  adverted 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport,  he 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  should 
be  ready  to  discuss  the  question ;  but  the 
present  was  not  the  proper  time.  The 
subject  would  be  more  properly  introduced 
when  the  Church  Bill,  now  on  the  table 
of  the  House,  came  under  consideration. 
In  that  bill  there  were  certain  clauses  to 
prevent  clergymen  from  entering  into 
trade;  and,  if  it  were  considered  expe- 
dient, a  clause  might  be  introduced  to 
prevent  them  from  becoming  directors  and 
managers  of  joint-stock  companies.      His 


hon.  Friend  must  be  aware  tbst  at  t>^ 
present  moment  clergymen  were  not  ptn- 
hibited  from  being  members  of  ehartenfil 
companies.  If  his  hon*  Friend  woui4^ 
advert  to  the  Univeraty  Life  insonmcs 
Company  he  would  find  that  the  Ard»- 
bishop  of  Canterbury  was  at  ito  head,  ibatt 
the  vice-presidents  were  all  bishcyp^  and 
that  many  of  the  directors  were  clergymen 
of  the  established  church.  Whafcev^  the 
policy  of  the  proposition  adverted  to  by  hki 
hon.  Friend  might  be,  he  could  only  repeiit 
that  the  present  was  not  the  proper  time 
for  considering  it. 

Mr.  Thomas  Aittvood  hoped  the  right 
hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
reflect  a  little  before  he  gave  effect  to  such 
an  ex  post  facto  bill  as  that  which  he  pro. 
posed.  Forty  years  ago  all  joint-stock  eom-^ 
panies  were  deemed  a  nuisance  by  law, 
and  the  shares  were  not  transferable.  He 
trusted  tliat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  persevere  in  his  present  proposi- 
tion. 

Leave  given. 

Bill  brought  in  and  read  a  first  time. 

Parocuial  Schools  (Scotland.)] 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  moved 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the  establish- 
ment of  additional  parochial  Schools  lo 
certain  parishes  in  the  highlands  of  Scot- 
land. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
that  he  had  been  induced  to  introduce  this 
measure  in  consequence  of  a  deputation 
having  waited  upon  him  on  the  subject. 
From  the  representations  of  that  deputation 
he  was  convinced  that  further  schools  were 
required,  but  for  the  purpose  of  increasing 
them  it  was  found  necessary  that  the  law 
should  be  altered,  because  as  it  at  present 
stood  schools  could  not  be  established  in 
the  different  parishes  in  the  Highlands  of 
Scotland  upon  the  same  system  as  they 
at  present  existed.  He,  therefore,  asked 
for  leave  to  bring  in  the  present  bill  to 
enable  him  to  carry  the  engagements  he 
had  entered  into  with  the  deputation  into 
effect.  It  was  only  right  that  he  should 
say  that  he  had  been  in  communication 
with  the  committee  of  the  General  As- 
sembly. They  had  made  a  proposition  to 
him  that  those  schools  should  not  be  in 
the  nature  of  ordinary  parochial  schools, 
but  that  they  should  be  under  ihtiir 
direction.  He  intended  to  establish  no 
new  principle  whatever;  he  meant  that 
they  should  be  established  on  the  saint* 
principle  as  tlie  ordinary  parochial  schooI>. 
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and  on  those  grounds    he  founded    his 
motion. 

Mr.   Hume   did    not  deny,  that  there 
existed  a  necessity  for  such  a  measure  as 
the    present^    but    he  ^  thought  that  the 
House  ought  to  be  made  acquainted  with 
the  engagement     which   the   right    hon. 
Gentleman  had  entered  into  in   reference 
to   this   measure.     He    knew   that  many 
complaints  were  made  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  money  voted  by  Parliament  was 
applied — namely,  to  the  salaries  of  masters, 
instead  of  building  school-houses.     But 
the  greatest  objection  of  all  was  that  the 
means  of  diffusing  education  were  afforded 
to  one  class  of  persons  only   in   Scotland. 
He  was  for  diffusing  education  as  widely 
as  possible,   but  he  did  not  see  why  the 
schools  should  be  under  the  control  of  any 
particular  sect  or  class.     He  very  much 
questioned  the  propriety  of  granting  more 
money  until  the  whole  case  was  before  the 
House;  and  he  must  say,  that  he  had  been 
much  disappointed  because  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  brought  forward  some  plan 
of  general  education,  not  only  with  regard 
to  Scotland,  but  to  the  whole   kingdom. 
From  returns  which  he  held  in  his  hand  he 
found  that  in  some  of  the  parishes  of  the 
Highlands  the  most  lamentable  ignorance 
prevailed.     In  one  of  them,  for  instance, 
out  of  a  population  of  1,095  souls,  only 
1 72  children  between  the  ages  of  five  and 
fifteen  were  able  to  read,  and  ninety  six 
only  could  write.     He  would  not  oppose 
any  measure  calculated   to   promote  and 
extend  education,  but  he  hoped  that  some 
system  would  be  adopted  which  should  be 
unfettered  by  any  exclusive  principle,  and 
that  before    the   House  agreed  to    any 
further  grant  of  money,  it  would  be  put 
in  possession  of  the  whole  of  the  facts  of 
the  case,  both  as  to  the  plans  to  be  adopted, 
and  the  persons  in  whose  hands  the  money 
was  to  be  placed. 

Mr.  Colquhoun  was  favourable  to  the 
measure,  and  trusted  that  a  similar  enact- 
ment would  be  .extended  to  other  parts  of 
Scotland.  The  money  was  not  so  much 
wanted  for  the  building  of  schoolhouses,  or 
the  building  of  masters'  houses,  as  for  the 
salary  of  the  masters. 

Mr.  Wyse  supported  the  Bill ;  for,  not- 
withstanding all  the  energies  of  the 
Church,  and  the  munificence  of  the  people, 
it  was  quite  clear  that  the  aid  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  required  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  sufficient  number  of  school- 
houses,  to  supply  the  wants  of  the  country. 


Mr.  W,  Campbell  was  grateful  for  the 
introduction  of  the  present  measure,  and 
hoped  that  it  might  be  extended. 

Mr.  R.  Sieuart  was  glad  that  the  Bill 
was  to  be  introduced,  for  he  was  sure  it 
would  lead  to  a  general  inquiry  into  and 
extension  of  the  system  of  education  in 
Scotland. 

Mr.  Wallace  could  not  altogether  ap- 
prove of  the  outlines  of  the  Bill  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  introduce. 
It  would  have  been  more  agreeable  to  him 
if  it  had    been    not   only  a  measure    to 
extend  education  in  Scotland,  but  also  to 
alter  and  improve  the  system  of  education 
in  that  country.     He  spoke  of  the  system 
of   parochial  education,   which    required 
great  improvement.     The  chief  evil  of  the 
existing  system  was  the  appointment  of 
schoolmasters  for  life.     The  former  system 
was  to  choose  schoolmasters  for  a  limited 
time,  and  he  would  endeavour  to  restore 
that  system.      There  was  a    time   when 
Scotland  was  justly  noted  for  the  excel- 
lence of  its  parochial  system  of  education, 
but  it  now  deserved  a  very  different  cha- 
racter.    Schools  that  were  not  under  the 
parochial  system  were  a  great  deal  better 
managed  than  parochial  schools  at  present. 
They  had  better  teachers,  and  the  scholars 
were  much  sooner  brought  to  that  degree 
of  knowledge  derivablq  from  elementary 
education  than  could  be  required  at  the 
parochial    schools ;    and    he  believed    it 
would  be  found    that    the  systena  upon 
which  the  masters  were  chosen,  and  under 
which  the  parochial  schools  were  managed 
and  endowed,  was  the  root  of  the  evil  of 
which   he  was  speaking.     His  wish  was, 
that  a  Bill  should  be  introduced  for  the 
extension  of  education  throughout  Scot- 
land ;  and  he  should  be  still  more  happy 
if  it  were  a  Bill  for  the  general  improve- 
ment of  the  minds  of  the  people  through- 
out the  kingdom. 

Mr.  Gillon  did  not  think,  that  the 
present  system  of  the  parochial  schools  in 
Scotland  had  been  characterised  in  too 
strong  terms  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Greenock.  It  was  of  a  most  faulty  nature ; 
and  in  many  places  not  only  faulty  but 
disgraceful.  Many  of  the  schoolmasters 
were  incompetent  to  perform  the  duties  of 
the  responsible  situations  which  they  filled. 
It  was  not  so  much  the  want  of  money  or 
of  an  improved  system  that  was  required, 
as  of  a  better  method  of  electing  the 
masters.  At  present,  men  who  were  in 
every  way   qualiiied  by  their  character. 
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education,  and  religions  principles,  were 
rejected  unless  they  belonged  to  the  privi- 
leged sect  of  the  Church  of  Scotland. 
He  protested  against  an  extension  of  the 
noxious  principle  of  sectarianism  which 
he  apprehended  would  result  from  the 
present  measure. 

Captain  Gordon  was  sure  that  the 
people  of  Scotland  would  feel  grateful  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  propo- 
sition which  he  had  now  made,  and  par- 
ticularly for  the  assurance  that  the  public 
grants  would  be  continued.  With  regard 
to  the  proposition  made  to  alter  the  system 
of  appointing  schoolmasters  for  life,  he 
trusted  that  the  Government  would  con- 
sider well  before  they  introduced  any 
alterations  in  the  system  which  now  pre* 
vailed,  which  he  believed  gave  great  grati- 
fication to  the  people  of  Scotland. 

Mr.  Borthwick  could  not  hear  the 
national  Church  of  Scotland  called  a  sec- 
tarian establishment  without  protesting 
against  it.  The  Church  of  Scotland,  like 
the  Church  of  England,  embraced  the 
majority  of  the  people  within  its  pale,  and 
he  was  sure  that  no  Dissenter  in  Scotland 
would  oppose  the  education  of  his  children 
being  conducted  in  the  parochial  schools, 
whatever  they  might  do  in  England  or 
in  Ireland. 

The  Chancelhr  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
reply,  thanked  those  Gentlemen  who  on 
all  sides  had  been  kind  enough  to  en- 
courage him  in  proceeding  with  this  Bill. 
He  believed  that  when  the  Bill  should  be 
before  them  it  would  be  found  that  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Greenock  were  wholly  inapplicable  to  it. 
He  regretted  to  hear  Gentlemen  from 
Scotland  speak  of  the  system  of  parochial 
education  in  that  country,  which  had  al- 
ways been  regarded  as  the  great  boast  of 
Scotland,  to  be  a  sectarian  system.  He 
considered  it  to  be  national  in  its  widest 
sense.  He  admitted,  however,  that  im- 
provement was  practicable,  and  he  agreed 
in  opinion  with  those  who  thought  that 
the  first  step  ought  to  be  the  institution  of 
normal  schools  for  adequately  qualifying 
the  schoolmasters. 

Leave  given,  Bill  brought  in  and  read 
a  first  time. 

Desertion  is  Canada.]  Captain 
Boldero  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House,  and  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary at  War,  to  a  subject  which  had  made 
H  considerable  impression  on  the  public 


mind— -he  meant  the  desertion  of  numbers 
of  her  Majesty's  troops  who  were  stationed 
in  the  Canadas.    The  ioducemeats  ihr 
ofifered  themselves  to  the  soldiers  to  descn, 
such   as  the  cheapness  of  land   and  the 
price  of  labour,  were  certainly  very  great 
He  thought  that  another  system  of  disci- 
pline ought  to  be  followed  up.     Disciplir.-: 
was  at  present    too    much    kept   op  bj 
coercion.     But  if  a  little  more  ktndnc-s 
were  shown,  he  was  convinced  that  de- 
sertion  would  be  lessened.     At   present, 
what  inducement  had  the  soldier  to  be- 
have well  ?     He  received  6d,  a-day,  aoti 
bis  period  of  service  was  twenty-five  or 
thirty  years.  The  temptation  to  desert  in  ihe 
Canadas  was,  therefore,  very  great ;  but  ve 
might  check  it  by  a  more  extended  systeoi 
of  rewards  during  the  period  ofserrice,  and 
at  the  expiration   of  it,    by  giving   the 
soldier  a   greater  bounty   than    be    now 
obtained.     As  one  mode  of  effecting  tbe 
alteration  which   he  proposed,  a  chauge 
in   the  present  system  of   reliefs  in  our 
colonies  would  be   desirable.     Desertion 
took  place  in  all  our  colonies,  and  the 
question  was  how  to  check   it.     Accord- 
ing to  the   present  system  of  reliefs,   a 
regiment  was  ten  years  abroad  before  it 
came  home ;  that  was  the  average.    At 
the  expiration  of  two  or  three  yeare  after 
its  return  from  abroad,  having  in  the  mean 
time  recruited  its  ranks  with  young  meo, 
those  men  were  sent  out  direct  to  North 
America,  where  there  was  not  a  sufficieot 
inducement  to  young  men,  often  of  bad 
character,  to  remain  in  the  service,  aod 
accordingly  they  deserted.     Now,  instead 
of  this  plan  he  would  recommend    tbe 
system  of  sending  this  young  regiment 
to  the   Mediterranean    for  three    years, 
then  say  to  Corfu  for  three  years,  and 
again  to  Gibraltar  for  three  years  more. 
The  time  of  their  transit  to  North  America 
might  occupy  another  year,  so  that  by  the 
time  they  arrived  there  the  public  would 
have  got  ten  years  service  out  of  these 
young  men.    Desertion  then  would  not 
be  so  great  an  injury  as  if  it  had  taken 
place  before.    At  present,  however,   as 
we  were  sending  out  more  troops,  some 
immediate  inducement  would  be  required 
in  order  to  check  desertion  among  them, 
and  this  might  be  done  at  a  very  trifling 
expense.    An  active  war  was  going  oo, 
which,   however,    he  hoped   was   nearly 
concluded,   and   he   would  suggest   that 
upon  sending  out  more  men,  the  Govern- 
meut  should  offer  them  as  aa  ioducemenC 
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to  remaia  in  the  service  at  the  expiration 
of  the  war,  either  a  grant  of  land  to  those 
who  were  disposed  to  take  it,  or  a  pre- 
mium, which  should  be  a  little  more  than 
the  expense  of  bringing  them  home  again. 
The  expense  of  conveying  the  troops  home 
would  be  about  51.  per  man,  and  the  ex- 
pense of  keeping  them  before  they  could 
be  disbanded  would  be  about  5L  more. 
He  would  recommend,  therefore,  that  a 
premium  of  fifty  dollars  should  be  offered 
to   each  man.  or  ten  acres  of  ground  at 
his  option.     We  knew  very  well  that  the 
land  in  Canada  was  better  than  in  the 
United  States ;    we  knew  that  the  price 
of  it  was  lower  from  7s.  to  10s.  per  acre, 
and  that  taxes  were  lighter.     Besides  in- 
terposing a  check   to   desertion  at    this 
juncture,  we   should  gain  another  point 
by    settling  our    soldiers    there.      They 
would  form  a  little  balance  to  the  French 
Canadians,  and  it  would  be  admitted  that 
200  soldiers  settling  there  every  year  were 
likely  to  check  materially  the  influence  of 
the  French  party  in  the  colony.     These 
were  objects  which  might  be  accomplished 
at   a  small  expense.      It  should  be  re- 
collected that  we  must  keep  5,000  men 
at  least  in  that  colony,  and  he  thought 
that  some  measure  of  this  kind  should  be 
offered   to  those  men  as  a  premium,  in 
order  to  check  desertion.     He  had  often 
been  astonished  that  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head   of  the  War   Department  had  not 
given  his  attention  to   this  subject.     At 
this  moment  there  were  many  regiments 
recruiting,  and  as  the  vacancies  in   the 
ranks  were  principally  filled  up  from  the 
sister  kingdom,  many  young  men  might 
enlist  who  were  anxious  to  emigrate  and 
join  their  fathers  and  brothers  who  had 
settled  in  Canada,  and  it  was  certain,  that 
Tery  many  young  men  had  enlisted,  he  did 
not  say  for  the  express  purpose  of  deser- 
tion, but  under  circumstances  that  were 
open    to  suspicion.      Some    such    plan, 
then,  as  he  had  suggested  was  in  his 
opinion  necessary  to  retain  them  in  the 
service.     A  change  in  the  system  of  relief 
could  not  be  brought  to  operate  in  this 
case  of  emergency.     He  therefore  hoped 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  at  War, 
would  take  this   subject   into   his   con- 
sideration, and  devise  some  check,  if  pos- 
sible, for  the  desertion  which  prevailed. 
He  would  conclude    by  moving    for    a 
return  of  the   number  of  deserters  from 
her  Majesty's  troops  stationed  in  the  Can- 
Hdas,  between  the  years  1830  and  1837. 


Viscount  Howick  was    afraid   that    it 
would  not  be  easy  for  the  Government  to 
comply  with  the  motion  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer.     He  did   not,  however, 
see,  even  if  the  returns  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  called  for  could  be 
laid  before  the  House,  in  what  manner 
the  production  of  them  could  promote  the 
object  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer 
had  in  view,  or  assist  the  House  in  deter- 
mining what  kind  of  a  preventive  system 
should  be  adopted.     He  thought  that  a 
knowledge  of  the  precise  extent  to  which 
desertion  had  gone  in  former  years  could 
afford  no  certain  data  on  which  to  ground! 
measures  for  its  repression,  and  he  appre- 
hended that  very  considerable  inconveni- 
ence must  result  to  the  public  service,  if 
it  became  publicly  known  how  many  per> 
sons   had   deserted    from  her    Majesty's 
troops  in  a  given  period.     He,  therefore, 
hoped  that  the  House  would  concur  with 
the  Government   in   refusing  to   comply 
with  the  call  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer  had  made  for  the  production  of 
these   returns.      At  the   same  time,  he 
could  assure  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber that  the  subject  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  called  his  attention  had  not 
escaped  the  notice  either  of  himself  or  of 
those  who  had  preceded  him  in  the  War- 
office.     A  very  long  correspondence  had 
taken  place  between  the  War-o6Sce  and 
the  military  authorities  in  Canada,  as  to 
the  discovery  of  means  for  checking  the 
crime  of  desertion,  which  had  prevailed 
there    to   a    considerable    extent.       He 
was  happy,  however,  to  inform  the  hon. 
Member  —  and,   considering   the   source 
from  which  he  derived  his  intelligence, 
he  could  speak  with  some  confidence  on 
the  subject — that  since  the  commence- 
ment of  the  late  unhappy  disturbances, 
and  from  the  time  when  the  troops  knew 
that  their   services  were  really   wanted, 
there  had  not  taken  place  actually  one 
desertion.     But^  as  he  had  said  before, 
various  measures  had  been  proposed,  and 
various  plans  wer6  at  this    moment  in 
operation,  with  a  view  to  check  the  crime 
of  desertion.      It  was  now  upwards   of 
eighteen  months,  in  fact  nearly  two  years, 
since    he    had  had    the    satisfaction,   in 
bringing  forward  the  army  estimates    of 
stating  in  that  House  that  it  had  been 
determined  by  the  Government  to  effect 
reliefs  in  our  colonies  in  the  manner  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  and  gallant   Officer 
opposite.     He  could  assure  the  hon.  and 
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gallant  Member,  and  the  House,  that  the 
subject  would  not  be  neglected  by  the 
Government  or  the  authorities  at  the 
Horse-Guards. 

Captain  Wood  said,  that  the  refusal  of 
the  noble  Lord  gave  him  some  surprise. 
If  the  returns  gave  any  inconvenience  to 
her  Majesty's  Government,  or  could  have 
in  the  slightest  degree  the  effect  of  mili- 
tating against  her  Majesty's  service,  he 
would  be  the  last  man  in  the  House  to 
wish  them ;  but  he  confessed  he  could  not 
himself  clearly  see  how  it  was  possible 
they  should  have  that  effect.  He  (Cap- 
tain Wood)  was  anxious,  not  alone  that 
they  should  have  been  granted,  but  also 
that  the  date  of  the  enlistment  of  each 
deserter  should  be  added  to  them  ;  be- 
cause he  considered  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  direct  the  Government 
how  to  provide  proper  soldiers  for  the 
respective  services  in  which  they  should 
be  required  to  act.  In  his  opinion  the 
main  cause  of  desertion  might  be  attri- 
buted to  the  inadequacy  of  the  pension 
given  to  the  soldier  on  the  expiration  of 
his  servitude.  Sixpence  a  day,  which  the 
last  warrant  granted,  was  quite  insufficient 
as  a  remuneration  for  past  services  ;  and 
the  soldier  who  had  wasted  his  life  and 
strength  in  dangers  and  distant  climates 
often  found  himself  obliged  to  have  re- 
course to  the  workhouse  when  he  was 
discharged  and  returned  to  his  own  coun- 
try. Without  pledging  himself  to  any  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's  particular 
views  who  had  moved  for  their  return,  he 
(Captain  Wood)  thought  that  they  should 
be  either  granted  or  a  sufficient  reason 
assigned  for  their  refusal. 

Mr.  Leader  hoped  the  gallant  Officer 
would  persevere  with  his  motion.  It 
seemed  to  him  most>  strange  that  the  noble 
Lord  should  refuse  this  return.  That 
refusal  might  have  the  effect  of  inducing 
the  public  to  suspect  that  desertion  from 
the  army  in  Canada  was  more  prevalent 
than  it  actually  was.  The  noble  Lord 
perhaps  imagined  that  a  statement  of  the 
number  of  desertions  might  act  as  a  sort 
of  bad  example  to  the  troops  now  going 
out  to  Canada.  But  surely  it  would  be 
much  better  to  let  the  fact  be  known, 
than  to  leave  the  country  to  form  an 
exaggerated  estimate  of  the  number  of 
desertions.  He  was  rather  surprised  that 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  make  some  remark 
upon  one  observation  which  fell  from  the 
gallant  Officer  opposite,  who  had  said  that 


I'Jr, 


many  young  soldiers  from  Ireland 
volunteering  for    the    Canadian 
and  that  the  circumstance  afforded  gnnis: 
of  suspicion  that  numbers  of  those  your  j 
men  were  enlisting  for  the  very  purpc^ 
of  deserting  when  they  arrived  in  Canad  •_. 
in  order  to  join  their  friends  who  niigbt  L- 
settled  there.     Now  he  remembered,    * 
short  time  ago,  when  he  happened  to  «; 
in  that  House  that  there  were  very  gr-rii 
inducements  to    the  English    soldiers  t. 
desert  from  the  troops  in  America  (and  fs 
that  view  of  the  subject  he  had  now  be^& 
sustained  by  the  gallant  Officer),  a  nob^n 
Lord  not  then   in  his  place   immediately 
taunted  him  with  having  held  oat  to  tht 
troops    an    inducement    to     desert.     I: 
seemed,  therefore,  that  one    man  mi^ht 
say  a   thing  safely  which   another  musi 
not  even  hint  at.    Nay,  he  had  even  been 
charged  with  treasonable  motives  because 
he  held  the  very  language  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer  had  himself  to-D%ht 
made  use  of  without  any  reproof  what- 
ever.    He  was  delighted  that  tbega/Zaut 
Officer  had  made  that  statement    It  cor- 
roborated what  he  had  before  asserted, 
that  the  soldiers  were  ill-treated  and  ill- 
rewarded,  and  that  when  they  went  to 
America  every  inducement  was  held  oot 
to  them  to  desert.     After  what  had  fallen 
from  the  gallant  Officer,  he    hoped  he 
should  not  hear  any  thing  more  about  his 
own  treasonable  intentions  for  having  said 
precisely  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  Hume  regretted  that  it  was  not  tbe 
intention  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer 
to  press  his  motion.  Great  expense  wtLs 
now  experienced  by  the  country  in  con- 
sequence of  the  extent  to  which  the  army 
required  to  be  recruited  owing  to  tbe  de- 
sertions that  took  place  in  Canada.  A 
better  system  of  paying  and  rewardiner  th< 
soldiers  might  prevent  this.  He  «f«u]^^ 
submit  to  the  noble  Lord  that,  ior  iv 
good  of  the  service,  he  ought  to  furnf 
the  return  applied  for.  Not  only  ougJt 
such  a  return  to  be  made  with  respect  to 
Canada,  but  with  respect  to  the  troops  in 
all  the  British  colonies.    It  was  extremely 

• 

desirable  to  know  in  what  country  and 
from  what  regiments,  too,  desertions  were 
most  frequent ;  because  it  might  be  dis- 
covered to  what  circumstances  those  de- 
sertions were  attributable,  and  thus  a  re- 
medy might  be  more  readily  devised. 

Mr.  Shaw  was  of  opinion  that  t)io 
reasons  stated  by  the  noble  Lord  were 
sufficient   to    show   the    inexpediency  of 
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malcing  such  a  return  as  was  moved  for  at 
tlie  present  moment.  He,  therefore,  hoped 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would  not 
press  his  motion. 

Mr.  JBorthwick  expressed  a  similar  hope, 
and  observed  that  there  was  no  similarity 
in  the  statement  made  a  few  evenings  ago 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster  and 
that  made  to-night  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  near  him  (Captain  Boldero). 
The    statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
AVest minster  had  followed  the  invocation 
by    the  hon.  Member   for  Leeds  of  the 
curse  of  heaven  on  the  heads  of  the  Mi- 
nistry.    He  was  aware  that  he  was  out  of 
order  in  alluding  to  a  past  debate,  but  he 
was  glad  to  find  the  motives  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  were  different 
from  that  which  he  had  at  the  time  sup- 
posed them  to  be. 

The  Speaker  begged  to  call  the  hon. 
Members  attention  to  the  fact,  that  it 
was  not  usual  to  go  back  to  particular 
expressions  and  words  used  by  any  hon. 
Member  in  a  past  debate,  though  it  was 
open  to  the  hon.  Member  to  make  a 
general  allusion  to  that  which  had  passed 
on  a  former  occasion. 

Mr.  Borthwick  had  no  wish  to  be  out 
of  order — he  merely  desired  to  justify  his 
own  condemnatory  observations  upon  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
minster on  the  occasion  to  which  he  had 
referred. 

Viscount  Howick  had  not  gone  into  a 
statement  of  the  reasons  which  induced 
him  to  oppose  the  present  motion  because 
he  understood  from  the  opening  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  that  he 
did  not  mean  to  press  it  to  a  division,  and 
he  should  therefore  have  been  uselessly 
taking  up  the  time  of  the  House.  But  his 
reason  was,  that  he  could  not  help  fearing 
that  if  the  number  of  deserters  in  Canada 
were  printed  and  circulated  by  the  au- 
thority of  the  House,  it  might  possibly 
have  the  effect  of  suggesting  the  crime  to 
the  soldiers  in  that  colony.  No  benefit  had 
been  pointed  out  which  would  result  from 
printing  the  return  ;  it  was  not  such  a 
return  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
desired,  for  it  would  simply  state  the  num- 
ber of  desertions,  and  liave  no  reference 
to  the  date  of  the  first  enlistment,  and  it 
would  give  the  House  no  materials  for  the 
preparation  of  any  measures  which  ought 
to  be  adopted  to  remedy  the  evil.  Seeing 
no  good,  therefore,  in  the  production, 
and  fearing  that  some  inconvenience  might, 


by  possibility,  arise  from  printing  a  return 
of  so  unusual  a  kind,  he  had  thought  it  his 
duty,  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the 
military  authorities,  to  oppose  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member.  The  subject 
of  the  retiring  pensions  of  the  soldiers  was 
a  subject  of  too  large  and  important  a 
nature  to  be  incidentally  discussed ;  but 
he  had  heard  with  great  regret  the  state- 
ment made  by  a  military   man,   that  the 
retiring  pensions  were  only  sixpence  a-day. 
It  was  not  true  that  by  the  existing  war- 
rant   sixpence  a- day  only  was  allowed, 
whatever  might  be  the  amount  of  services. 
Sixpence  a.day    was  the    smallest    sum 
which,  under  any  circumstances,  the  com- 
mon soldier  could  obtain,   but  a  larger 
amount  was  allowed  by  the  existing  war- 
rant for   long  and  painful   services;  the 
sum  was  not  fixed,   but  it  varied  accord- 
ing to  the  value  of  the  services  and  the 
period   during  which   they   were    given. 
When  hon.  Members  looked  carefully  at 
the  changes  which  had  been   introduced 
into  the  warrant  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
now  president  of  the  India  Board,  and  the 
alterations  which  had  been  since  adopted 
on  his  own  recommendation,  he   thought 
that  they  would  be  found  to  have  worked 
well  for  the  publice  service,  to  have  done 
good  to  the  soldier,  and  to  have  prevented 
improper  charges  on  the  public  funds.     It 
had  not  increased  desertion,  for  he  found 
that  the  actual  desertion  in  Canada  was 
greater  in  the  year  before  the  adoption  of 
the  amended   warrant  than  it  bad  been 
since  ;  and  looking  at  the  whole  subject  of 
desertions  in  the  various  periods  of  service, 
it  was  undoubtedly  true  that  the  soldiers 
deserted  most  after  short  periods  of  service, 
when  they  had   made  small   progress  to- 
wards their  claim  for  a  pension ;  and  cer- 
tainly also  the  arithmetical   result  of  the 
whole  number  of  desertions  showed  that 
fewer  had  taken  place  among  the  soldiers 
who  had  enlisted  after  the  adoption  of 
the  amended   warrant  than  of  those  who 
entered  the  service  at  an  earlier  date.     He 
begged  pardon  of  the  House  for  having 
trespassed  on  their  indulgence,  but  after 
what  had  been  said  by  several  hon.  Mem- 
bers he  had  thought  it  necessary  to  give 
that  explanation. 

Captain  Boldero  bad  not  moved  for  the 
return  with  the  view  of  raking  up  past 
errors,  but  he  had  hoped  that  it  would 
have  been  granted  in  order  to  check  a 
crime  which  he  regretted  was  so  great  in 
extent;  still,    however,    as  it  had  been 
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his  iDtention  to  propose,  in  the  interim, 
that  the  subject  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee. 

Sir  £.  Knatchbull  thought,  the  better 
way  would  be,  to  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time  at  the  present  moment,  and  after- 
wards to  send  it  for  consideration  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

Lord  J.  Russell  said,  that,  as  there  was 
great  opposition  to  this  Bill,  and  as  some 
persons  opposed  the  principle,  and  others 
the  details,  of  the  measure,  he  thought 
the  course  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
behind  him  (Sir  H.  Verney)  was  the  most 
convenient  that  could  be  adopted.  A  Se- 
lect Committee  would  have  an  opportunity 
of  examining  evidence,  and  the  report  of 
that  Committee  might  enable  the  House 
to  form  a  correct  opinion  on  the  subject. 
He  had  no  wish  that  the  measure  should 
pass  the  second  reading  without  full  dis* 
cussion. 

Lord  G.  Somerset  said,  that,  if  he  un- 
derstood the  noble  Lord  to  mean  that  the 
Committee  would  have  the  power  of  taking 
evidence,  and  of  reporting  their  own  opin- 
ions to  the  House,  he  should  be  glad  if 
the  course  proposed  were  adopted. 

Sir  E,  Knatchbully  if  the  Committee 
was  to  have  the  power  alluded  to  by  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  G.  Somerset),  would 
not  object  to  the  course  which  had  been 
proposed. 

Mr.  Pryme  said,  the  result  of  this  Bill 
would  be  to  impose  a  heavy  burthen,  and 
he  should  feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to  give  it 
the  most  strenuous  opposition.  In  his 
opinion  it  was  a  most  mischievous  mea- 
sure, and  could  be  productive  of  not  the 
slightest  amount  of  good.  His  hon.  Friend 
had,  no  doubt,  introduced  this  Bill  with 
the  best  intentions,  as  there  was  un- 
doubtedly a  grievance  in  regard  to  this 
subject  for  which  a  remedy  was  necessary. 
He  had  felt  this  to  be  the  case,  and  had 
also  introduced  a  measure  with  a  view  to 
remove  the  grievance,  but  his  Bill  and 
that  of  his  hon.  Friend  were  very  different. 
He  would,  therefore,  propose  that  both 
Bills  should  be  referred  to  the  proposed 
Committee,  in  order  that  they  might  take 
evidence  and  report  in  regard  to  each  of 
the  measures. 

Captain  Pcc^c// objected  to  wasting  the 
time  of  the  House  by  a  discussion  on  the 
propriety  of  postponing  '*  id  read- 

ing of  this  Bill.     In  } 
have  been   better  to 
second  reading  at  or 


sible  that  such  a  measure  could  ever  pass 
the  House. 

Mr.  M.  Philips  wished  to  state,  that  in 
the  borough  he  had  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent, there  were  33,000  rate-payers,  to 
18,000  of  whom  this  Bill  would  have  re- 
ference.  It  was,  therefore,  highly  import- 
ant that  a  measure  affecting  so  large  a 
portion  of  the  people,  should  be  fully  con- 
sidered. If  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Buckingham,  and  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge, 
were  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  he 
thought  that  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cockermouth,  for  the  recovery  of  tene- 
ments, ought  also  to  be  referred  to  the 
same  Committee,  as  the  subject  of  all  the 
three  Bills  was  intimately  connected. 

Mr.  Briscoe  thought,  a  Bill  of  greater 
importance  than  that  proposed  to  be  in- 
troduced by  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Buckingham,  was  seldom  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  Parliament. 
The  Bill  affected  the  working  millions,  on 
whom  the  prosperity  of  the  country  chiefly 
depended,  and,  in  his  opinion,  the  time  of 
the  House  could  not  be  better  employed 
t|ian  in  discussing  a  subject  so  important, 
a  lid  affecting  so  large  a  portion  of  their 
countrymen.  He  could  not,  however,  ap- 
prove of  the  measure  proposed,  nor  could 
he  see  how  any  Select  Committee  could 
render  it  acceptable  to  the  House.  There 
was  not  a  single  clause  in  the  Bill  to 
which  he  could  give  his  support,  and  the 
very  6rst  clause  contained  a  provision  so 
unjust  and  injurious,  that  he  was  sure  the 
House  never  could  agree  to  it.  If  the 
Bill  were  sent  to  a  Committee,  it  would 
come  out  from  that  Committee  without  a 
single  clause  remaining  as  it  stood  at  pre- 
sent :  but  if  the  sense  of  the  House  were 
in  favour  of  the  course  which  had  been 
proposed,  he  should  not  offer  any  further 
opposition  to  the  measure. 

Viscount  Sandon  rose  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  H:)me  Depart- 
ment, in  what  way  he  proposed  to  consti- 
tute the  Committee— whether  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  noble  Lord  to  name  the 
Committee  himself,  or  to  leave  the  nomi- 
nation to  the  hon.  Mover  of  the  motion 
before  the  House  ?  He  hoped  the  do- 
vernment  would  take  the  matter  into  their 
own  hands,  as  it  was  a  measure  affectin^r 
in  a  most  important  manner  the  internal 
•government  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Wa^/e^  aUo  hoped  the  Government 

3uld  feel  it  to  be  their  duty  to  take  the 
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considered  many  of  its  detank  M^^tiber 
and,  after  mature  deliberation,  he  lu.^ 
come  to  the  conclusion,  that  both  the 
principle  and  details  were  «o  bad  that  he 
could  support  neither.  There  was  no  con- 
nexion between  this  Bill  and  the  one  he 
had  introduced  for  the  recovery  of  tene- 
ments, and  he  did  not  think,  that  they 
ought  to  go  before  the  same  Committee. 
He  hoped,  however,  that  the  House 
would  insist  on  the  two  Bills  for  rating 
of  tenements,  and  on  his  own  Bill, 
being  taken  up  by  her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters. He  had  often  wished  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  the  measure  he  had  brought 
forward  into  their  own  hands,  but  had 
never  been  able  to  induce  them  to  do  so. 
The  Government  had  as  yet  brought  for- 
ward no  measure  in  relation  to  the  law  of 
landlord  and  tenant,  notwithstanding  what 
had  been  said  on  the  subjectin  the  report  of 
the  Civil  Law  Commissioners  ;  and  if  they 
would  lake  the  three  bills  to  which  he  had 
alluded,  into  their  own  hands,  they  might 
then  bring  forward  some  general  measure 
embracing  the  object  of  the  three  bills 
now  before  the  House.  The  whole  sub- 
ject would  then  be  in  the  hands  of  those 
who  ought  to  take  the  matter  up,  and  he 
trusted  the  House  would  join  with  him  in 
requesting  Government  to  take  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  whole  three  bills  into 
their  own  power,  and  not  leave  the 
matter  to  the  efforts  of  private  Members 
of  that  House. 

Mr.  Ayshford  Stzn/ord said,  that  he  had  |  agricultural  labouring  population,  without 
intended  to  Support  the  second  reading  ofj  any  adequate  return  in  the  way  of  rent, 
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occupiers  of  small  ten»Ki>poiti>> 
districts  would  be  greatly **^^^ 
the  other  hand,  however,  tl)t3^«nd*. 
in  its  present  shape,  would  -'KJI^By 
hardship  in  several  of  the  lar;>fc.  Btf« 
upon  the  owners  and  occupiers  JjjTJJJXtae. 
tenements.  The  subject  was  one  de^^by  Mr.  t. 
of  inquiry,  and  he  would,  therefore,  uiil"?^'^* 
take  to  name  a  Select  Committee  whiofthe 
should  be  attended  by  some  Meuibe^' 
connected  with  the  Government.  Further  ^ 
than  that  he  would  not  at  present  under-  '^ 
take. 

Sir  R,  Peel  trusted  that  when  the  Com- 
mittee was  appointed,  the  Members  com- 
posing it  would  feel  the  importance  of 
closing  their  investigation  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible, consistent  with  a  full  and  ample 
inquiry,  as  the  question,  remaining  open, 
would  throw  a  vast  deal  of  property  into 
embarrassment.  The  noble  Lord  thought 
that  a  bill  of  this  kind  would  be  a  bencHt 
to  the  country  districts,  but  would  inflict  a 
hardship  on  the  large  towns.  He  begged 
to  ask  what  effect  it  would  have  upon  the 
owners  of  small  tenements  in  the  country, 
and  trusted  that  point  would  be  inquired 
into,  ft  was  well  known  that  the  owners 
of  pro|)erty  in  the  country  districts  erected 
cottages  to  increase  the  comforts  of  the 


this  bill,  though  there  were  many  of  its 
details  which  he  should  wish  to  see  altered, 


and   if  the  consequences   of  such  a  bill 
should  be  to  compel   the   owners  to  pay 


but  after  what  had  passed,  he  thought  the  ,  rates,  he  very  much  feared  that  their  de- 
better  course  would  be  to  refer  the  whole  I  sire  to  accommodate  the  poor  would  be 
question,  and  not  the  bill  itself,  to  a  Select   very  much  abated  ;    for  then,  they  would 

not  only  lose  the  interest  of  the  money 
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laid  out,  but  would  be  subject  to  positive 
taxation.  This  wa»  a  point  to  which  in- 
q^uiry  ought  to  be  directed. 

Second  reading  of  the  bill  postponed. 

C  O  PARTNERS  II  IP — CLERGYMEN 

Trading.]  Mr.  Poulett  Thomson 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Banking 
Co-partnership  Bill. 

Sir  £.  Sugdeti  thought  this  bill  ought 
not  to  be  passed  without  the  public  being 
satisfied  that  it  had  attracted  the  attention 
of  both  sides  of  the  House.      He  thought 
it   a  dangerous  precedent  to  come  to  this 
Hc»use   for   a  remedy    against   a  judicial 
decision.      Nothing,  generally   speaking, 
CO  ^Id  be  worse  than  such  a  course,  but  in 
this  case  where  the  mischief  arose  from  a 
technical   point,  he  entirely  agreed  in  the 
necessity  of  an  immediate  remedy,  having 
a  retrospcctiye  operation.     The  right  hon. 
the   Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,   on  a 
former  evening  had  said,  that  it  was  in- 
tended in  the  Bene6ces  Pluralities'  Bill  to 
provide  as  to  the  trading  of  clergymen. 
He  had  referred  to  that  bill,  but  did  not 
find  any  such  provisions,  and  he  trusted 
that  some  means  would  be  taken  to  enable 
clergymen  to  embark  their  capital  in  fit- 
ting mercantile  speculations.   As  regarded 
the  proceedings  still  pending,  he  thought 
the  clause  relating  to  costs  ought,  instead 
of  being  discretionary,  to  be  positive,  and 
the  party  declared  to  be  entitled  to  his 
costs,  as  he  would  be  if  the  proceedings 
went  on. 

The  Solicitor  General  concurred  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  great 
importance  and  delicacy  of  this  measure, 
and  said,  that  the  suggestions  thrown  out 
would  receive  the  fullest  attention  on  the 
part  of  the  Government. 
Bill  read  a  second  time. 
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H  O  U  S  E  OF  L  O  R  D  S, 
Thursday y  February  8,  1838. 

MrNDTBS.]  PetiUons  prennted.  By  tiie  Duke  of  CLBys- 
LAirD,  fiom  BtfiMidCaiUe*  tat  the  total  aboUtioo  of  Nflgio 
Slavery.— And  by  Uie  Bishop  of  Sausbvrt,  ftom  Clergy 
of  Donct,  for  Uic  Continuanoe  of  the  Bishopric  of  Sodor 
and  Mann. 

Affairs  OF  Canada.]  Lord  Glenelg 
moved  the  third  reading  of  the  Canada 
Government  Bill. 

Lord  Ellenborough  observed,  that  he  had 
been  unfortunately  prevented  by  indispo- 
sition, from  offering  any  observations  on 


this  bill  at  its  previous  stages.     That  being 
the  case,  he  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
allow  him  to  make  a  few  remarks  on  the 
bill  in  its  present  state.     At  the  same  time 
he  thought  it  right  to  assure  their  Lord- 
ships that  he  should  not  touch  upon  the 
grounds  which  had  been  travelled  over  in 
the   previous  fdebates.      He  should    not 
think  it  fair  if  he  were   to  enter  into  the 
consideration  of  the  conduct  of  her  Ma^ 
jesty's  Government,  particularly  of  that 
portion   which  belonged  to  the  Colonial 
department.     He  must,  however,  express 
his  entire  concurrence  in  the  views  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen),  as  well 
as   those  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord   Brougham).     The  observations    of 
those  noble  Lords  were,   no  doubt,  very 
severe,  but  they  were  also,  in  his  opinion, 
perfectly  just.     With  that  observation  he 
should  dismiss  that  part  of  the  question. 
The  first  question  which  he  should  wish  to 
have  clearly  answered  was,  what  was  the 
object  of  her  Majesty's  Government  with 
regard  to  Lower  Canada,  or  rather  with 
regard  to  our  North  American  colonies? 
Were  the  measures  intended  to  be  carried 
into  execution  to  be  founded  on  the  bill 
now  before  their  Lordships,  or  on  the  in^ 
structions  to  the  commission  by  the  noble* 
Baron  (Lord  Glenelg)?    There  was   thie 
greatest  possible  distinction  in  these  two 
modes  of  proceeding.     To  the  bill  he  had 
this  objection,  that  the.  suspension  of  the 
Colonial  Legislature  for  two  years,  and  the 
substitution  for  the  present  government  of 
Canada  of  that  which  it  was  proposed  to 
establish,  shut  out  the  legislature  from 
one  of  the  most  favourable  opportunities 
that  ever  occurred  of  making  a  permanent 
settlement  of  the  affairs  of  Canada.     The 
bill  was  presumed  to  rest  on  the  state  of 
Lower  Canada,  according  to  the  accounts 
which  were  last  received.  Now,  the  present 
state  of  Lower   Canada,  as  it  appeared 
from  those  accounts,  was  very  different 
from  that  which  it  was  when  the  present 
bill  was  brought  in ;  and  it  by  no  means 
followed  that  the  measures  proposed  to  be 
taken  at  the  time  the  outbreak  was  first 
announced    would    be  justified    by    the 
change  which  bad  occurred  in   the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  province.     He  trusted 
their  Lordships  would  permit  him  to  read 
a  short  extract  from  Lord  Gosford's  last 
dispatch.     It  was  this ; — 

^  Thus  have  the  measures  adopted  for  put- 
ting down  this  reckless  revolt  been  crowned 
with  entire  success*    Wherever  an  armed  body 
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lias  shown  itself  it  has  been  completely  dis- 

{>er8ed  ;  the  principle  instigators  and  leaders 
lave  been  killed,  taken,  or  forced  into  exile ; 
there  is  nolon^'er  a  head,  concert,  oroTganiza- 
tion  amongst  tde  deluded  and  betrayed  habitam; 
all  the  newspaper  organs  of  revolution  in  the 
province,  the  vindicator^  Minerve,  and  Liberal, 
are  no  longer  in  existence,  having  ceased  to 
appear  about  the  commencement  of  the  pre- 
sent troubles  ;  and  in  the  short  space  of  a 
month  a  rebellion  which  at  first  wore  so  threat- 
ening an  a^ipect,  has,  with  much  less  los»  of 
life  than  could  be  expected,  been  effectually 
put  down. 

Ag;ain  Lord  Gosford  said  : — 

'*  Loyal  addresses  are  daily  pouring  in  upon 
me  from  the  French  Canadian  population  in 
all  parts  of  the  province,  expressing  their 
fidelity  to  the  Queen  and  their  attachment  to 
British  connection,  and  strongly  reprobating  the 
selfish  ambiiton  and  treasonable  designs  which 
have  thos  ruthlessly  involved  one  of  the  fairest 
portions  of  the  country  in  all  the  horrors  of 
civil  war." 

Lord  Gosford  went  on  to  say, 

"  The  energy  and  activity  displayed  by  the 
troops,  the  numerous  offers  of  service  from 
large  portions  of  the  population  in  various 
parts  of  the  province  to  enrol  themselves  in 
volunteer  corps  for  the  defence  of  the  govern- 
ment, the  discomfiture  of  the  rebellious  faction 
in  Upper  Canada,  the  favourable  disposition 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy,  encouraged  and 
strengthened  by  a  recent  pastoral  letter  of  the 
bishop  of  Quebec,  which  was  read  on  the  19th 
instant  in  all  the  churches  of  his  diocese,  and 
a  copy  of  which  is  enclosed,  all  combine  to 
assure  me  that  no  further  organised  attempt  is 
likely  to  be  made  to  interrupt  the  public 
tranquillity." 

He  had  read  these  parts  of  the  dispatch 
(Lord  EUenborough  continued)  in  order 
to  show  that  in  a  proceeding  of  this  grave 
character  they  ought  to  proceed  on  the 
last  information  which  they  bad  received  as 
to  the  actual  state  of  Canada.  Looking 
to  the  account  which  he  had  read,  he  did 
not  see  how  the  preamble  supported  the 
enactments;  because  it  did  not  follow 
from  the  present  state  of  things  that  the 
Legislative  Assembly  could  not  meet  for 
the  benefit  of  the  public  service.  If  over- 
looking the  return  of  peace  they  passed 
over  the  present  opportunity,  they  would 
shut  out  for  ever  the  probability  of  effect- 
ing a  permanent  settlement  of  the  differ- 
ences which  existed.  Had  there  ever  been 
a  more  favourable  opportunity  of  proposing 
to  the  House  of  Commons  what  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  intended  to  propose 
with  rtspect  to  thecoustituiion  of  Canada? 


Had  there  ever  been  an  opportunity  whes 
the  people  of  Lower  Canada,  suffering  a> 
they  were  under  the  effects  of  rebel  i:o!:, 
would  be  more  disposed  to  accept  the  a!- 
terat ions  proposed  by  the  Imperial  ParlKv 
ment?     He  would  say  further,  **  Is  there 
ever  likely  to  occur  again  a  time  when  yor. 
can  bring  together,  not  the  old,  but  a  n*  «* 
Assembly,     with    a  greater    prospect  n: 
having  men  as  representatives  of  the  people 
who,  with  a  sincere  desire  to  maintain  the 
connection  which  exists  between   the  pro- 
vince and  the  mother  country ,  will  can- 
didly and  fairly    endeavour    to    effect  a 
settlement  of  the  differences  which  pre- 
vail ?"     His  opinion,  then,  was,    that  \( 
they    acted    on     the     bill     itself,     they 
would  lose   the  only  opportunity   which 
they   were   likely   to   have    of  making  a 
permanent    settlement   of  the   affairs  of 
Lower  Canada.      It  could  not   be   »jd 
that  her  Majesty's  Government  were  not 
prepared  for  such  a  course,  for  so  early 
as  May  last,  the  noble  Baron  (Lord  Gie- 
neig)  distinctly  stated  that  the  Govern* 
ment  were  prepared  to  legislate  on  those 
points  which  were  now  referred  to  the 
noble  Lord  who  was   going  out  as  go- 
vernor to  Canada.     These  were  preciseiy 
the  points  on  which  legislation  was  re- 
quired ;    but  again,  it  was  proposed   to 
throw  all  responsibility  on  the  governroeni 
in  Canada,  and  to  cause  a  further  delav 
for  two  years,  when  measures  woakl  be 
proposed   under    circumstances    far  less 
favourable — he  might  say  desperate  —  if 
they  looked  to  a  ffnal  satisfactory  settle- 
ment of  all  disputes.     Such  was  his  con> 
viction,   if  the  measures  of  the  Govern- 
ment were  to  be  gathered  from  their  bill ; 
but  if  they  were  founded  on  their  instruc- 
tions then  they  were  pushing  their  objects 
at  a  most  unfavourable  moment,  |for  lie 
could  not  imagine  any  possible  conjunc- 
ture at  which  it  would  be  more  difficult 
to  establish  either  a  union  of  the  Canadas 
or  a  legislature  for  certain  common  pur- 
poses than    under  the    combination   o( 
events,  which  now  existed.     It  was  im- 
possible that  the  Lower  Canadians  shoulJ 
not  be  excited  to  great  jealousy  and  ap- 
prehensions when  they  saw  that  they  wert* 
about  to   be    deprived  of    the  interests 
which   they  possessed   in   local    go\*ern- 
ment.     On  the  other  hand,  there  was  in 
Upper  Canada  a  feeling  that  all  that  had 
taken  place  in  their  province  originaltHJ 
with    the  inhabitants  of  Lower  Canada  ; 
and  thus  a  principle  of  hostility  was  ooir 
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evolved   which   would  induce  the  people 
of  Upper  Canada  to  resist  any  proposition 
for  a   union  of  the  provinces,  or  a  united 
legislature,  until  they  were  able  to  secure 
that  to  which  they  had  so  just  a  claim — 
a    majority  in   the  representation.      The 
effect  of  the  numerical  majority  of  the 
inhabitants  of  British  descent  in   Upper 
Canada  would   be  to  place  the    French 
Canadians  in  that  province  in  the  same 
state  of  thraldom  to  which   the    British 
settlers  in  the  lower  province  might  be 
subjected.     Such  a  union  would  be  worse 
than  that  of  Holland  and  Belgium.     In- 
stead of  producing  concord  and  good  go- 
vernment, it  would  sow  new  sources  of  dis- 
sensioH;  perhaps  of  conflict,  between  the  two 
provinces.     But  if,  by  any  arrangement  of 
the  franchise  and  the  local  districts,  they 
could  secure  in  the  upper  province  a  majority 
in  point  of  wealth  and  numbers  on  the  side 
of  those  of  English  descent,  still  it  would 
be  counterbalanced  by  a  minority  in  that 
province  of  republican  principles,  which 
added  to  the  majority  in  Lower  Canada 
attached  to  the  same  views,  would  com- 
mand a  complete  supremacy,  and  make 
it  impossible  to  contend  against  the  de- 
mands of  an  united  legislature.     He  felt 
satisfied  that  in  all  matters  of  difference 
io   these  provinces,    the    mediation,    or 
rather  the  arbitration,  of  the  home  Par- 
liament was  absolutely  necessary.      He 
thought  that  experience  had  shown  that 
it  was  quite  impossible   to  expect   that 
any  convention   formed   of  the  persons 
whom  it  was  proposed  to  select  could  lead 
to  satisfactory  results.     Now,  such  being 
the  probable  results  of  the  measures  in- 
tended, whether  they  were  founded  on 
the  bill  or  on  the  instructions,  be  asked 
was  it  likely  that  they  would  be  well  re- 
ceived in  Lower  Canada?     He  did  not 
ask  whether  they  would  be  well  received 
by  people  of  French  origin  merely,  but 
how  would  they  be  received  by  persons 
of  English  origin,  desirous  of  maintaining 
the  connexion  with  this  country,  and  dis- 
approving highly  of  the  conduct  of  the 
House  of  Assembly?     He  thought  that 
some  indication  of   what  their  feelings 
woald  be  was  contained  in  the  despatch 
of  Lord  Gosford,  when  describing  the  re-^ 
ceptioo  of  Uie  resolutions  of  last  ^ear  by 
that  party  in  whose  favoar  it  might  be 
supposed  they  were  passed.    Lord  Gos- 
ford made  use  of  language  to  this  effect : 
—"I  must  observe  that  the  feeling  against 
the  imperial  ParliameDt  taking  mooey  out 


of  the  public  chest  is  general,  and  even 
those  who  reprobated  the  conduct  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  cannot  refrain  from 
an  expression  of  disappointment  at  this 
part  of  Lord  John  Russell's  resolutions.'' 
Now,  if  that  were  the  state  of  feeling  with 
respect  to  those  resolutions,  did  their  Lord- 
ships suppose  that  the  measure  which  they 
were  now  about  to  pass — going  as  it  did 
so  much  beyond  what  the  Executive 
Council  ever  contemplated  when  rebellion 
was  menaced— did  they  think,  he  repeated, 
that  when  that  rebellion  had  occurred 
and  was  suppressed,  this  measure  would 
be  met,  even  by  the  friends  of  British  con- 
nexion, with  any  other  feelings  than  those 
evinced  when  they  became  acquainted 
with  the  nature  of  the  eighth  resolution  ? 
He  had  said  that  this  measure  had  gone 
beyond  what  the  Executive  Council  con- 
templated ;  for  that  council,  when  pressed 
by  Lord  Gosford,  stated,  that  though 
they  should  recommend  the  suspension  of 
the  constitution  for  a  limited  period,  or, 
at  least,  such  part  thereof  as  related  to 
the  calling  and  meeting  of  the  provincial 
parliament,  yet  that  in  the  interval  the 
local  government  should  make  such  laws 
only  as  should  continue  those  which  were 
old  and  revive  those  which  had  expired. 
They  also  recommended  the  repeal  of  the 
1st  William  4th,  which  wouldplace  his  Ma- 
jesty in  possession  of  the  revenues  which 
he  had  heretofore  enjoyed,  so  far  as  they 
were  necessary  to  carry  on  the  civil  govern- 
ment. Under  the  present  circumstances 
he  considered  that  a  fair,  just,  and  proper 
measure.  But  while  he  acceded  to  that 
he  was  not  prepared  to  admit  that  by  a 
message  from  the  Crown  all  the  here- 
ditary revenues  which  had  been  placed 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Assembly  should 
be  resumed.  It  was  also  justifiable  and 
right  that  there  should  be  some  power  of 
reviving  expired  and  continuing  old  laws. 
But  let  it  be  observed  how  much  farther 
this  bill  went  than  the  repeal  of  the  1st 
William  4th.  There  was  not  more  re« 
quired  for  the  expenses  of  civil  govern- 
roent  than  60,000^.  or  70,000/.  a-year, 
whereas  such  a  sum  as  100,000/.  would 
be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  governor- 
general  and  bis  council.  That  being  an 
unnecessary  power,  ought  to  have  been 
withheld.  He  was  bound  also  to  state 
that  the  Executive  Council  never  contem*^ 
plated  the  delegation  of  general  powers  to 
make  laws  to  a  temporary  body,  and  assert- 
ed that  beyond  the  revival  of  expired  latvs, 
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and  the  continuance  of  expiring  ones,  *Hhe 
actual  circumstances  of  the  province  did 
not  suggest  any  further  alteration  in  the 
constitution."  Now,  all  knew  that  the 
time  at  which  a  transaction  should  take 
place  was  a  most  important  consideration 
in  all  warlike  or  civil  affairs.  If,  then, 
the  noble  Buron  (Lord  Glenelg)  desired  to 
put  off  this  question  for  three  years,  and 
to  throw  it  from  his  own  shoulders  on  the 
Governor  of  the  Cunadas— if  he  desired, 
by  extinguishing  the  Assembly,  to  estab- 
lish an  autocracy,  he  could  not  have  se- 
lected a  better  mode  than  that  which  he 
had  adopted.  He  never  could  have  found 
a  House  of  Commons  more  disposed  (as 
they  acted  under  the  influence  of  rebellion) 
to  grant  such  a  power.  But  if,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  noble  Baron  desired  to 
make  at  once  a  permanent  settlement  of 
this  question,  there  was  no  time  better 
than  the  present  to  carry  such  an  intention 
into  practice;  there  was  none  at  which  he 
would  receive  greater  assistance  from  the 
Canadians  or  greater  facilities  at  home  for 
the  accomplishment  of  such  a  purpose. 
Fie  deeply  regretted  that  the  opportunity 
which  offered  had  not  been  taken  advan- 
tage of,  because  not  only  was  the  state  of 
things  now  much  more  favourable  for  the 
legislation  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  than 
when  the  Bill  was  brought  in  ;  but  their 
Lordships  were  well  aware  that  events  had 
since  taken  place  which  urged  them  to 
come  to  a  settlement  at  once  if  possible, 
and  a  conciliatory  settlement,  of  the  un- 
fortunate differences  which  existed.  It 
could  not  be  concealed  that  the  tendency 
of  the  revolt  or  the  disaffection  which 
prevailed  in  these  provinces,  especially  in 
Lower  Canada,  was  to  ^create  a  danger  of 
the  greatest  calamity  which  could  befal 
this  country  or  the  human  race;  namely, 
a  war  between  England  and  the  United 
State:).  Every  day  that  a  satisfactory 
settlement  was  deferred,  that  danger  be- 
ca«i)e  more  imminent  —  but  it  would  be 
most  imminent  by  any  unnecessary  se- 
verity —  by  any  attempt  at  injustice  to- 
wards the  French  Canadians,  which  would 
displease  even  those  of  English  origin,  and 
excite  the  constant  observation,  if  not 
sympathy,  of  the  United  States.  Let  not 
these  feelings  be  agitated,  or  her  Majesty's 
authority  iliiX^anada  would  be  overturned. 
Another  dan^l^^  though  not  so  imminent 
a  one,  would  anW  by  pressing  down,  as  it 
seemed  intended  tVdo — though  the  noble 
Earl   going    out   as     Governor  bad    too 


much  sense  and  was  too  slates  una  nl  ike  in 
his  views  to  share  such  language — the 
French  Canadians,  and  subjecting  tliem  t«> 
a  heavier  punishment  than  ibat  inflicteti 
on  those  of  English  origin*  Let  them  t^ke 
care  that  the  French  people  would  noi  U 
thus  aroused  to  active  sympathy  in  tbe^r 
cause.  On  the  whole  he  felt  satis^ed 
that  there  was  much  greater  danger  ui 
suffering  a  long  interval  to  elapse  t>efore 
there  was  any  final  settlement  ihan  wuui-j 
now  accompany  the  attetupl  of  any 
reasonable  roan  to  accomplish  that  purpose 
by  an  appeal  to  Parliament.  With  tbe&e 
impressions,  feeling  that  they  were  now 
about  to  take  a  step  which  could  not  Im; 
easily  retraced,  which  must  induce  discon- 
tent and  collision  with  our  awn  subjects, 
perhaps  a  collision  with  the  United  States, 
ending  in  a  fatal  war,  perhaps  with  that 
country  and  with  France;  seeing  that 
this  measure  was  not  supported  by  justice 
and  that  it  was  evidently  impolitic^  be 
was  left  no  other  course  than  to  say, 
''not  content"  to  the  proposition  which 
was  now  made. 

Lord  Glenelg  said,  that  the  nob\e  Lord 
had  stated  very  ably  his  objections  to  Ute 
present  Bill.  If  he  could  accede  to  the 
noble  Lord's  premises  he  should  certainly 
be  disposed  to  accede  to  his  conclusions ; 
but,  he  confessed,  he  was  not  able  to  go 
the  length  of  the  anticipations  in  which  the 
noble  Lord  indulged.  The  noble  Lord 
ha<l  said  that  if  they  passed  that  Bill  they 
would  establish  an  autocracy  and  show  a 
disposition  to  crush  the  French  under  the 
English  Canadians.  He,  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  disclaimed  any  such  in- 
tention. He  agreed,  that  there  were  grave 
interests  involved  in  the  discusaioa  and 
settlement  of  this  question.  With  regard 
to  its  possible  consequences,  he  thongbt 
he  might  claim  something  in  behalf  of  the 
Government,  in  opposition  to  the  views 
taken  by  the  noble  Lord,  which  were  not 
shared  by  those  with  whom  he  generally 
acted.  It  was  perfectly  true  that  in  the 
interval  between  the  suspension  and  re- 
storation of  the  constitution  many  import* 
ant  events  might  be  involved,  but  the 
noble  Lord  contended  that  we  should  at 
once  carry  into  effect  a  permanent  settle- 
ment. If  they  could  proceed  at  this 
moment  to  act  under  the  present  consti- 
tution, and,  could  establish  a  permanent 
system  which  should  work  harmooioasly 
for  that  country,  and  if  by  that  means 
they  should  obtain  a  result  satisfactory  to 
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all  parties— if  they  could  obtain  such  an 
object    by   any    other    mode     than    the 
measure  now  proposed ,  he  should  cordi. 
ally  acquiesce  in  the  negative  pronounced 
by  the  noble  Lord.     But  looking  to  the 
present  state   of   the  two  provinces,   he 
could   not  contemplate  the  possibility  of 
such  a  result.     The  noble  Lord  said  *^  why 
not  summon  a  new  assembly  and  proceed 
with    the  present  constitution  ?"     Why  at 
this  moment  the  great  objection  to  a  plan 
which    had    been    promulgated,    and   by 
which  the    Governor   was   to    act    pro- 
spectively on  certain  propositions  to  which 
he  was  referred  in   the  instructions,  was, 
'^  The  first  thing  you  should   consider  is 
the  present  state  of  the  province  with  a 
view   to  restore  peace  and   tranquillity*" 
What  possibility  of  such  a  result  could  be 
expected  from  a  new  Assembly,  when  the 
excited  state  of  parties  was   considered, 
and  when  the  arguments  of  the  leaders  of 
the  Canadians,  instead  of  being  repressed 
by  such  a  proceeding,  would  be  raised  to 
still  higher  importance  by  being  allowed 
an    opportunity    of    being    carried    into 
operation  ai  the  new  elections  ?     He  felt 
convinced  that  the  state  of  the   province 
was  correctly  represented  by  Lord  Gosford. 
At  tl)e  same   time   it  was  impossible  to 
doubt,  in  consequence  of  the  excitement 
which  prevailed  amongst  all  parties,  even 
supposing  the  revolt  to  be  at  an  end,  that 
there  was  not  a  justification  of  the  present 
nteasure.     If  they  looked  to  the  long  scries 
of  events  which  had  occurred,  the  habitual 
resistance  on  the  part  of  the  Assembly  tu 
every  wise  system  of  legislation ;  if  they 
adverted  to   the  excited  feelings  of  tie 
French  portion  of  the  population,  it  was 
quite  clear,  that  if  they  proposed  to  con- 
fer permanent  tranquillity,  by  appealing 
to  the   voters  at  elections,   they  would 
overturn  the  constitution,  revive  agitation, 
and  give  a  free  scope  to  the  measures  and 
devices  employed  to  seduce  the  unfortu- 
nate people  into  the  present  revolt.     The 
grounds  on  which  the  measure  rested  were 
these — that,  after  a  long  series  of  conces- 
sions on  the  part  of  the  Crown,  after  re- 
peated experiments,  after  repeated  appeals 
to  the  candour,  good  sense,  and  loyalty  of 
the  people,  the  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada 
bad  resisted  all  efibrts  at  conciliation,  and 
at  length  blocked  up  the  wheels  of  Go- 
vernment by  placing  the  province  in  its 
present  condition.     The  revolt  was  only  a 
part  of  the  system  on  which  they  pro- 
ceededj  and,  granting  that  we  were  bound 


to  give  protection  to  all  the  inhabitants, 
and  disclaiming  all  distinctions  between 
French  and  English  inhabitants,  it  was 
our  duty  to  give  the  Canadians  some  go- 
vernment to  hold  society  together,  and  to 
prevent  the  dissolution  of  all  law  and 
order  in  that  province.  The  noble  Lord 
stated,  that  these  propositions  would  be 
unacceptable  to  the  English  party.  It 
was  perfectly  true,  that  the  resolutions 
of  last  year  were  disapproved  of  by  that 
portion  of  the  inhabitants,  but  he  stated 
deliberately,  that  it  was  not  merely  the 
opinion  of  the  English,  but  also  of  a  con- 
siderablc  portion  of  the  French  inhabitants, 
who  perceived  the  issue  to  which  the  plans 
of  the  leaders  were  tending ;  and  feeling 
what  must  be  the  fatal  effect  of  such  a 
movement,  if  persevered  in,  that  unless 
the  British  Parliament  interposed,  they 
could  not  be  saved  from  the  inevitable 
ruin  by  which  they  were  threatened.  He 
was  persuaded,  further,  that  the  English 
population  looked  with  particular  feelings 
of  interest  to  a  continuance  of  the  con- 
nexion with  the  mother  country.  It  had 
been  suggested  that  we  should  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  people  of  Lower  Canada. 
He  quite  agreed  in  that  view,  and  it  was 
that  on  which  the  Government  proceeded ; 
but  he  did  not  think,  that,  in  its  present 
excited  state,  such  amendments  could  be 
made  in  the  constitution  as  would  enable 
it  to  work  harmoniously.  He  was  sure,  if 
they  pro|x>scd  any  such  measures  as  those 
calculated  upon  last  year,  they  should  be 
met  with  this  remonstrance,  *'  You  are 
rash  in  bringing  forward  these  measures, 
you  ought  to  ascertain  clearly  what  the 
feelings  of  the  people  were,  prior  to  the 
revolt,  at  its  commencement,  and  subse- 
quently." They  should  be  tokl  **  Try  the 
course  which  should  be  recommended  by  a 
Governor  on  whom  they  imposed  adequate 
authority,  and  not  proceed  to  legislate  by 
arbitrary  changes  in  the  constitution."  If 
Parliament  had  taken  advantage  of  a  mo- 
ment when  th^  province  was  hardly  re- 
covering from  a  state  of  revolt  and  rebel- 
lion, to  interfere  and  enact  its  own  laws 
and  regulations,  and  establish  its  own 
authority,  he  thought  this  would  have 
been  a  disgrace  to  it  and  the  country. 
Neither  could  it  be  consistent  with  the 
real  power  and  dignity  of  this  country  to 
take  advantage  of  a  moment  of  excite- 
ment, and  appeal  to  the  feelings  of  the 
peopJe  of  Lower  Canada,  and  ask  them  to 
agree  to  a  constitution  and  a  form  of  go- 
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vernment  which,  under  the  circumstances, 
they  could  not  be  capable  of  appreciating 
calmly  and  dispassionately.     It  might  be 
said,  in  answer  to  this,  that,  in  whatever 
the  Government  thought  it  necessary  to  do 
in  the  present  emergency,  they  would  have 
the  Parliament  of  the  country  with  them  ; 
but  they  did  not  ask  for  powers,  which, 
under  the  circumstances  of  the  moment, 
they  might  perhaps  be  able  to  seize  upon ; 
but  for  the  means  of  accomplishing  that 
which  would  best  conduce  to  the  preserva- 
tion of  the  great  and  permanent  principles 
of  constitutional  government,  and  the  pro- 
longed connexion  between  the  northern 
American  provinces  and  the  parent  State. 
Government  was  of  opinion,  that  the  pre- 
sent moment  was  not  the  time  in  which 
the  wishes  and  opinions  of  the  Canadians 
themselves,    upon  the  subject  of    their 
future   government,   could    be  consulted 
with  advantage,  and,  therefore,  they  asked 
for  an  interval,  during  which  an  appeal 
would  be  made,  he  hoped  successfully,  to 
their  better  feelings,  and  lead  the  way  to 
those  measures  of  amelioration  which  both 
Parliament  and  the  Government  undoubt- 
edly had  in  view  at  the  present  moment. 
This  was  the  general  feeling  of  the  Go- 
vernment and,  he  believed,  of  Parliament 
upon  this  subject.     He  was  aware  that 
objections  had  been  urged  against  points 
in  the  Ministerial  plan,  and  that  specious 
arguments  had   been    urged   against    its 
details ;  but,  looking  at  the  present  and 
permanent  interests  of  the  colony,  and 
the   feelings   and   wishes  of   the   people 
themselves,  he  thought  that  it  would  be 
unwise  in  Parliament  to  attempt,  at  the 
present  moment,  to  introduce  any  changes 
in  the  constitutional  government  of  Lower 
Canada.     It  was  upon  these  grounds  that 
he  opposed  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Lord,  believing  that  that  which  had  been 
proposed    by  the   Government  was  sup- 
ported  by  circumstance,   by  reason,   by 
principle,  and  by  a  regard  to  the  interests 
of  the  colonists  themselves. 

Lord  Ashburion  concurred  in  the  opin- 
ion of  the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat 
down,  that  the  settlement  of  this  question 
ought  not  to  be  made  at  the  present  time. 
The  noble  Earl  (Durham)  who  was  going 
out  to  Canada,  ought,  however,  to  have 
the  power  of  calling  together  the  Assembly 
of  Lower  Canada,  in  case  the  misguided 
people  should  return  to  their  allegiance, 
and  tranquillity  be  restored.  One  thing 
was  clear,  that  the  agitators  in  the  Canadas, 


who  excited  others  by  acting  on  their  feats 
or  working  on  their  passions^  like   soow 
nearer  home,  did  so  from  a  coovictfoii  of 
the  great  weakness  and  evident  want  or 
decision  of  the  Government.     How  couU 
they  feel  otherwise  ?     They  had  seen  the 
rapid  succession  of  Governors  in    a  ^oft 
period.      They  had  seen  Sir  John  Col- 
borne  removed   to  make  way   for  Sir  F. 
Head,  and  he  recalled,  to  make  room  for 
Sir  George  Arthur,  who,  in  his  tarn,  would 
shortly  retire,  to  give  place  to  the  noble 
Earl,  who  was  to  have  the  sapreme  aotho- 
rity  in  both  provinces.     It  was  impossible 
that  such  a  system  could  have  any  other 
effect   than   that  of  weakening  the  Go- 
vernment  in   the  opinion  of  the   people 
of  the  two   provinces.     He   could   liken 
these    rapid    changes    of    Governors    lo 
nothing  but  what  took  place  in  the  early 
campaigns  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington  id 
the   Peninsula,    when   three   generals-io- 
chief  appeared  on  the  field   on   one  and 
the  same  day.     He  would  now  come  to 
the  question  whether  the  measure  before 
their  Lordships  was  just  to  the  people  of 
Canada.     He  would   at  once  admit  \h&i 
there  was  an  injustice  done  by  it  to  the 
Legislative  Council.     He  would  admit  too 
that  the  state  of  things  between   the  Le- 
gislative Assembly  of  Lower  Canada  and 
the  mother  country  had  come  to  that  pitch, 
that  we  must  either  give    up  the  colony 
altogether,  or  assert  the  authority  of  the 
Crown  over  it.     The  whole  of  the  argu- 
ment of  the  learned  gentleman  who  ap- 
peared at  the  bar  the  other  evening  weat 
to  show  the  impolicy   of   attempting  to 
govern  the  colony  at  all  from   this  coun- 
try, and  indeed  he  could  not  see  how  it 
would  be  possible  to  assert  the  authonty 
of  the  Sovereign  of  England  consistently 
with  a  compliance  with  all  the  complaioM 
of  the  colonists.     A  Committee  had  sat 
for  the  consideration  of  those  cooiplaints, 
and    on   its   recommendation   Psrliaoient 
had  consented  to  redress  the  grievances 
complained  of,  with  the  exception  o(  that 
in  which  it  was  sought  to  have  the  Legis- 
lative Council  chosen  by  popular  election 
in  the  same  manner  as  the  House  of  As- 
sembly }    a  compliance   with  that  wovlti 
have  put  an  end  for  ever  to  our  authority 
in  that  colony.      He  had  been  a  pretty 
constant  attendant  on  the  Committees  of 
the  House  of  Commons  which  had  sat  on 
this  subject,  and  he  found  that  the  great 
object  of   the  leading  agitators,  and  of 
those  who  went  with  him,  was  no  other 
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than    to  set  up   Lower  Canada  with   a 
national  character,  language,  and  laws,  as 
an   independent    state,  and,    finding  the 
Government  of  this  country  of  "squeez- 
able "  materials,  as   it  was  termed,  they 
hoped  to  carry  that  object.     It  was  ad- 
mitted on  all  hands  that  the  Canadians  of 
French  origin  were  for  the  greater  part  in 
extreme  ignorance,  which   many  of  them 
had  since  been  shamed  out  of,  and  being 
so,  they  were  persuaded  by  agitators  that 
the  time  had  arrived  when  they  might  as- 
sume a  national  character.     They  were 
induced  to  fall  into  this  notion  the  more 
readily  by  the  rapid  advances  emigration 
had  made  in  that  country,  and  they  natu- 
rally thought  that  if  they  did  not  make 
the   attempt    now,   they   would  soon  be 
swamped  by  the  masses  of  emigrants  com- 
ing from   England,  Germany,  and  other 
states,  who  could  not  be  disposed  to  feel 
any  sympathy  with  them.     Many  seemed 
to  look  upon  one  possible  result  of  the 
present  state  of  things  with  some  alarm, 
— namely,  that  the  Canadas  would  sepa- 
rate from  us,  and  join  the  United  States ; 
but,  for  his  own  part,  he  would  rather  see 
the  two  provinces  join  the  United  States, 
than  see  Lower  Canada  follow  her  own 
course.     Nobody  disputed  that  the  power 
of  the  United  States  was  gigantic,  and 
that  the  accession  of  two  such  colonies  as 
the  Canadas  would  add  to  it ;  but,  look- 
ing at  their  deficiency  of  harbours,  except 
those  in  the  St.  Lawrence,  he  would  say 
that  the  possession  of  those  two  colonies 
would  not  add  one  iota  to  her  power  of 
annoyance  to  this  or  any  other  maritime 
state.     The  case  would,  however,  be  very 
different  if  Lower  Canada  were  established 
as  a  republic    under  the    protection    of 
France.      Some   reference    having  been 
made  to  opinions  which  he  had  given  on 
this  subject  some  twelve  or  fifteen  years 
ago  in   the  other  House,  he  would  state 
that  he  still  entertained  the  same  opinion 
—namely,  that  the  value  of  colonies  had 
been  greatly  overrated.     He  did  not  refer 
so  much  to  their  importance  in  a  commer- 
cial point  of  view,  as  to  the  question  whe- 
ther the  value  of  that  commerce  would 
not  be  just  as  great  with   the  particular 
place  existing  as  an  independent  govern- 
ment as  if  it  continued  under  the  sove- 
reignty of  the  mother  country*    This  led 
him  to  say  a  word  as  to  colonization  in 
genera].     The  great  reluctance  of  Parlia- 
ment to  enter  very  minutely  into  all  the 
details  respecUog  them  —  a    reluctance 


which  very  probably,  placed  as  we  now 
were  with  respect  to  the  Canadas,  made 
colonies  in  general  of  less  value  than  they 
were — might  render  a  few  remarks  on  the 
subject  not  unnecessary.  Under  the  old 
system  of  colonization  in  Europe  the  case 
was  very  different  from  what  it  was  at 
present,  and  colonies  then  were  more 
valuable ;  because  at  that  time  all  com- 
mercial and  maritime  nations  were  pur- 
suing the  system  of  colonization  to  a  vast 
extent.  Spain  and  Portugal  had  seized 
on  half  the  New  World  for  the  purpose. 
England,  France,  and  Holland  also  were 
carrying  on  colonization  to  a  great  extent 
in  the  most  distant  parts  of  the  globe. 
What  so  many  commercial  nations  were 
then  doing  became  necessary  for  all,  for 
the  colonial  system  at  that  time  was  al- 
most entirely  that  of  non-intercourse  with 
any  state  but  the  mother  country.  The 
colonies  were,  therefore,  highly  valuable  to 
the  parent  state.  It  was  not  so,  however, 
when  the  colonial  system  became  relaxed, 
and  colonies  then  became  of  less  value 
than  they  were  before.  This  did  not 
apply  strictly  to  all  our  foreign  possessions, 
for  there  were,  for  instance,  some  of  the 
West  India  islands,  some  possessions  in 
the  Mediterranean  and  other  places,  which, 
in  time  of  war,  were  of  the  utmost  con- 
sequence to  this  country,  but  for  other 
causes  than  those  of  their  commercial 
value.  The  Canadas,  however,  were  not 
of  this  description.  They  were  taken  from 
France  during  the  war  which  ended  in 
1763,  and  reserved  by  this  country,  not 
so  much  for  their  own  intrinsic  value  as 
to  serve  as  a  protection  for  our  other 
North  American  possessions.  At  that 
time  they  were  nothing  but  a  barren  soil, 
covered  with  snow  ;  and  as  to  Upper 
Canada,  it  was  scarcely  known.  Now, 
however,  the  two  provinces  ran  for  1 ,200 
miles  along  the  frontiers  of  a  powerful — 
indeed  an  all-powerful  state  in  the  New 
World.  The  inhabitants  of  the  North 
American  States  were  an  irritable  and 
arrogant  race,  like  ourselves,  from  whom 
they  sprung.  Looking  at  the  people  at 
both  sides  of  the  border — looking  at  the 
tendencies  of  a  popular  government,  it 
would  be  almost  impossible,  under  par- 
ticular circumstances,  to  prevent  the  risk 
of  a  collision,  and  of  being  forced  into  a 
war,  which  he  need  not  say,  with  the 
noble  Duke,  ought  not  to  be  a  '*  little 
war ;"  for  the  people  with  whom  we  should 
be  then  engaged  would  not  allow  us  to 


851 


Affairs  of  Canada.  {  LORDS  }  Affairs  of  Canada. 


■^S-J 


make  it  a  little  war.  We  should  consider 
that  such  a  war  must  on  our  side  be  for 
the  greater  part  a  defensive  war,  and  that 
must  in  time  be  a  losing  game.  These 
were  matters  for  grave  consideration,  and 
should  make  their  Lordships  examine  whe- 
ther  in  reality  the  colonies  were  of  such 
value  as  they  were  usually  held  to  be. 
It  behoved  this  country  to  sec  what  was 
the  permanent  value  of  these  colonies  to 
her.  His  object  in  making  these  obser- 
vations was  not  to  lessen  in  their  Lord- 
ships'  estimation  the  commercial  value  of 
many  of  our  colonies;  but  he  repeated 
we  should  consider  whether  they  would  be 
commercially  less  valuable  as  independent 
states  than  they  now  were  under  the  so- 
vereignty of  this  country.  As  long 
aa  they  were  content  to  remain  in  their 
present  condition  under  the  protection 
of  this  country,  it  was  well  that  they 
should  so  continue ;  but  if  they  demanded 
to  be  separate — to  take  on  themselves  a 
national  character,  then  it  appeared  to  him 
that  it  would  be  the  wisest,  the  most 
liberal,  and  the  most  consistent  with  sound 
policy  to  shake  hands  with  them,  and  let 
them  join  with  the  North  Americans,  if 
they  so  thought  fit.  We  should  still  have 
these  colonies  to  deal  with,  and  not  the 
less  valuable  would  be  their  intercourse 
because  they  were  under  their  own  Go- 
vernment. Would  any  one  say  that  the 
commercial  intercourse  with  the  United 
States  of  America  was  of  less  value  to  us 
at  present  than  when  most  of  its  states 
were  under  the  sovereignty  of  England  ? 
On  the  contrary,  would  it  not  be  admitted 
that  the  commercial  intercourse  with  each 
was  of  the  utmost  importance  to  the  other  ? 
If  they  looked  to  the  possibility  of  that 
change  which  history  showed  them  took 
place  in  the  condition  of  the  most  power- 
ful nations — if  the  grandeur  of  England 
should  fade,  and  its  prosperity  decay,  the 
greatest  monuments  of  her  glory  would 
remain  in  her  colonies.  What  a  contrast 
between  their  condition  and  that  of  the 
colonies  of  other  stales !  When  the 
colonies  to  which  he  had  alluded  came  to 
emancipate  themselves,  not  one  of  them 
was  found  to  be  capable  of  self-govern- 
ment. They  possessed  no  public  opinion 
to  judge  of;  they  had  no  common  sense 
to  guide  them.  Of  the  colonies  which 
had  separated  from  the  parent  state  the 
only  one  which  enjoyed  any  degree  of 
tranquillity  was  the  kingdom  of  the 
Brazils,    For  nearly  the  entire  period  of 


a   quarter   of  a  century,    during    whif^ 
these  colonies  bad  t)een  standing  on  iIk.t 
own    legs,    they   had  continued,     al;iH:.>t 
without  a  single  intermission,    rebellfou<. 
They  had  remained  in  the  possession  an*) 
exercise  of  all  that  turbulence    which  de- 
mocracy brings.     There  bad   been  oo  re- 
laxation of  lawlessness  or  successful oess  ^4 
rebellion.    This  country  should  learn  frum 
experience   and   derive  wisdom    from  the 
knowledge   of   these  facts.     In  the  pre- 
sent   instance,     no  person    of    comtuor. 
sense   would  be  found  to  say  that  the>t: 
colonies  could   belong  to    England    ^»r 
twenty  years.   The  separation  was  inevit^i- 
ble,  and  they  should  therefore  be  prepared 
to  expect  it,  and  not  to  repeat  the  folln^ 
of  past  times.     If  they  were  compelled,  as 
certainly  they  must  be,  to  give  up  lhe»c 
colonies  when  the  fitting  season  arrived^  it 
should   be  their  wish   and    endeavour  to 
part  with  them  on  friendly  terms,  so  thii 
kind  feelings  and  relations  might  still  con* 
tinue    to  exist.     Upon   that    subject  lie 
should  have  felt   much   in  their  case  the 
force   of  an   expression  which  bad   been 
made  use  of  in   one  of  those   adimTaU^ 
letters  of  the   noble  Duke  (Wellington) 
which  had  so  much  delighted    the  public 
of  this  country.     Talking  of  his  positioQ 
in  Portugal,    at   a  time    when     he    va^ 
oppressed  by  difficulties  of  all  kinds,  tlif 
noble  Duke  said  that  if  he  was  to  leave  the 
country  at  all,  he  would  wish   lo  go  out 
and  leave  it  like  a  gentleman.     That  was 
precisely  his  feeling  towards  the  Canadian 
colonies.     If  they  were  of  opinion  that  ibc 
colonies  should  be  retained,  then  the  case 
would  of  course  be  different.     Bot  if  the? 
must  go,  he  (Lord  Ashburton)  would  then 
say,  '*  Go  out  in  a  manner  worthy  of  the 
dignity  of  a  great   people,  and  so  a5  to 
merit    their    gratitude     and    aifections." 
That  was  his  opinion  with  respect  to  these 
colonies.     The    time,  however,  in  which 
that  could   be  best  and  most  advantage- 
ously done  was  a  time  of  quiet  and  trao* 
quillity,    when  peace    and  good    feeliuc 
prevailed.     There  could^  therefore,  be  no 
time  less  opportune  than  the  present,  when 
a  rebellion  had  occurred,  and  the  minds  of 
the  people  were  excited,  and  their  aflec- 
tions  alienated.     That  would  be  one  great 
diHiculty.     They  would    also  have  great 
difficulty  arising  from  the  state  of  their 
own  people  in   Upper  Canada,  and  from 
their  people  in  Ix>wer  Canada  being  inter- 
mixed with  the  French  population,  from 
the  codviction  which  must  necessarily  be 
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felt,     that    if  the   Brilish    settlers    were 
abandoned  they  inustbe  sacriticed^  a  result 
which  appeared  to  him   quite  inevitable. 
It  was  their  duty,  and  their  painful  duty, 
when  subjects  of  that   kind  came  under 
their  consideration^  to  open  their  eyes  and 
see  their  real  interests  and  dangers  in  the 
matter ;  and  although  they  noight  not  be 
able  at  the  moment  to  act  up  to  their  inten- 
tions,   it   was  essential   they   should   be 
ready  to   do  so   when  the   time  arrived. 
As  far  as  the  people  of  Upper  Canada  were 
desirous  of  separating  from    the  mother 
country,  he,  for  one,  did  not  know  whether 
he  would  not  encourage  them ;  at  least  he 
was    certain  he  would    be  a  consenting 
party.     The  people  of  Upper  Canada  had, 
however,  by   their  recent  conduct   given 
the  strongest  proofs  of  their  desire  to  con-* 
tinue   united   to  this  country.     The  late 
calling  of  the  House  of  Assembly,  by  the 
governor,  Sir  Francis  Head,  afForded  the 
opportunity   of  testing  their  wishes  and 
feelings  in  the  matter.     So    far,  however, 
from  expressing  any  such  inclination,  they 
expressed  directly  the  contrary,  and  it  was 
a  circumstance  of  consolation  to  see,  that 
when  they  had  the  opportunity  of  show- 
ing to  the  world  any   such    feeling,  if  it 
existed,  they  declined  to  do  so,  and  that 
too  under  circumstances  of  strong  tempta- 
tion,  arising  from  their  proximity   to   a 
republican  Government  and  other  causes. 
They  were  conscious   of  the  advantages 
which  they  derived  from  their  connexion 
with  this  country,  and   the  consequence 
watt,  that  there  never    was    exhibited    so 
strong  a  muster  of  men  anxious  to  defend 
and  continue  that  connexion.    That  cir- 
cumstance, therefore,  connected  with  the 
state  of  the  population  in  Lower  Canada, 
would  present  a  bar  to  acting  upon  the 
principles  which  he  had  pointed  out.     As 
ins  (Lord  Ashburton's)  opinions  upon  the 
subj^thad  been  quoted  ia  another  place, 
he  would  take  the  liberty  of  suggesting  to 
noble  Lords  opposite,  the  Members  of  her 
Majesty's  Government,  whether  there  could 
not  be  left  to  the  noble   Lord  (Durham), 
who  was  about  to  go  out  to  Canada,  the 
power,    if  he   thought  proper,  of  again 
calling  together  the  Assembly  of  Lower 
Canada.    There  was  little  prospect,  how- 
ever, of  such  turning  out  to  be   feasible. 
With  these  .obseryations  he  would  leave 
the  matter  in  their  Lordships'  hands. 

The  Earl  of  Mansfield  having  had  no 
opportunity  on  a  former  occasion  of  ex- 
pressing   his     sentiments,    would     then 


trouble  their  Lordships  with  a  few  ob- 
servations. He  felt,  however,  that  he 
owed  a  particular  apology  for  coming 
forward  after  the  able  and  powerful 
speeches  which  had  been  already  made 
upon  the  question,  aad  would  probably 
not  have  troubled  them  if  it  had  not  been 
for  something  which  had  taken  place  in 
the  debate,  which  seemed  to  call  for  ob- 
servation. The  noble  Baron  had  com- 
menced his  speech  with  so  much  good 
sense  and  knowledge  of  the  subject,  as 
must  leave  such  an  impression  as  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject  required.  The 
bill  upon  their  Lordships'  table,  bad  for  its 
object  the  suspending  of  the  constitution 
of  Lower  Canada,  and  the  providing  a 
temporary  government,  until  Parliament, 
after  due  deliberation,  should  give  them 
another  constitution.  He  did  not  mean 
to  oppose  the  bill,  but  he  must  say 
that  he  assented  to  it  with  extreme  reluc- 
tance. It  was  founded  upon  a  neces- 
sity which  he  at  once  acknowledged.  It 
was  founded  upon  the  conduct  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada. 
It  was,  however,  with  the  greatest  reluc- 
tance, that  he  consented  to  take  away  any 
of  the  rights  under  a  free  constitution  en- 
joyed by  any  portion  of  her  Majesty's 
subjects,  or  to  deprive  them  of  the  repre- 
sentation of  a  popular  Assembly.  Their 
Lordships  were  in  a  very  awkward  pre- 
dicament. They  were  engaged  in  a  con- 
test of  which  many  of  them  would  not  live 
to  see,  and  none  of  them  could  confidently 
predict,  the  issue.  Every  step  which  they 
took  should  be  marked  by  the  greatest 
caution  and  prudence,  and  should  be  con- 
sidered  as  a  type  of  that  system  which  we 
should  adopt  towards-  our  colonies  —  a 
system  of  conciliation  and  justice.  It 
should  be  an  indication  of  the  future  con- 
duct of  England,  and  the  measure  of  just 
severity  they  were  about  to  pass  ought 
not  to  be  unaccompanied  by  a  declaration 
of  that  system.  It  might  be  conceived 
that  such  a  declaration  was  contained  in 
the  preamble.  He  thought  it  would  have 
been  a  better  course,  and  one  more  con- 
sistent with  precedent,  if  that  declacation 
had  been  made  in  a  message  from  the 
Crown.  In  considering  this  very  extensive 
subject,  their  Lordships  roust  take  into 
consideration  the  conduct  of  the  House  of 
Assembly,  of  the  Government,  of  the 
Colonial  Secretary,  and  of  ihp  -•-*-  -^ 
the  two  provinces  of  Cana'^" 
the  conduct  of  the  House 
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he  looked  for  a  justification  of  this  measure  | 
of  severity.  He  had  been  very  much  struck 
by  an  observation  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Brougham),  as  to  the  right 
which  Parliament  had  given  to  the  House 
of  Assembly,  and  yet,  on  the  first  occasion 
of  their  exercising  tliat  right,  proposing  to 
take  it  away  from  them.  Now,  he  could 
not  conceive  that  the  House  of  Assembly 
was  justified  in  availing  itself  of  an  unfor- 
tunate omission  of  imposing  conditions  in 
the  act  of  1831  —  an  omission  against 
which  the  noble  Duke  near  him  (the  Duke 
of  Wellington)  and  a  noble  Earl  now  no 
more,  but  who  had  been  at  the  head  of  the 
Colonial  department  for  many  years,  re- 
monstrated in  vain.  The  Assembly,  in  re- 
fusing supplies,  might  be  said  to  have  ex- 
ercised a  right  conferred  on  that  body. 
Upon  that  point  he  wished  to  state  his 
views.  The  different  branches  of  the 
legislature  had  different  powers.  Their 
use  was  to  keep  the  antagonist  principles 
in  a  proper  equilibrium.  If  one  of  those 
powers  were  allowed  to  preponderate,  the 
rights  and  discretion  of  the  rest  became  in- 
vaded. For,  notwithstanding  the  theories 
of  writers,  there  was  a  discretion  to  be 
exercised  by  prudent  men.  [The  noble 
Lord  then  proceeded  to  unfold  his  position, 
and  illustrated  it  by  extracts  from  Sir 
Heneage  Finch  and  other  writers.]  It 
was  in  that  way  the  Americans  proceeded 
before  going  further  in  obtaining  a  redress 
of  their  grievances.  The  House  of  As- 
sembly wanted  also  improvements  which 
they  wished  to  introduce.  One  of  these 
was  the  new  formation  of  the  Legislative 
Council.  How,  he  asked,  could  that 
change,  even  supposing  it  to  be  beneficial, 
which  he  (Lord  Mansfield)  did  not  believe 
— how  could  that  change  take  place  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  other  branch  of  the 
legislature  ?  If  it  was  an  improvement,  it 
could  only  be  eflfected  by  the  concurrence 
of  all  the  branches  of  the  Legislature. 
So  far,  however,  from  considering  it  an 
improvement,  it  would  be,  in  his  opinion, 
utterly  the  destruction  of  all  government. 
But  the  House  of  Assembly  had  gone 
further.  Not  only  did  they  endeavour  to 
effect  a  redress  of  grievances  by  refusing 
the  supplies,  but  they  refused  to  go  on 
with  the  regular  business  of  the  country  ; 
60  that  when  the  House  of  Assembly  was 
prorogued^  it  seemed  doubtful  whether 
there  had  been  a  session  or  not.  This 
was  an  important  doubt ;  for,  if  there  had 
been  a  Session,  certain  Acts  of  Parliament 


had  ceased  to  exist.     This  stoppage  of  the 
public  business    bad   been   characrterised 
even  by  the  loudest  advocates  of   libeia! 
measures  as  factious.     What    could    the 
Governor  do  ?     Was  he  to   call  a  dcw 
Assembly  ?      There    was   no    chance   of 
getting  a  new  Assembly  any    better  dis- 
posed.    When  there  was  a  declaration  of 
martial  law,  and  the  trial  by  jury,  the  right 
of  habeas  corpus  and  other  constitutiouaJ 
privileges  were  suspended.  Lord  Gosfbrd, 
could,   under  the  influence  of  the  excite- 
ment so  produced,   hope  for  do  sopporL 
The  Assembly,  he  was  afraid,  would  ralher 
vindicate  the  revolt,     than   support    the 
Governor.      He  stated  this   to  show  the 
reluctance  which  he  felt  to  take  away  the 
constitution.     His  opinions  were  derived 
from  those  with  whom  he  was  connected, 
whose  acts,  though  they  had  been  denoun- 
ced as  arbitrary  and  unconstitutional,  would 
be  found  to  terminate  in  substantial  benefit. 
Though  differing  from  her  Maje8ty*s  pre- 
sent Ministers,  as  well  as  from  former  ad* 
ministrations,  he  had  this  satisfactioih— 
that  he  never  advised  the  Assembly  ofthe 
province   to  persist    in   reiterating  their 
grievances  and  obtain  their  redress  by  a 
refusal  of  the  supplies.     He  now  wished  to 
make  some  remarks  upon  the  conduct  of 
her  Majesty's  Ministers.     He  must  say, 
that  although  he  had  been   a  Member  of 
Parliament  for  many  years,  he  had  never 
heard  charges  so  ably  stated,  and  ao  feebly 
refuted,   and,   he  might  say,  so   almost 
wholly    uncontradicted.      He   could  not 
help  contrasting  the  conduct  pursued  by 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen) 
and  that  pursued  by  her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters with  respect  to  the  appointment  of  a 
Governor.     His   noble  Friend    had  ap- 
pointed as  Governor  a  noble  Lord  of  great 
ability  and  great  knowledge  of  business, 
but  her  Majesty's  Ministers  had  sent  out 
three    Commissioners,    very    respectable 
persons  he  must  admit,    but  still  they 
agreed  to  differ  on  almost  every  subject 
that  came  before  them.     He  must  also  say 
that  the  conduct  of  her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters in  sending  out  the  resolutions  of  last 
year  without  founding  a  bill  upon  them, 
was  highly  censurable.     It  gave  rise  to  a 
suspicion   that  it  never  was  the  intention 
of  her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  accompany 
the  resolutions  with  abill.  And  here  he  most 
ask  what  were  the  intentions  of  her  Majes- 
ty's Ministers  ?  for  after  all  that  had  been 
said  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and 
after  the  dispatch  of  the  27th  of  May,  his 
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conviction  was,  that  no  bill  was  intended  to  * 
accompany  the  resolutions.      Such  a  sus- 
picion was  pretty  general  at  the  time,  and 
he   must  say,  that  the  result  had  shown 
til  at    it    was  a  very  good  guess.    There 
was  reason  to  suppose  that  this  suspicion 
liad  extended  to  Canada.     These  resolu- 
tions   which    were    so    well    calculated 
to     give    rise     to    much    dissatisfaction 
"were,      otherwise,      wholly     inoperative. 
They  must  irritate — they  could  not  recon- 
cile.    Coupled    as    they  were    with  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Bill  founded  on  them, 
in  consequence  of  the  approaching  disso- 
lution of  Parliament,  and   taken  likewise 
in  connexion  with  the  other  circumstances 
in  which  they  were  passed,  and  with  cer- 
tain events  which  followed  the  passing  of 
tliem,  coald  there  be  an  expectation  that 
llie  Canadians  could  believe  the  assertion 
that  a  measure  founded  on  the  resolutions 
would  be  persevered   in.     He  would  ask, 
also,  whether  it  would  not  have  some  effect 
on  the  people  of  Canada  when  they  per- 
ceived her  Majesty's  Ministers  taking  an 
active  part  in  supporting  a  particular  can- 
didate, one  of  the  household  having  pre- 
sided   over  the  committee  of   the    hon. 
Member,  who  was  one  of  the  most  deter- 
mined advocates  of  the  claims,  and    the 
justifier  of  the  conduct,   of  the  House  of 
Assembly,  and  this,  too,  in  opposition  to 
a  most  distinguished  officer  who  had  been 
colonial  secretary,  and  one  against  whom 
the  House  of  Assembly  complained  ?  This 
cenainly  was  an  indication  that  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  had  no  certainty  in  their 
actions.     Whether  this  was  a  just  infer- 
ence or  not  it   was  a  very  natural  one;  it 
might  afford  grounds  for  the  arguments  of 
agitators  who  were  endeavouring  to  keep 
the  people  of  Canada   under  a  delusion, 
and  it  certainly  had  not  been  refuted  by  the 
words  or  subsequent  acts  of  her  Majesty's 
Ministers.      The    noble    Earl    who    was 
about  to  proceed  to  Canada  was  instructed 
to  collect  the  opinions  of  the  people,  in 
order  to  enable  Parliament,  after  due  deli- 
beration, to  remedy  the  defects  in  the  con- 
stitution of  Canada.     It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  mission  of  the  noble  Earl  was 
something  like  throwing  the  settlement  of 
these  questions  into  Chancery  ;  it  was  like 
granting  a  lease  of  the  disputes.     He  did 
not  think  that  the   noble  Earl,  who   was 
going  to  Canada  to  complete  his  education, 
would  6nd,  when  he  had    been  there  a 
lime,  ihat  he  knew  more  than  at  present; 
bui  he  thought  that  Parliament  had  already 


knowledge  enough  of  the  case  to  legislate 
upon — and  he  would  ask  what  proof  was 
there  that  the  Canadians  would  resist  ? — 
and  to  frame  an  act  of  Parliament  here 
which  would  give  a  constitution  to  the 
people  of  Canada.  With  regard  to  the 
instructions  which  the  noble  Baron  pro- 
posed to  send  out  for  the  guidance  of  the 
noble  Earl  (Durham),  he  must  say,  that  it 
appeared  to  him  that  they  must  undergo 
very  considerable  alterations.  The  noble 
Earl  was  directed  to  bring  before  his  coun- 
cil certain  subjects  on  which  he  might 
require  their  advice  ;  also  the  10th  of  those 
resolutions  which  had  passed  that  House 
was  cited — namely,  *'  that  great  inconve- 
nience has  been  sustained  by  his  Majesty's 
subjects  inhabiting  the  provinces  of  Upper 
Canada  and  Lower  Canada  from  the  want 
of  some  adequate  means  for  regulating  and 
adjusting  questions  respecting  the  trade 
and  commerce  of  the  said  provinces,  and 
divers  other  questions  wherein  the  said 
provinces  have  a  common  interest,"  &c., 
and  the  question  in  debate  between  the 
provinces  was  stated  to  be  among  the  sub- 
jects which  the  noble  Earl  ought  to  bring 
before  the  council.  That  was  a  very  im- 
portant question ;  yet  he  did  not  know 
whether  the  noble  Earl  was  in  possession 
of  any  means  of  settling  it ;  but  it  seemed 
to  him  that  there  was  a  subject  of  very 
great  importance,  not  merely  with  reference 
to  the  trade  between  the  provinces,  but 
the  question  he  meant  was,  whether  it 
would  not  be  practicable  to  consolidate 
those  provinces — that  was  to  say,  to 
establish  a  complete  re-union  of  the  two, 
so  as  to  place  them  in  the  relation  to  one 
another  they  occupied  before  1791  ?  That 
he  thought  a  subject  well  worthy  of 
inquiry,  and  though  he  did  not  mean  to 
give  an  opinion  of  his  own  on  the  subject, 
he  begged  to  mention  that  he  bad  found 
on  perusal  of  the  debate  on  the  subject  in 
1822,  that  Sir  James  Mackintosh  made 
no  great  opposition  to  the  measure  then 
before  the  House  having  this  object,  but 
that  he  went  so  far  as  to  approve  of  it. 
He  would  also  make  a  few  observations 
with  regard  to  the  intentions  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  in  conjunction  with  this 
Bill.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  subject 
must  not  be  considered  by  itself.  As  to 
any  declaration  of  the  intentions  of  her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  he  had  not  been  able 
to  6nd  it  from  the  common  reports,  nor  to 
extract  it  from  the  speeches  that  had  been 
addressed   to  their  Lordships.     He  bad 
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listened    with  the  greatest  attention  last 
year  to  the  very  able  and  eloquent  speech 
of  the  noble  Baron  (Glenelg),  but  he  could 
not  find  any  positive  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject.    If  the  noble  Baron  had  one  he  had 
not  made  it  known.    When  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Brougham)  stated  his  views 
of  the  proportionate  advantages  and  dis- 
advantages of  holding  our  colonies,  the 
noble  Baron,  in  his  answer,  did  not  adopt 
or  refute   the  noble  and   learned  Lord's 
opinions.     He  thought  that  it  became  im- 
perative  on  her  Majesty's    Ministers    to 
declare   their  intentions  with    respect  to 
these  points,  and  to  state  whether  they 
intended  to  preserve  the  colonies  or  not. 
Advantages  were  derived  by  the  colony 
from  the  mother  country,  and  the  mother 
country    derived     advantages    from    the 
colony.     In   his   opinion  the  advantages 
were    reciprocal.     It  appeared   that   the 
colony  had  the  advantage  of  the  protection 
of  the  mother  country,  and  participated  in 
British  commerce  and   in   British   institu- 
tions.    The  mother  country,   on  the  other 
hand,  had  the  advantage  of  promoting  jts 
own   trade,  by  extending  its    own  com- 
merce, and  by    providing  for  emigrants 
from  this  country,    who  would  leave    it 
carrying   with  them  British  feelings  and 
British  predilections.     The    colony,    too, 
had  this  advantage,  of  not  paying  as  heavy 
taxes  for  the  protection  it  enjoyed  as  under 
other    combination    of   circumstances    it 
might  be  compelled  to  pay,  or  which  it 
would  be  obliged  to  contribute  if  it  were 
perhaps  in  a  state  of  independence.     The 
time  would  come  for  the  colony  to  separate 
from  the  mother  country.     But,  perhaps, 
that  separation  was  not  sought  for  merely 
in  those  quarters  of  Lower  Canada  which 
were  in  a  state  of  revolt ;  but  there  might 
be  the  same  feeling  also  prevailing  in  other 
parts  of  the  colony,  where  there  was  a 
greater  predilection  for  the  institutions  of 
America.     One  noble  Lord  had  alluded  to 
this    separation    in  terms   of    eloquence 
which  he  could  not   venture  to   imitate. 
That  noble  Lord  had    said,   that  a  time 
might  come  when   British  colonies  might 
wish   to  separate  from  them,  and  to  such 
colonies  they  could  say,   "  We  protected 
you  in  your  infancy,  we  have  given  to  you 
mstitutions  that  you  value,  but  still,  if  you 
wish    for    separation,    then    follow    that 
course  which  seems  best  adapted  for  your 
own  interests — pursue  that  line  which  you 
are   inclined   to  adopt,    and    may  fortune 
attend  you  ;  but  in  separating  from  us  you 


will  carry  with  you  the  recollections  cf 
the  great  men  of  England  ;  you  «iil 
remember  with  pride  how  they  have  dis- 
tinguished themselves  in  arts,  in  scieoce, 
and  in  learning;  with  yoti  %^e  are  U 
blood  perhaps  connected,  and  by  namt 
identified — farewell,  and  remember  if:* 
country  that  fostered  you  in  your  iDfancj. 

"  Jamque  vale  etmatiisserva  commnnis  honored." 

Such  might  be  theirlangaag^e,    bat  ttiev 
ought  not  to  provoke  that  separation.  Ther 
ought  not  to  take  the  impatience  of  control 
for  the  maturity  of  the  purpose  of  separation. 
But  this  he  must  say,  that   whenever  a 
separation  should  take  place  from    l\\o>e 
loyal  colonists,   it  ought    to    take    place 
under  circumstances   that    must    induce 
them  to  become  faithful  allies.     But  what 
he  said  with  respect  to  the  British  colonists 
did  not  apply  to  the  French  Canadrans. 
This  class  of  men  had  been  loyal  to  the 
French  King,  and  they  had  become  by 
conquest  subjects   to   this   coootiy,  and 
their  obedience  was  rather  to  be  hoked 
for  from  their  sense  of  honour  than  from 
their  regard  for  this  country;    fbt  nat« 
withstanding  their   predilection   for    old 
institutions,  and  their  being  free  from  the 
crimes  and  offences  of  the  French  revolu- 
tion, and  though  these  persons  were  under 
the  influence  of  strong  aristocratical  feel- 
ing, yet  their  antipathy  to   the   British 
drove  them  into  the  contrary  estreme,  and 
they  became  the  great  advocates  of  repub- 
licanism.    It  did  not  appear,  be  thought, 
that  they  were  inclined  to  an  union  with 
the  United  States,  as  they  could  not  ex- 
pect  any  advantage   from   that,  and    it 
was  most  probable  that  such  an  alliance 
would  lead  to  an  invasion  of  those  insti- 
tutions to  which  they  were  attached  ;  nor 
could   they  have   that    independence   to 
which  they  laid  claim.     It  was,   he  con- 
sidered, most  important  to  know  fVom  her 
Majesty's   ministers   whether    they    were 
determmed  upon  maintaining  the  control 
and    dominion   over   these   colonies;    or 
whether    they   meant    to   anticipate   the 
separation  taking  place  at  some  time,  if 
not  at  that  very  moment.     He  bad   no 
doubt  he  should  be  told,  that  thev  were 
determined  to  resist  separation*     Then  he 
n)ight  be  allowed  to  say,  that  when  they 
made  the  declaration  of  their  being  deter- 
mined to  maintain  a  control  over  the  co- 
lony, they  ought  to  evince  the  sincerity 
of  their  determination.     They  said   they 
would  maintain  their  dominion  oyer  the 


861 


Affairs  of  Canada, 


{Feb.  8} 


Affairs  of  Canada. 


862 


colony ;  and  yet  not  taking  every  means 
in   their  power  to  support  their  authority 
in  that  country,  and  maintaining  it,  too, 
against   any   invasion    that    might    take 
place,  was  a  proceeding  not  at  all  recon- 
cilable with  their  declaration.    The  noble 
Duke  had  stated  that  they  were  at  war, 
and  that  it  was  impossible  for  this  country 
to  carry  on  war  upon  a  small  scale.     He 
wished  to  know,  did  her  Majesty's  Min- 
isters adopt  that  maxim  ?     It  was  a  ques- 
tion which  every  one  asked  who  was  in- 
terested in  the  preservation  of  the  colony, 
and  to  which  every  one  wished  to  receive 
an  answer.     The  answer,  no  doubt,  that 
would   be   given  again  by  her   Mtijesty's 
Ministers  would  be  •*  Certainly  we  mean 
to  carry  on  war,  and  not  war  on  a  small 
scale."     But  then  came  the  definition  of 
the  noble   Duke  as  to  a  war;    and   the 
manner  in  which  it  ought  to  be  conducted 
— that  was,  by  as  great  a  force  being  sent 
there   as   the   resources  of    the    country 
would  allow.     This  was  both  a   military 
and  a  political  opinion  given  by  the  noble 
Duke,   and   he  confessed   he   had   great 
deference  for  that  noble  Duke,   both   in 
his  military  and  in  his  civil  capacity,  upon 
such  a  question.   The  question  then  came, 
if  a  large  force  was  to  be  sent^  whether 
it  was  to  be  sent  from  the  forces  in  this 
country,  or  at  its  command  now,  or  was 
it  to  be  sent  by  means  of  making  an  ad- 
dition to  the  army?   Fie  certainly  thought 
it  was  most  important  for  them  to  know 
whether  an  additional  force  was  to  be  sent 
to  Canada  by  increasing  the  army,  or  by 
taking  forces  from  this  country.     He  had 
heard  a  report  upon  this  subject  which  he 
considered  it  to  be  his  duty  to  mention. 
It  was,   that   the    noble   Earl  (the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland)  had  declared  that 
he  could  spare  a  considerable  force  from 
that  country.     He  did  not  know  whether 
in  making  such  an  offer  the  noble  Lord 
had  not  over  estimated  the  tranquillity  of 
that  country.     He  did  not  know  whether 
the 

'^  Dux  inquieti  lurbidus  Adris," 

he  who  had  the  province  of  settling,  as 
well  as  of  raising,  the  waves  of  civil  com- 
motion, was  so  inclined  that  the  troops 
could  with  safety  be  spared  from  Ireland. 
He  did  not  knovv  whether  that  same  per- 
son might  not  consider  the  time  of  their 
removal  a  convenient  time,  not  for  the 
commutalion,  but  for  the  total  abolition 
of  tiihes,   that  which  he  had  threatened 


their  Lordships  would  be  the  consequence 
of  their  rejection  of  the  former  Tithe  Com- 
mutation Bill;  a  threat,  too,  which  had 
been  reiterated  in  that  House,  or  if  not, 
distinctly  intimated  as  the  inevitable  con- 
sequence for  which  they  should  be  pre- 
pared. He  did  not  know  that  there  would 
be  either  prudence  or  wisdom  manifested 
in  the  withdrawal  of  that  force  from  Ire- 
land, even  if  recommended  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Lord -Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  If 
the  noble  Lord  recommended  the  removal 
of  the  troops  upon  the  ground  of  the  tran- 
quillity of  the  country,  he  could  reply,  that 
their  Lordships  might  see,  by  The  Gazette j 
specimens  of  that  tranquillity  which  it 
enjoyed.  It  showed,  at  the  same  time, 
the  tranquillity  that  existed,  and  the  dis- 
crimination of  the  noble  Lord  in  offering 
rewards  for  the  discovery  of  particular 
offences,  and  which  of  them  it  was  that 
he  most  anxiously  desired  to  be  brought 
to  justice.  It  was  his  opinion  that  Par- 
liament would  not  consent  to  a  reduction 
of  force  in  that  country.  Whether  that 
should  prove  to  be  so  or  not,  he  must  be 
allowed  to  say,  that  that  was  a  point 
which  must,  if  not  on  this  occasion,  yet 
very  speedily  at  least,  engage  the  attention 
of  their  Lordships.  In  the  remarks  he 
was  now  making,  nothing  could  be  further 
from  the  feelings  which  actuated  him  than 
the  spirit  of  party  virulence.  He  did  not 
pretend  to  represent  the  opinions  of  others, 
he  spoke  only  his  own ;  but  he  believed  a 
great  proportion  of  her  Majesty's  subjects, 
of  extensive  influence  and  large  landed 
and  other  property,  did  feel  there  was  a 
a  kind  of  incapacity  in  the  present  Mi- 
nisters of  the  Crown  from  which  they 
anxiously  desired  to  be  liberated.  He 
would  confess,  when  he  looked  at  the 
high  power  and  influence  of  the  noble 
Duke — power  and  influence  which  were 
never  greater  than  at  the  present  moment 
— he  could  not  help  sometimes  regretting 
that  that  noble  Duke  and  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  other  House  did  not 
take  more  active  measures  of  opposition  to 
the  Government.  In  moments  of  irritation 
and  disgust,  excited  by  the  feebleness  or 
irresolution  of  the  advisers  of  the  Crown, 
it  was  natural  that  he  should  lament  the 
absence  of  that  activity ;  but  that  had  led 
him  to  remember  that  those  who  were  to 
incur  no  responsibility  should  not  be  loo 
prompt  to  condemn.  But  something  might 
be  done  by  those  who  acted  with  those 
statesmen,  or  acted  on  the  same  general 
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principles  which  guided  them — not    by 
active  opposition  to  the  Administration, 
but  wherever  there  was  a  faihire  of  inten- 
tion or  an  infirmity  of  purpose  on  their 
part,  or  a  declaration  of  purpose  and  vacil- 
lation  in  carrying  it  into  effect,  by  passing 
resolutions  as  to  the  state  of  the  country 
and  the  colonies  as  they  might  seem  to  be 
called  for.    He  hoped  that  they  might  be 
extricated  from  the  ditiicuUies  that  now 
embarrassed  their  condition,  either  by  the 
introduction  of  a  measure  of  conciliation 
in  the  present  Session,  which  would  finally 
settle  all  disputes,  or,  if  the  contest  was 
to  continue,  by  conducting  the  war  upon 
that  extensive  scale  which  the  noble  Duke 
had  pointed  out — an  advice,  in  the  pro- 
priety of  which  he  believed  a  majority  of 
this   House,  and  probably  of  the    other 
House  of  Parliament,  agreed    with   him. 
But  there  remained  one  consideration-— 
whether    a    force   sufiiicient  to  hold  the 
country  could  in  the  mean  time  be  main- 
tained in  Canada  in  the  face  of  all  those 
difficulties  and  dangers  which  would  assail 
it.     There  was  an  uncertainty  and  hesi- 
tation about  the  proceedings  of  Ministers 
which  little  became  the  present  conjunc- 
ture \  and  if  there  were,  it  would  not  be 
expecting  to^  much  of  Parliament   that 
theyflRMnd  give  them  the  benefit  of  their 
advice  and  direction.    If  that  were  with- 
held, this  country  might  be  plunged  into 
difficulties  so  great,  that  even  if  the  pre- 
sent servants  of  the  Crown  were  to  make 
a  hurried  retreat  from  office,  and  more 
worthy  advisers  to  be  called  to  the  coun- 
cils of  their  Sovereign.     It  might  be  im- 
possible CO  extricate  our  affairs.    It  would 
then  be  impossible  to  attain  results  so  ad- 
vantageous as  might  now  be  attained  by 
passing  a  measure  of  conciliation — a  mea- 
sure that  would  settle  all  disputes — that 
would  protect  the  loyal  and  curb  only  the 
ill-disposed — but  he  was  confident  that  it 
was  only  by  pursuing  a  course  in  which 
firmness  was  united  with  conciliation,  that 
they  would  be  entitled  to  the  respect  of 
other  nations  and  the  gratitude  of  theirown. 
The  Marquess  of  La7i5(fbft;ne  said^  he  had 
taken  an  opportunity  of  rising  at  an  earlier 
period,  but  had  given  way  with  pleasure 
when  he  saw  the  noble    Earl  about  to 
address  their  Lordships,  the  more  readily 
that  he  did  not  mean  to  go  through  the 
various    topics  brought    forward    in    the 
course  of  this  discussion,    but  merely   to 
reply  to  the  only  observation  made  by  way 


of  objection    to    the  bill,  which  had  fil 
from  the  noble  Baron  opposite  ( Lord  L. 
borough).     Before  he  proceeded  to  di  i 
however,  he   vrould  notice  one  or  twc, 
those  the  most   material   points,  on  aL 
the  noble  Earl  who  had  just  sat  do^ii 
insisted.     In    the     first     place,    he   c!  . 
entirely   with    the    opinion   stated  by  : 
noble  Earl   in    the    commencement  of'. 
speech,  that  it  was  on  the  ground  of  ntr- 
sity  alone  that    this    bill   could  be  ruT- 
mended  to  their    Lordships.      He  cDnr. 
agreed  with  the    noble    EarJ,   that  ii  r. 
tained  a  destruction    of   the   constituti  c 
rights  of  the  Canadians,  to  which,  had  t:.w 
constitutional  rights    been  exercised  i :  . 
way  that   was  at   all  consistent,  he  myL 
not  say  with  the  safety  and  honour  of  th 
country,  but  with  the  safety  and  prospent? 
of  Canada  itself,  it  would  have  been  um.T 
impossible  for  their  Lordships  to  consen.. 
He  agreed  in  this  veith  the  noble  Eari,  ad 
he  thought  it  a  matter  of  compsraflw  ir- 
difference    whether     this      opinion    mtt 
declared,   as  was  once    proposed,  in  the 
preamble  of  the  bill,  a  mode  of  aifflcBtinjj 
It  afterwards    abandoned    in    com^ttme 
with  the  suggestions  of  others,  orcwoTej-eJ 
in  instructions    laid  on   the  table  of  t\a 
House,  or  made  the  subject,  as  the  nfk.i 
Earl  would  prefer,  of  a  direct  ro«^^ 
from  the  Crown,  or  expressed,  as  he  tbous^- 
would  be  far  the  most   deairaWe  p^.  * 
regarded  its  effect  on  the  colonies  and  cc 
foreign  states,  in  the  declaration  now  k- 
corded,  of  every  man  of  anj  oonsidenitior> 
in  all  parties  in   this  and   in   the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  includin^i  he  ^ 
glad  to  find,  the  noble  Earl  himself,  thit 
necessity  was  the  only  foundation  on  y^m 
the  bill  rested.     It  was  a  coroUuj  of  thut 
proposition  thus  stated,  and  it  was  evident 
at  the  same  time  from  the  langua^  of M^' 
who  recommended   this    measure  totlicir 
adoption,  that  when   the  necessity  ceased 
the  operation  of  the  bill  ought  also  to  c^- 
Far  from  its  being  the  object  of  this  bill  to 
eradicate  the    principles  of  constituti^^^ 
government  in   Canada,  its  object  was  to 
provide  for  the  re-establishment,  s^J*? 
earliest  period  consistent  with  the  a^^^     \ 
necessity    of   eliciting  the  opinion  «  toe 
Canadians,  of   a  government  adap^^  ^^ 
the  wants,  and  agreeable  to  the  fed* 
of  the  various  classes  of  the  population*  ^y 
the  earliest   period    which  that  v^^^^ 
would  allow,  they  would  he  prepaid .^ 
apply   their  minds,  so  assisted  and  M^°* 
structed,  to  the  establishment  of  >  ''*^      \ 
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constitution  which  would  work,  re))lacinga 
free  constitution  which  did  not  work,  and 
-which  they  had  evidence  on  the  table  to 
show  could  never  work  satisfactorily.     The 
noble  Earl  having  stated  this  doctrine,  in 
which  he  entirely  coincided,  had  proceed 
to  put  what  he  no  doubt  considered  to  be  an 
important    question,    judging     frora    the 
earnestness  of  the  noble  Earl's  manner  and 
the  length  of  the  statement   into  which  he 
had  entered — a  question  to  which  he  should 
have  no  difficulty  in  replying — whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  Goveniment  to  retain 
possession  of  the  colonies.     Without  hesita- 
tion he  answered  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  Government   to  preserve  the  colonies, 
nor  did  he  know  anything  that  had  fallen 
from  the  lips  of  any  of  his  noble  Friends 
which  could   admit  of  any  doubt  on  the 
subject.     It  did   so  happen,    if  the  noble 
Earl's  suspicions  were  to  be  awakened  with 
resj^ect  to  the  possibility  of  a  separation  of 
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volving  in  the  obligation  future  Govcrn- 
raents>  by  which  they  would  be  required 
to  dissolve  the  connexion  with  a  colony 
when  it  should  attain  a  precise  amount  of 
population,  of  commerce,  or  of  revenue. 
The  noble  Baron  opposite,  quoting  an  ex- 
pression employed  by  the  noble  Duke  in  a 
work  from  which  he  might  well  borrow, 
inasmuch  as  it  was  replete  with  maxims  of 
the  soundest  practical  wisdom,  derived  from 
a  series  of  most  important  events — nn  ex- 
pression used  in  one  of  the  noble  Duke's 
desj)atchcs,  had  said,  that  it  might  now  be 
desirable  in  Canada,  as  it  had  once  been  ap- 
prehended in  the  Peninsula,  to  go  out  when 
you  could,  like  a  gentleman,  through  the 
hall-door.  He  could  only  say  he  did  not 
think  the  occasion  did  now  exist,  or  had 
yet  existed,  in  which  the  hall-door  was 
thrown  open  for  them  to  make  an  honora- 
ble retreat.  On  the  contrary,  he  main- 
tained that  their  condition  in  Canada  was 
the  colonies  from  the  mother  country,  it  must  I  such  as  to  exclude  them  from  making  such 


be  not  by  any  opinions  stated  on  that  side 
of  the  House,  but    by  opinions  expressed 
on  the  side    on    which   his   noble  Friend 
himself  sat.     No  person  on  the  Ministerial 
side  had  ventured  to  designate  any  period 
at  which  a  separation  could  advantageously, 
take  place ;  and  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl 
of  Marisfield)  at  the  moment  that  he  de- 
clared it  was  the  tendency  of  all  colonies 
in  their  progress  to  prosperity  to  attain  a 
state   in  which,  from  the  development  of 
their    resources,    a    connexion    with    the 
mother   country  would   be  no  longer  de- 
sirable, distinctly  affirmed  that  no  reason- 
able man  could  at   present  point  out,    or 
even  anticipate,  the  time  at  which  it  would 
arrive.    Why,  then,  did  his  noble  Friend  ask 
if  Ministers  now  anticipated  such  a  period  } 
Most  clearly  it  would  be  inconsistent  with 
their  duty  to  act  on  the  belief  that  there 
was  any   such  definite  time,  though  un- 
doubtedly they  might  participate  with  the 
noble  Baron  opposite,  the  noble  Earl,  find, 
in  fact,  with  every  man  who  contemplated 
the  progress  of  civilization  and  the  advance- 
ment of  nations,  in  the  sup]>osition  that  there 
was  a  possible  state  of  things  in  which  such 
a  separation  might  take  place  with  benefit 
both  to  the  mother  country  and  the  colony, 
as  it  bad  taken  place  he  was  ready  to  ad- 
mit, beneficially   for   both   parties  in   the 
case  of  the  United  States.     He  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne)  was  not  prepared  with 
any  theory   on    this  subject ;  he  did   not 
suppose  the  noble  Earl  could  mean  to  call 
on  Ministers  to  lay  down  any  theory  bind- 
ing themselves — binding  Parliament — in- 
VOL.  XL.    {JS-} 


a  retreat.   He,  for  one,  was  not  prepared  to 
make  it ;  he   would  not  advise   its   being 
made  ;  and  so  long  as   the  honour  of  her 
Majesty  and   of  this  empire  demanded  it, 
no  effort  on  his  part  would  be  wanting  to 
prevent  it.  It  would  be  disgraceful  to  the 
country  to  abandon  to  themselves  the  po- 
pulation   of  h^r   colonies  at    the    present 
crisis.     The  theory  of  the  advocates  of  se- 
paration, as  far  as  it  had  been  laid  down, 
supposed  that    the  people   of    the   colony 
were  themselves  favourable  to  a  dissolution 
of  the  connexion  with  the  mother  country. 
But  there  was  the  strongest  evidence   that 
the  feeling  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
Canadians,  not  the  British  party  alone,  but 
the  French  party  themselves,  were  strongly 
opposed  to  the  separaticm.     Many  of  those 
who  had  taken   part  in    the   discussions  in 
the  other  House  had  argued  that  the  inha- 
bitants of  Canada  were  unanimously  eager 
for  a  separation  ;  but   he  was  fully  con- 
vinced that  those  who  cherished  that  wish 
formed  but  an  inconsiderable  section  of  the 
population.       If  it  were    required    to  put 
forward   any  justification   for  that    vvhirh 
had  been  termed  a  spirit  of  hesiiaiion  and 
delay     in    conducting    those    pn^ceefiiniL'S 
it  was,    that    that    apparent    delay     was 
caused  bv    a   reluctance   to  have  rcei  i:r>e 
to  measures    of   constraint    and    violeiue. 
The     manifestation     of     that    relurfjTicc 
had    been    attended,    he    vv.?s   ]icrsui(k'd, 
with  a  vcrv  beneficial  eflfict  in  convincin*^ 
the  great  pmportion  of  the  Canadians  that 
there  was  no    desire  on    the    part    of  tl.r- 
Queen's  f  .'ov.Tnnient,  but  on  the  unttrarv, 
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the  greatest  unwillingness,  to  depart  from 
a  system  of  constitutional  government,  and 
that  evils  of  every  kind,  even  those  attend- 
ant on  delay,  would  be  encountered  rallier 
than  they  should  incur  the  false  impufeition 
of  seeking  an  opportunity  to  overturn  the 
constitution  of  the  colony.  He  repeated, 
that  the  policy  of  Government  had  been 
attended  with  the  very  best  effects  ;  and 
that  the  moral  interests  of  the  Frencli  po- 
])ulation  of  Canada  had  been  in  a  great 
degree  detached  from  those  of  the  agitators, 
who  had  made  an  exhibition  that  he  trusted 
would  be  followed  by  the  subversion  of  any 
influence  they  might  chance  to  have  ])os- 
sesscd.  Almost  all  the  respectable  part  of  the 
French  population  had  for  the  last  two  or 
three  years  kept  aloof  from  the  proceedings 
of  the  agitators,  and  had  shown  increasing 
attachment  to  the  throne  of  Britain.  It  hail 
been  most  justly  said,  that  it  was  desirable, 
before  passing  a  final  judgment  on 
the  l)ill,  to  be  possessed  of  the  latest  ac- 
counts from  the  province,  and  he  was 
happy  to  say  that  these  accounts  stated  that 
address  after  address  was  pouring  in  from 
the  French  population,  who  had  taken  no 
part  in  the  revolt,  expressive  of  their 
loyal  devotion  to  the  Queen*a  Govern- 
ment., and  their  abhorence  of  those  arts  by 
which  the  agitators  had  i;Gtiuced  a  portion 
of  their  ignorant  countrymen  to  join  the 
ranks  of  rebellion.  He  stated,  then,  most 
distinctly,  that  it  was  the  determination  of 
the  Queen's  Government  to  uphold  British 
connexion,  but  the  noble  Earl  was  not 
satisfied  with  this,  he  demanded  to  know, 
whether  it  was  their  intention  to  use  the 
means  to  carry  this  determination  into 
eflTect.  He  had  as  little  hesitation  in 
answering  this  question  as  the  other.  Un- 
doubtedly it  was  the  intention  of  Govern- 
ment to  use  all  the  means  that  were  neces- 
sary for  the  purpose  of  giving  full  effect  to 
their  determination.  They  believed  that 
they  hacL  those  means  at  their  disposal  j  but 
if  they  should  prove  to  be  mistaken,  they 
would  with  c(mfidence  apply  to  Parliament 
to  grant  them  the  means,  in  the  certainty 
that  Parliament  would  not  refuse  to  grant 
to  the  advisers  of  the  Crown,  whether  those 
who  now  discharged  that  high  duty,  or 
those  whom  the  noble  Earl  opposite  wished 
to  see  substituted  in  their  places,  the  means 
of  carrying  on  the  contest  on  a  scale  coni- 
niensurate  with  its  importance,  and  with 
its  probable  effects  on  the  disposition  of 
other  nations  towards  us,  for  the  jjurix^se 
of  vindicating  the  honour  of  (ireat  Britain, 
and  of  telling  America   ^mX  Europe  that, 


if  there  ever  should  happen  a  severance  of 
the  connexion  between  this  country  and  its 
North  American  colonies,  it  should  be 
wished  for,  and  fairly  agreed  on  by  both 
parties,  and  not  rendered  degrading  to  the 
mother  country  by  being  forced  on  her  by 
the  violence  of  a  paltry  faction,  or  the 
armed  hand  of  rebellion.  He  thought  he 
had  now  answered  the  questions  of  the 
noble  Earl.  He  would  not  follow  the 
noble  Lord  into  those  parts  of  his  speech 
in  which  he  had  adverted  to  the  conduct 
of  his  noble  Friend.  He  would  revert  to 
the  purpose  for  which  he  rose  originally — 
namely,  to  notice  the  objection  which  I  lie 
noble  Baron  (Ellen borough)  had  made  to 
the  Bill.  That  objection  was,  that,  whereas 
he  considered  it  to  be  desirable  to  leave  to 
the  Earl  of  Durham,  as  Governor  of 
Canada,  discretion  to  act  with  the  House 
of  Assembly  as  he  thought  fitting  on  his 
arrival  in  that  colony,  this  Bill  absolutely 
deprived  that  noble  Earl  of  any  such  dis- 
cretion. Now,  he  thought  that  one  of  the 
great  advantages  of  this  Bill  was,  that  it 
did  not  leave  to  his  noble  Friend  any 
such  discretion.  He  thought  it  desirable 
that  a  change  should  be  made  in  the  con- 
stitution of  that  colony,  and  he  should  be 
sorry  to  throw  upon  his  noble  Friend  the 
odium  which  would  be  attached  to  him  if 
he  refused  to  convene  the  House  of  As- 
sembly when  he  had  the  power  to  do  so. 
Moreover,  he  thought  that  the  ]iower  of 
patching  up  that  constitution,  which  had 
proved  an  entire  failure,  should  not  be  left 
either  to  the  House  of  Assembly  or  to  his 
noble  Friend.  He  bad  no  hesitation  in 
answering  the  questi(m  which  had  been  put 
to  him  by  his  noble  Friend,  and  to  say,  tliat 
his  object  was  to  hasten  the  period  of  the 
separation  of  the  cohniy  from  the  mother 
C(.untry,  in  the  sense  given  to  the  words  by 
his  noble  Friend  on  the  opposite  benches — 
naijiely,  that  whatever  was  done  by  Eng- 
land to  promote  the  liberty,  advance  the 
interest,  create  the  prosperity,  and  cement 
the  happiness  of  the  colony, did  in  its  inevit- 
able tendency  hasten  the  period  when  the 
colony  must  of  necessity  become  inde|wn- 
dcnt.  In  no  other  sense  ought  the  Govern- 
ment of  England  to  promote  the  separation 
of  her  colonies  from  her  authority  and  pro- 
tection. In  that  sense  the  duty  which  his 
noble  Friend,  the  Earl  of  Durham,  would 
have  to  discharge  in  Canada,  would  be  to 
see  how  far  he  could  reconcile  the  enmities 
which  had  sprung  up  out  of  the  dissi-ntion^ 
which  had  unfortunately  prevailed  for  the 
last  ten  years — how  far  he  could  conciliate 
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tliose  differences  of    race    and  language^ 
iwliich  at  present  rendered  any  attempt  to 
erect  the  colony  into  an  independent  state 
undesirable  for  its  own  tranquillity,   and 
lio\^*   far  he  could   bring    together   those 
agricultural  and  commercial  interests  which 
iwere   now    opposed   to    each    other,  but 
^vhicb   he  believed   to    be  in  Canada^  as 
elsewhere,  inseparably   blended  and    con- 
nected  with   each   other.     He  would  not 
trespass  further  upon  the  attention  of  their 
Lordships T— he  would  not   enter  into  the 
refutation  of  the  long  series  of  misrepre- 
sentations which  had  been  made  at  their 
bar  on  a  former  evening   by  the  learned 
l^cntleman  who  had  addressed  them  at  so 
much  length,  though  there  was  one  of  that 
learned  gen tleman*s  assertions  with  respect 
to  a  right  hon.  Friend  of  his  in  the  other 
House   of  Parliament  to   which    he    was 
desirous  of  giving  a  distinct  denial.     "  1 
beg  leave,"  said  the  noble  Marquess,  '^  to 
state   distinctly,    that   every   single    word 
which   fell  from  the  learned  gentleman, 
respecting  the  conduct  and  observations  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  on  the  occasion  to 
which    he   so  pointedly   adverted,  is    not 
founded  in  fact,  and   that   the  statement 
which    the   learned    gentleman   made     to 
your  Lordships  from  the  bar  must  have 
proceeded  from  an  entire  want  of  recollec- 
tion of  everything  that  really  did  occur.  If 
I  were  to  go  into  a  statement  of  what  my 
right  hon.  Friend  assures  me  that  he  did 
say,  I  could  show  your  Lordships,  that  the 
statement  was  supported  to  its  letter,  not 
only  by   the  s})eeches,   but   also    by   the 
writings,  of  the  learned  gentleman  himself. 
I  am  ready,  when  the  occasion   arises,  to 
enter  into  such  a  discussion ;  but  at  this 
late  hour,  as  the  subject  has  not  been  re- 
ferred to  in  the  course  of  the  debate,   I 
think  it  unnecessary  to  enter  upon  a  subject 
with  which  J  admit  that  it  has  no  neces- 
sary   connexion."     The    noble    Marquess 
concluded  by    stating,    that   he  gave  his 
cordial  support  to  the  present  fiill. 

Lord  Brougham^  when  he  reflected  on 
his  position  in  this  House  during  the  former 
stages  of  thift  bill,  and  compared  it  with 
the  altered  position  in  which  to-night  be 
found  himself,  to  observe  the  contrast  be- 
tween the  two  was  remarkably  encouraging 
and  pleasing  to  him.  He  no  longer  could 
be  said  to  stand  here  alone  to  denounce 
this  measure.  He  no  longer  could  be 
complained  of  as  being  left  unsupported 
on  all  hands  in  his  opposition  to  this  bill 
of  tyranny  and  injustice.  He  no  longer 
stood   up  among  their  Lordships  to  have 


levelled   at  him — sometimes   the    lighter 
missives  of  sarcasm  and  taunt — sometimes 
the  heavier  artillery  of  statement  (hough 
seldom  indeed  anything    approaching   to 
argument.     He  no  longer  stood  there  to 
have    all   those  matters  launched  at  his 
single  and  unsupported  head  ;  but  he  Uml 
the  gratification    to     know    that  he  had 
lived  to  see  truth  making  its  way,  and  to 
find    himself  supported    by  some    of  the 
most  respectable  members  of  their  Lord- 
ships* House,  in  what  he  former ly  should 
have  reckoned  in  that  House  as  it  almost 
universally  was   out  of  doors  and  in  the 
other  House    of    Parliament,    the    most 
hopeless  part  of  his  whole  views.     And  if 
to  be  supported  in  his  views,  if  to  find  an 
advocate  to  back  and  stand  up  for  consti- 
tutional privileges,  were  grateful  to  him — 
as  it  was  to  find  himself  supported  on  those 
principles — how  much  must  his  gratifica- 
tion be  heightened  when   he  found  that, 
besides   the  respectability   of  those   sup- 
porters in  point  of  talents,  experience,  and 
character    in  that  House,    who   had   la- 
mented, as  the  one  did,  the  unconstitu- 
tional and  arbitrarynatureof  this  measure, 
and   as  another  did,  who    actually    an- 
nounced his  determination  to  vote  against 
it  for  its  injustice — those  two  descended 
from  and  bore  the  honoured  names  of  two 
of  the  greatest  luminaries  of  the  law — the 
greatest,  perhaps,  in  the  administration  of 
justice  that  this  country  ever  produced, 
and  who  had   left  to  their  descendants  a 
prouder   inheritance   than  the  titles  they 
won    for  themselves  and   bequeathed    to 
them,    viz.,  their  own  unextinguishable 
love  of  the  liberties  of  their  country  and 
adherence  to  its  laws,  and  abhorrence  of 
their  violation.  He  might  well  feel  pleased 
with  that  change  in  his  present  position, 
for  he  could  no  longer  be  denounced  as  a 
partisan,  an  encourager  of  rebellion,  and 
taking  the  part  of  the  revolters.     He  had 
even  been  designated  by  a  pretty  plain  in- 
dication;  as  like  Catiline,  for  that  he  had 
rushed  out  of  the  House  as  that  ancient 
senator  had  done,  for  that  he  had  rushed 
out  of  the  House  as  that  Roman  senator 
did  after  he   had  delivered  himself  of  a 
long,  and  apparently,  by  its  effects,  a  not 
unforeseen    oration,    against     the     Lord 
Glenelg    of  that    time.       He    admitted 
that    the    comparison    was    not     to    be 
carried  fully  out — Ihere  was  not  another 
such  as  the  noble  Lord  ;  but  if  he  had  not 
a  companion  in  these  ()roceeding8  to  the 
wholeextent  towhich  the  likeness  mightha  ve 
2F2 
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been  borne,  the  comparison  was  good  in 
the  most  essential  and  important  particular 
—  that  of  obJectin[^  to  the  gross  injustice 
of  this  measure — a  measure  wliich  out- 
raged every  principle  of  justice — punish- 
ing the  innocent  with  the  guihy — making 
no  distinction  between  the  wrong-doer 
and  those  who  had  aided  in  repelling  that 
wrong-doer— subjecting  the  whole  pro- 
vince to  the  loss  of  their  liberties  because 
a  few  parishes  in  a  single  county  had 
attempted  an  unsuccessful  rebellion — thus 
punishing  as  well  those  who,  instead  of 
revolting,  alone  enabled  the  Government 
to  put  that  revolt  down,  without  whose 
aid  they  never  would  have  succeeded  in 
putting  down  the  revolt — punishing  them 
with  the  same  loss  of  their  liberties  which 
it  was  said  the  Legislature  had  a  right, 
with,  as  it  was  called,  a  just  severity,  to 
inflict  on  the  rebels  themselves.  Now, 
he  was  told,  that  the  delays  which  had 
marked  this  proceeding,  begun  as  it  was 
in  the  month  of  last  March,  and  con- 
tinued as  it  was  by  slow  stages,  first 
through  the  month  of  April,  then  through 
that  of  May,  then  through  that  of  June, 
and  then  through  all  the  months  of  the 
last  year ;  now  he  was  told  that  those 
delays  were  not  accidental,  as  some  had 
asserted  —  were  not  unintentional,  as 
others  had  supposed — did  not  arise  from 
want  of  vigour  and  activity,  as  a  third 
party  had  contended,  and  did  not  ema- 
nate, as  a  fourth  party  insinuated,  from 
an  inveterate  habit  of  wavering  and  in- 
firmity of  purpose.  No,  it  was  all  de- 
sign— it  was  all  virtue — it  was  all  system 
— it  was  all  that  natural  but  invincible  re- 
pugnance which  the  firamers  of  this  mea- 
sure had  to  entering  upon  a  course  which 
might  be  understood  to  savour  of  strong 
measures,  of  harsh  measures,  of  uncon- 
stitutional measures,  of  measures  of 
severity  towards  the  colonies — it  was  all 
a  reluctance  to  intrench  on  the  privileges 
of  the  colonists,  and  to  suspend  their 
legitimate  constitutional  rights.  The 
longer  one  lived  the  more  one  wondered. 
It  was  just  in  the  verge  of  probability  that 
those  who  impeached  and  those  who 
defended  this  measure — friend  and  foe 
— combatant,  by-stander,  and  looker-on, 
were  all  deceived  and  misled  as  to  the 
intentions  with  which  her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters had  propounded  it.  Instead  of  a 
fault,  the  bill  might  be  a  perfertion — 
instead  of  l)eing  arbitrary  and  oppressive, 
it  might  be  that  it  was  a  mild,  wise,  and 


just  policy  which  dictated  the  present  con- 
duct of  the  administration.      Was  it  sc  ' 
It  would  be  odd,  if  it  were  true.     Cxi- 
tainly  nobody  could  have  suspected  ir,  ar^: 
if  his  noble  Friend,  the  Secretary  of  tLe 
Colonies,  had  not  given  the  weight  of  h? 
great  name  and  his  high  authority  to  tlK 
assertion,  he  should  have  been  disposed  u 
say,  and  he  meant  to  say  nothing  barsb — 
that  it  was  utterly  impossible  for  any  mar. 
of  common  sense  to  credit  it.     He  woa.i 
venture  to  predict  th:it  the  whole  proceed- 
ing would  be  continued  in  the  same  si\ie 
in  which  it   had  commenced.      If  it  wt  re 
reluctance    that    was   shown    in    the    be- 
ginning, their   Lordship:$    might   dei-^end 
upon  it  that   they  would  find  the   sime 
reluctance  continued   to   the   end.      But 
the  fact  was,  that  on  the  part  of  Ministers 
there   had   been   no   reluctance    to   pass 
those  resolutions.     They  rushed  into  the 
thick  of  the  matter  on  the  6th  of  March. 
The  time  for  their  reluctance  was  when 
all  the   mischief  was  done.      Tbey  had 
applied    a   vigorous    promptitude    to    a 
wrong  part  of  the   proceeding.    As  he 
had  said  three  weeks  ago,  they  were  rash 
when   they  ought  to  have    deliberated; 
but  mighty  slow,   when   they   ought  to 
have  rushed  into  action.     Still  be  would 
predict  from  all  that  had  recently  traos- 
pired,  that  there  would  be  the  same  re- 
luctance in  executing,  as  there  bad  been 
in  framing,  their  plan.     How  could  it  be 
otherwise?     Were  the  men  of  constitu- 
tional  principles  who  were   so  slow  and 
reluctant  in  bringing  in  their  bill  likely 
to  be  not  slow  in  sending  out  their  bayo- 
nets to  Canada  to  carry  it  into  efiect,  by 
putting  down  the  constitution  and  taking 
the  money  of  the  colonists?     He  asked 
now,  as  he  had  asked  three  weeks  ago, 
how  it  happened,  if  it  were  ^necessary  to 
send  out  a  dictator  to  destroy  the  constitu- 
tion of  Lower  Canada  because  some  few 
parishes  in  it  had  revolted  unsuccessfully , 
that  instead  of  going  immediately,  then 
noble  emissary  delayed  so  long  in  faring 
forth  to  the  place  of  his  destination,  as 
if  rebellion  looked  to  the  almanack,  as 
if  state  affairs  depended  on  the  baroroeter, 
and  as  if  hostilities  ceased,  as  in  times  of 
old,  at    the  commencement  of  the  fir>t 
frost,  and  were  not  to   be  resumed  till 
the  appearance  of  the  second  or  third 
swallow  ?     As  this  observance  bad  loni^ 
been  dispensed  with   in   modern  war,  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  conceive  how  it  hap|)enfd 
that  the  noble  Earl  was  not  to  get  iho 
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seal   of  his  government  till  the  month  of 
April.     If  his  noble  employers  felt  con- 
stitutional qualms  about  suspending  the 
constitution  of  Lower  Canada,  how  much 
greater  must  be  the  constitutional  qualms 
of  their  noble  emissary,  whose  language 
bad    always   been    more   vehement    than 
theirs  in  support  of  popular  rights  and 
privileges?     It  was  as  plain  as  a  parish 
church  that   the  reluctance  in   him   was 
much  greater  than  in  those  who  framed 
the  measure.  He  could  not  be  persuaded  to 
go  till  he  had  tarried  so  long  as  to  satisfy  the 
people  of  Canada  of  his  extreme  reluctance 
to   undertake  the  mission,  so  that  when 
he  arrived  there  he  should  have  made  it 
manifest  to  all  mankind  in  that  province 
thmi  his  consent  had  been  wrung  from  him 
like  drops  of  blood  to  administer  an  un- 
coBistitutional  measure,  and  for  a  harsh 
an<l  tyrannical  purpose.     He  would  now 
return   to   the  short    point   which   alone 
retnained     for    discussion.       His     noble 
Friend    who    had   been   listened     to,    as 
he   always  was  in  proportion  as  he  de- 
served to  be  on  all  subjects,  but  on  no 
subject  was  he  more  deserving  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  than  this — his  noble 
Friend,  the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  dif- 
fered from  the  noble  Baron   fitting  near 
him  in  his  opinion  as  to  the  course  which 
ought   to   be  taken   with   a  view  to  the 
common  object  of  settling  these  important 
matters  of  diflTerence,  and  accomplishing 
peace.     He  differed  in  this ;    it  was  his 
noble  Friend's  opinion  that  the  differences 
could  not  be  settled  here,  but  that  they 
must  be  arranged  and  settled  in  Canada. 
Did  not  his  noble  Friend  perceive  that, 
though  his  opinion  might  be  sound  in  itself, 
it  was  no  argument  in  defence  of  the  pre- 
sent bill?  His  noble  Friend  was  supposing 
— if  he  did  mean  to  use  that  argument  as 
a  defence  of  the  measure — ^that  the  pre- 
sent bill  gave  the  noble  Earl  no  power  of 
supplying    the    measure    that  might  be 
necessary  to  an  arrangement.     The  bill 
gave  no  such  power;    it   did    not  even 
point  towards  that  direction  of  the  com- 
pass:   it  pointed  in   a  totally   different 
direction.     It  pointed  not  to  settlement, 
but  to  inquiry — to   non-settlement    and 
delay ;  it  pointed,  therefore,  towards  the 
very  opposite  direction  of  the   compass. 
Instead  of  sending  out  Lord  Durham  to 
settle  the  question,  the  effect  of  his  powers 
would  be,  if  possible,  to  render  it  more 
unsettled  than  it  now  was ;    instead   of 
lending  him  OMt  to  make  ^n  end  of  these 


disputes,  the  effect  would  be,  at  best,  to 
leave  them  as  he  found  them.  Whatever 
new  powers  he  possessed  would  be  not 
only  unauthorised  by  the  act,  but  contrary 
to  the  act.  His  instructions  were — in- 
quire, inquire,  inquire — report,  report, 
report.  It  was  one  thing,  therefore,  to 
ask  him  to  agree  with  his  noble  Friend, 
who  wanted  an  emissary  with  full  powers 
to  settle  the  dispute  on  the  spot — for  he 
said  the  dispute  should  be  settled  on  tlie 
spot,  not  here— and  quite  another  thing 
to  call  upon  him  to  approve  of  this  bill, 
which  gave  no  such  powers,  which  tied  up 
the  hands,  and  which  rendered  it  totally 
impracticable  for  him,  unless  he  violated 
the  instructions  given  by  the  act,  to  settle 
any  of  the  questions  or  smooth  in  any 
manner  or  way  the  thorny  difficulties 
which  beset  them.  It  was  the  mere  in- 
efficacy  of  this  plan,  the  utter  discrepancy 
which  existed  between  the  powers  of  the 
bill  and  the  object  to  be  accomplished,  of 
which  he  had  complained  when  he  last 
entered  upon  this  painful  and  he  feared 
hopeless  discussion.  In  order  to  make 
an  end  of  the  dispute,  even  on  the  princi- 
ple of  his  noble  Friend  opposite — in  order 
to^  the  possibility  of  getting  the  question 
settled  amicably  and  satisfactorily  to  both 
sides  of  the  water,  it  was  necessary  they 
should  send  a  governor  or  negociator,  with 
full  powers  not  only  to  treat,  but  to  grant 
as  well  as  treat :  but  here  they  were  hardly 
giving  even  power  to  treat ;  they  had  told 
Lord  Durham  to  inquire ;  and  also  com- 
paring the  speech  of  his  noble  Friend,  the 
Colonial  Secretary,  with  the  bill  itself, 
they  had  disclosed  what  were  their  notions 
as  to  the  speediness  with  which  the  pre- 
scribed course  being  pursued,  a  settlement 
should  be  arrived  at.  How  long  did  the 
bill  say  Lord  Durham  should  be  there  for 
the  purpose  of  completing  the  inquiry  ? 
Two  years.  Two  years,  therefore,  accord- 
ing to  the  framers  of  this  measure,  during 
which  inquiry  should  last ;  and  until  the 
end  of  those  two  years,  the  Legislature  of 
the  mother  country,  which  could  alone 
adjust  the  question,  was  to  be  understood 
not  in  a  capacity  to  settle  it.  [Lord  Gle- 
nelg :  Two  years  is  the  maximum.]  The 
noble  Lord  said  two  years  was  to  be  the 
maximum f  but  when  he  recollected  the 
constitutional  repugnance  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  all  harsh  proceedings,  as  displayed 
through  the  whole  of  these  proceedings, 
he  could  not  but  think,  that  the  maximum 
aod  minimum  were  likely  to  be  coincident 
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quanlilica.  He  asked,  in  common  justice 
and  consistency,  why  should  they  punish 
a  whole  people  for  the  oflRences  or  errors 
of  a  few  ?  It  was  perfectly«evident,  that 
the  Executive  Council  contemplated  no 
such  measure  as  this — that  was  demon- 
strable by  the  quotation  which  had  been 
read  by  the  noble  Baron.  Was  the  bill, 
then,  likely  to  work  the  purposes  of  con- 
ciliation ?  That  question  was  answered 
already.  Whatever  information  Govern- 
ment mij^ht  wish  to  have— whatever  fur- 
iher  knowledge  they  might  desire  to 
obtain  by  the  intervention  of  Lord  Dur- 
ham for  two  years  or  two  months  on  this 
head,  no  further  inquiry,  no  further  know- 
led>;c,  was  necessary  upon  this  point. 
Unhappily  ihey  knew  the  cHecls  this 
bill  would  produce  from  the  circuuLstances 
attendinrr  the  resolutions  of  last  Session, 
if  resolutions  taking  the  power  of  the 
purse,  seizing  on  the  strong  chest,  and 
spoliating  the  money  of  the  Canadians, 
because  liiey  in  the  exercise  of  rights 
which  we  had  given  them  refused  to  give 
it  np  voluntarily  themselves — if  resolu- 
tions leaving  the  right  in  ail  other  cascii  — 
leaving  entire  and  untouched  the  whole 
constitution  of  1791 — leaving  it  as  amend- 
ed in  1831 — if  those  resolutions  produced 
first  discontent,  then  disaffection,  then 
revolt,  then  actual  rebellion, — (and  who 
was  bold  enough  to  deny  that  all  these 
had  been  tlie  consequences  of  those  resolu- 
tions —  resolutions  harmless,  compared 
with  this  bill — mere  water  compared  with 
the  bitter  dtugged  potion  they  were  now 
commending  to  the  same  lips?) — who,  he 
asked,  would  doubt  that  this  bill,  follow- 
ing up  those  resolutions,  carrying  them 
ten  thousand  times  further,  adding  to 
those  resolutions,  bad  as  they  were,  an 
at'tual  aboliti  n  of  the  constitution  and  the 
substitution  of  a  despotism  in  its  room, 
sent  out  to  them  by  a  dictator  to  rule  over 
the  Canadian  people,  without  one  single 
representative,  without  check  or  control 
wiihin  the  body  of  the  colony  itself — good 
(vod  I  did  any  man  profess  to  be  sanguine 
enough,  or  pretend  to  be  unthinking 
enough,  to  hesitate  for  one  moment  in  the 
conviction,  that  if  the  former  resolutions 
hud  occasioned  revolt,  the  present  bill — 
he  used  no  harsh  language,  he  purposely 
avoided  prophecy- -would,  at  all  events, 
not  be  found  to  pour  balm  into  the  wound 
which  was  rankling  from  the  lesser  inflic- 
tion of  the  resolutions  of  last  May? 
Grievously,  therefore,  should  he  be  disap- 
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pointed,  if  he  found  his  noble  Friend  ever 
proceeded  on  such  a  measure  with  such 
powers,  his  hands  tied  up  as  they  were  by 
this  bill— grievously  should  he  be  disap- 
pointed, if  he  consented  to  put  himself  in 
such  a  predicament  by  going  forth  on  such 
an  errand.  He  owned  he  should  not  be 
disappointed  at  all,  however  much  he 
might  regret,  if  the  roost  deplorable  cou- 
sequences  were  found  to  result  inevitably 
from  the  measure  with  which  they  were 
now  following  up  the  resolutions  which 
first  produced  the  mischief.  He  said  the 
bill  not  only  did  not  give  powers  to  Lord 
Durham,  but  it  tied  up  his  hands:  it 
seemed  carefully  framed  with  the  view  to 
prevent  him  from  exercising  any  ample 
powers.  He  was  to  make  laws  undoubt- 
edly alone,  or  with  a  council  of  his  own 
choosing,  which  whs  pretty  much  the  same 
thing.  lie  was  to  make  lav  s  for  the 
colony,  but  those  laws  were  only  to  be 
such  as  the  Canadian  Assembly  before 
him,  and  which  he  suspended  of  its  func- 
tions by  his  proclamation,  would  be  enti- 
tled to  make  if  this  bill  were  not  passed. 
The  restrictions  on  the  power  of  the  As- 
setn biles  by  the  act  of  1791  were  these — 
that  no  law  could  be  made  by  the  Colonial 
Legislature  that  was  repugnant  to,  or  in- 
consistent with,  that  act  itself.  Here, 
then,  was  one  fetter  imposed  on  Lord 
Durham^s  hands:  he  could  not  make  any 
law  inconsistent  with  the  act  of  1791. 
Such  was  the  effect  of  the  provisions  of 
this  bill;  he  presumed  it  was  so  inten- 
tionally. He  knew  that  the  attention  of 
the  Government  had  been  called  to  the 
subject  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
by  a  high  legal  authority ;  and  he  took 
for  granted,  that  the  resources  of  law 
at  their  command  had  satisfied  them  that 
the  construction  which  the  words  justiBed 
would  accomplish  the  object  they  had  in 
view.  But  that  was  not  all ;  Lord  Dur- 
ham was  not  allowed  to  make  any  law 
whatever  which  trenched  on  any  act  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  or  on  any  act  of  the 
Canadian  Legislature,  repealing  or  alter- 
ing any  such  act.  There  was  another 
very  usurping  deduction  from  those  powers 
of  legislation  which  his  noble  Friend,  the 
other  evening,  stated  to  be  so  immense^  at 
though  no  man  had  ever  possessed  such 
extensive  powers  before.  He  (Lord 
Brougham)  very  much  doubted,  whether 
any  man  had  ever  before  been  sent  on 
such  a  mission  with  so  many  restrictions 
instead  of  amplitude  of  power.      There 
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was  very  little  to  empower,  but  very  much 
to  tie  up  and  restrain,  from  the  beginning 
to  the  end  of  this  very  singular  Act  of 
Parliament.     Then  followed  a  whole  list 
of  exceptions — as  to  money,  as  to  colonial 
and  electoral  districts,  as  to  the  right  of 
voting,  as  to  the  funclions  of  the  Assem- 
bly, as  to  the  time  and  mode  of  calling  it 
together,  even  as  to  dividing  the  unions  of 
parishes,  and  counties,  and  districts,  for 
the  purposes  of  elections  :  with  respect  to 
all  these  subjects,  the  whole  of  this  ground 
was   tabooed    against  bis    powers,   high, 
ample,  unparalleled  as  he  believed  them 
to  be,  and  Lord  Durham  was  to  be  con- 
fined, tied  down  within  the  simple  narrow 
sphere  to  which  he  had  already  directed 
their  attention.     But  there   was  another 
point  to  which  he  wished  to  call    their 
attention  :  the  laws  which  Lord  Durham 
was  to  make  were  to  last,  according  to 
the  provisions   of  this   bill,  not  till  1840, 
when  the  constitution  was  to  be  restored, 
but  for  two  years  afterwards,  till   1842. 
This  question  then  arose,  which  he  hoped 
had  been  well  considered — what  would  be 
the  relative  positions  of  Loid  Durham  and 
the  revived  assemblies?     Would  the  re- 
vived assemblies  have  the  power  of  re- 
pealing or  altering  the  ordinances  of  Lord 
Durham  daring  those   two  years  ?      He 
had  read  the  act  without  being  able  to 
form  a  satisfactory  opinion,  whether  those 
ordinances  might  be  repealed  or  altered 
by  the  assemblies  when  their  suspended 
animation  ceased,  and   when   they  came 
into  life  again  in  1840.     It  rather  seemed 
that  Lord  Durham's  laws  should  continue 
in  force  four  years  and  a-half,  that  was  till 
1842,  but  there  was  no  provision  of  this 
nature— '<  unless  altered  or  repealed   by 
the  Assemblies."     He  looked  on  this  mea- 
sure as  carrying  within  it,  not  the  promise 
or  earnest  of  peace,  and  the  chance  of 
conciliation,  but  rather  the  seeds  of  war ; 
he  was  not,  therefore,  very  nice  in  ex- 
amining   its    features,    in   surveying    its 
lineaments,  in    looking  to  see    whether 
there  was  any  particular  symmetry,  or  any 
great  consistency,  in  the  structure  of  its 
parts;  he  could  not  help  thinking,  how- 
ever, that  when  another  infant,  the  origin 
of  an  Iliad  of  woes,  was  produced  to  the 
gossips  of  Troy,  and  when  they  looked  on 
the  interesting  babe,  they  must  have  found 
much  more  beauty  in  it  to  have  compen- 
sated them  for  all  they  had  suffered,  than 
our  gossips  in  these  days  were  likely  to 
do  when  they  camCi  as  he  hoped  tbey 


would  to-morrow,  to  survey  the  offspring 
they  were  now  ushering  into  the  world. 
The  symmetry,  the  consistency,  and  har- 
mony of  its  parts  would  be  found  by  no 
means  remarkable.      He  would  offer   no 
aiTiendment.     He  took  no  interest  in  the 
bantling  whatever;  he  viewed  it  with  ab- 
horrence ;  he  regarded  it  with  feelings  of 
disgust ;  he  considered  it  a  hateful  pro- 
geny ;    he  would  lend  it  no  helping  hand 
whatever  ;  if  he  did,  he  believed  he  should 
receive  no  thanks  from  those  nearly  con- 
nected with  it ;  he  would  examine  it  no 
further  ;  but  he  was  satisfied  of  one  thing 
— if  its  long  delay  had  been  lengthened 
out  still  further,  it  would  have  been  happy 
for  this  country  and  happy  for  the  colony. 
But  he  hoped  before  it  was  finally  assented 
to,  its  features  would  be  compared  with 
the  views  he  had  just  now  flung  out,   in 
order  that  tlie  other  mischief  might  not 
take  place  to  which  he  had  shortly  ad- 
verted, of  not  only  sending  out  tiiis  mea- 
sure with  all   its  faults  on   its  head,  but 
stirring  up  a   legal    controversy,  raising 
doubts    and    difSculties    in    respect     of 
legality,  to  make  our  other  proceedings 
still  more    intolerable.     The    noble    and 
learned  Lord  then   alluded   to   the  policy 
and  wisdom  of  establishing  colonies  at  a 
time  when  the  exclusive  system  of  foreign 
powets  shut  out  this  country  from  com- 
mercial  intercourse   with   those   colonies. 
But  when  the  colonies  we  had  established 
were   capable   of   standing    alone — when 
they  were  tit   for  the  task  of  self-govern- 
ment—  when  they  could  do  without  our 
aid,  as  happily,  by  the  eternal  decrees  of 
Providence  in  the  course  appointed  for 
nature  as  well  as  art,  and  society  as  well 
as  nature,  we  could  also  do  without  them, 
the  two  purposes   of  each   happily  coin- 
cidmg — the  one  being  able  lo  leave  our 
care,  and  we  able  to  carry  on  our  com- 
mercial   and   other  speculations   without 
their  aid — then  it  was  that  we  reaped  the 
richest  harvest  of  all  our  former  pains  and 
cares;  for  then  we  secured  a  natural  ally 
— a  natural  market — a  people  whose  cir- 
cumstances were  such  that  they  wanted 
what  we  had  in  superfluity,  and  we  wanted 
what    they  had  in  superfluity — the  best 
definition  of  a  profitable  market  for  both 
parties ;  and,  above  all,  they  having  the 
same  blood  and  origin — the  same  consti- 
tutional  laws — the  same  language — the 
same  manners — would  be  more  or  less  our 
natural  friends,  our  natural  allies,  and  our 
natural  customers,   from   those  physical 
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and  moral  relationships,  which  no  sever- 
ance of  political  ties  could  ever  put  a  stop 
to  or  relax.  It  was  the  great  benefit  of 
colonial  establishments,  that  in  different 
deforces  and  kinds  in  their  infancy  they 
helped  us  as  well  as  we  helped  them,  and, 
in  their  maturity,  when  separation  became 
inevitable,  they  helped  each  other,  in  the 
increased  proportion  of  our  intercourse 
wi'h  independent  America  as  compared 
with  that  intercourse  during  our  former 
political  and  proprietary  empire  over  it. 
But,  let  them  remember  that  all  these 
great  advantages  depended  on  the  tempe- 
rate manner  in  which  we  quitted  the  part- 
nership, and  the  feelings  in  which  the 
long-subsisting  tie  was  severed.  If  those 
feelings  were  animosity — If  wounds  were 
left  rankling  on  both  sides,  then  we  could 
no  longer  expect  anything  like  the  natural, 
and,  in  all  other  circumstances,  what 
under  the  dispensation  of  a  wise  and  just 
policy  should  be  the  inevitable  advantages 
of  the  future  intercourse  with  that  inde- 
pendent state.  His  prayer  was,  that  we 
might  so  order  our  policy  with  respect  to 
North  America,  that  when  the  hour  of 
separation  did  arrive,  as  sooner  or  later, 
by  common  consent  come  it  must,  we 
might  be  found  to  have  done  nothing  that 
should  leave  such  a  wound  to  rankle,  but 
that  the  relation  of  colony  and  mother 
country — the  relation  of  temporary  de- 
pendence and  sovereignly  on  either  hand, 
ceasing  in  the  course  of  nature,  other 
relations  might  be  substituted  of  one  free 
state  with  another — not  enemies,  but  in 
the  utmost  honest  emulation  of  rivals  on 
all  substantial  practical  grounds. 

Viscount  Melbourne  was  perfectly 
ready  to  admit  that  it  was  never  too  late 
to  stop  short  in  a  career  of  injustice;  and 
most  assuredly,  if  it  could  be  proved  that 
the  charge  of  injustice  was  attachable  to 
the  Hill  now  waiting  its  third  reading,  he 
siioutd  think  it  by  no  means  too  late  to 
pause  in  the  course  on  which  they  had 
enteied,  or  at  once  to  alter  it.  But  unless 
it  were  proved  to  be  an  unjust  measure — 
miless  it  were  unanswerably  shown  that 
what  they  were  going  to  do  was,  as  it  had 
been  over  and  over  again  characterised  by 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  iniquitous  and 
impoljiio — their  Lordships  would  hardly 
deem  il  consistent  with  the  interests  of  this 
greut  empire,  or  lending  to  have  a  good 
etfot't  ii|ion  that  which  was  now  taking 
place  in  Canada,  now,  at  ihis  moment  of 
time,  and  at  this  season  of  the  Dill  to  stop 


short  and  refuse  to  proceed    with    a 
sure  which  had  received  the   sanclion    - 
an  overwhelming    majority    in    the  or 
House  of  Parliament,  and  had  arrireJ  *. 
its  last  stage  in  that  House  without  a  *.  - 
sentient  voice  hitherto  raised    ag^ain^t    :. 
except  that  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lc^r'j. 
until  suddenly  a  new  objection    had   hcz 
raised  on  somewhat    new   grounds,    Xa: 
sprung  up  on   the  present  occasion.     H- 
however,  could  not  but  consider  (hat  aL 
those  who  had  enlarged    so   niach    urx.-. 
the  dangers  arising  fiom  past  delays  mu< 
at    once  acknowledge   that    Oovemmeu: 
would  fail  greatly  in  its  doty   if  it   hd.. 
consented     to    alter    its    well-cons iderei 
course  in  a  matter  of  such  vast  importance, 
and  to   which   the  eyes  of    all    persons, 
whether  in  America  or  in  England,  were 
anxiously   directed.      So  far   from  be(:u 
chargeable  with  injustice,  the  measure  oo« 
before  their  Lordships  appeared  to  him  as 
thoroughly  consistent    with    every   prio- 
ciple    of  justice  as    any    he     had   ever 
known,     and  that    it    was    a    juflt  ani/ 
necessary    measure     was    clearly  sbown 
by  the  facts  stated  and  admitted  in  the 
speech  of  the  learned  Gentleman  who  Ltd 
appeared  at  their  Lordships*  bar  as  tbt^ 
Advocate  of  the  Canadians.     That  speech 
was  one  of  considerable  power,  of  con- 
siderable  talent  and   eloquence,    an  elo- 
quence, indeed,  not  of  the  most  soothing, 
or   winning,   or  persuasive    character,  or 
well  calculated  to  move  the  favourable  feel- 
ings or  win  the  affections  of  those  whoheaid 
it,  but  it  was  at  the  same  time  altogether 
the  speech  of  an  advocate,  omitting  all  en> 
larged  views  of  the  subject,  and  exhibiting 
only  those  narrow  principles  upon  which 
he  founded  his  case.     The  learned  Gen- 
tleman  had  eone  through  various  state- 
ments of  the  laws  made,  the  proceedings 
adopted  by  the  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada, 
but  he  had  omitted  to  make  mention  of 
any   of  those  circumstances  which  ren- 
dered it  impossible  that  the  wishes  of  the 
Assembly   could  be   carried   into  effect. 
But  the  learned  Gentleman  had  admitted 
it  to  be  quite  true,  as  had  been  stated  in 
the  resolutions  of  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
that  the  House  of  Assembly  had  refused 
the    supplies.      The   learned    Gentleman 
had  most  readily  admitted,  over  and  over 
again,   that  for   two    years,    '*  only  two 
years,"  the  Assembly  had  refused  supplies, 
speaking  of  it  as  if  it  were  nothing  that 
for  two  whole  years  the  entire  course  of 
public  business  should  be  stopped)  the  ad* 
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kinist ration    of    justice    prevented,    the 
ilaries  of  the  judges  and  other  civil  offi- 
cers    refused,    the   means  of    education 
viihHeldy  the  roads  unrepaired,  the  whole 
ervice  of  the  colony,  in  short,  unprovided 
or  ;    as  if  this  were  a  matter  of  no  sort  of 
nipoTtance,  and  of  which  no  notice  was  to 
36  taken.     The  learned  Gentleman's  con- 
ilcmnation  of  the  Legislative  Council  was 
one   in  which,  on  the  sound  general  prin- 
ciple, he  must  concur ;  but  the  constitution 
proposed  by  the  learned  Gentleman  at  the 
conclusion  of   his   sp'&ech   went  to    give 
entire  independent  power  to  the  Legisla- 
tive Assembly,  as  at  present  constituted. 
It  was  clear,  however,  even  on  the  learned 
Gentleman's  own  showing,  that  the  present 
state  of  things  in  Canada  could  not  go  on, 
and  that  it  was  essential  for  some  measures 
to  be  taken  for  the  better  administration 
of  the  Government  of  the  colony  ;  and  the 
most  advisable  preliminary  step  appeared 
to  be  that  which  had  been  determined  on 
— to  suspend,  for  a  time  at  least,  the  pre- 
sent constitution  of  that  colony.     It  had 
been   said  by   noble  Lords  opposite  that 
the  revolt  was  not  a  sufficient  ground  for 
the  Bill.     He  fully  admitted,  that  revolt, 
that  resistance,  was  not  in  itself  a  sufficient 
ground ;    but  the   whole  working  of  the 
constitution  for  the  last  four  or  five  years, 
followed  up   and  consummated    by    the 
revolt,  was  ground  sufficient  for  the  Bill, 
and  to  manifest,  that  it  was  fraught  with 
no  injustice.     The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  asked,  would  they  punish   a   whole 
province  for  the  fault  of  a  few  parishes  ? 
but  the  answer  was,  that  there   v/as  no 
punishment  in   the  case.      It   might   be 
an  evil  to  have  an  arbitrary  Government 
established  over  them  for  a  time — it  might 
be  a  great  evil  to  separate  from  the  mother 
country — but  it  was  a  much  greater  evil 
to  exist  for  so   long  a  time  without  any 
Government  at  all;  and  Government  held 
itself  bound  in  duty  not  to  allow  such  a 
state  of  things  to  remain,  and  they  fully 
believed  that  the  measure  they  had  framed 
viou\d  be  accepted  as  a  boon   by  all  the 
thinking  and  well-disposed   men    of   all 
parties,  and  by  all  the  inhabitants  of  the 
province.     A  noble    Lord  opposite  bad 
given  it  as  his  opinion,  arguing  on  what 
had  passed  before,  that  this  would  not  be 
well  received  by  the  settlers   of  English 
descent.    He  had  no  reason  to  expect  this 
to  be  the  case :  he  fully  believed  that  the 
measure  would    be     acceptable    to    all 
parties.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  near 


him  had  complained  that  the  powers  in- 
trusted to  the  new  Governor  were  restricted 
in  their  character.  He  should  have  rather 
expected  the  complaint  to  have  been  the 
other  way — that  the  powers  were  too  ex- 
tensive, were  tyrannical,  despotic;  but, 
notwithstanding  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord's  view  of  the  matter,  he  confidently 
believed  that  the  powers  intrusted  to  Lord 
Durham  would  be  found  fully  adequate  to 
the  purpose,  and  though  unquestionably 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  go  out  with  powers 
absolutely  to  settle,  finish,  and  arrange, 
yet  that  he  had  powers  sufficient  to  enable 
him  efficiently  to  prepare  matters  for  the 
final  and  complete  arrangement  of  the 
affairs  of  the  province.  The  noble  Lord 
opposite  had  gone  much  into  the  general 
question  of  colonial  policy,  and  as  to  the 
prudence  of  considering  closely  the  ad- 
vantage which  colonies  were  to  the  mother 
country,  and  as  to  the  wisdom  of  looking 
at  some  future  time  to  the  separation  of 
such  colonies.  There  might  be  some  sa- 
gacity in  the  remarks  which  had  been 
made  on  this  point,  but  he  (Viscount 
Melbourne)  had  some  doubts  as  to  the 
policy  of  making  them  on  this  occasion. 
It  was  extremely  doubtful  policy  to  hold 
out  temptations  to  separation  on  every 
trifling  event,  on  every  slight  quarrel,  on 
every  small  diffisrence ;  and  it  must  be 
recollected  that  however  this  might  be 
considered  in  a  commercial  or  political 
point  of  view,  recession,  the  drawing  back, 
the  contraction  of  territories  was  no  trifling 
matter.  It  had  never  been  found  easy. 
The  boundaries  of  an  empire  might  easily 
be  pushed  too  far,  it  might  be  difficult  to 
maintain  them,  but  the  drawing  them 
within  a  smaller  limit  had  never  redounded 
to  the  credit  or  the  safety  of  an  empire. 
The  noble  Lord  had  said  that  all  nations 
had  parted  with  colonies  at  one  time  or 
another,  and  it  was  true  that  this  country 
had  at  various  periods  lost  great  foreign 
possessions,  while  her  greatness  had  sur- 
vived the  loss ;  but  still  it  was  impossible 
to  deny  that  the  loss  of  these  had  given 
us  at  the  time  great  shocks.  The  volun- 
tary parting  with  colonies  was  quite  a 
novel  idea.  The  separation  of  the  United 
States  from  this  country  had  been  ad- 
verted to  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  stated  that  the  grandeur  and  power, 
and  prosperity  of  this  country  had  not 
suflfered  by  the  event*  Perhaps  such  was 
the  case ;  but  at  the  same  time,  it  was 
quite  impoNibla  for  uf  to  decide  what 


883 


Affairs  of  Canada, 


{LORDS} 


Affairs  of  Canada. 


would  Iiavc  been  the  case  had  that  event 
not  taken  place,  and  wc  had  still  main- 
tained our  dominion  over  those  states.  It 
was  well  known^  however,  ths^t  the  war 
with  those  colonies  had  cost  us  a  great 
deal  of  blood  and  treasure,  and  some  Iosh 
of  reputation  ?  but  still  it  could  not  be 
shown  that  we  should  have  stood  better  if 
we  had  given  way  at  the  time  the  declara- 
tion of  independence  was  made,  instead  of 
carrying  on  the  war  to  its  close  in  the 
manner  we  did.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  bad  said,  that  everything  in  these 
cases  depended  on  the  temper  of  mind, 
the  tone  of  feeling  with  which  we  quitted 
partnership  with  our  separated  colonies  ; 
yet,  although  the  tone  of  feeling  in  which 
we  parted  from  the  United  States  was 
none  of  the  most  affectionate,  our  inter- 
course with  those  states  most  rapidly  and 
largely  increased  after  the  separation. 
These  were  speculations,  however,  in 
which  it  was  better  not  to  indulge ;  it 
was  their  Lordships'  duty  to  maintain  the 
territory,  the  possessions  which  England 
possessed;  and  he  believed  that  we  should 
be  fully  able  to  maintain  them,  not  merely 
by  force  of  arms,  but  by  the  good  will, 
the  friendly  feelings  of  the  inhabitants  of 
those  countries  ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  but 
that,  when  peace  and  order  were  restored 
in  Canada,  means  would  be  promptly 
found  for  cementing  the  union  between 
that  province  and  the  mother  country, 
by  acting  on  those  principles  which  it 
would  be  absurd  to  depart  from,  of  con- 
sidering the  local  nature  of  the  case,  the 
character  of  their  Government,  and  acting 
strictly  on  the  principles  of  constitutional 
liberty  and  freedom. 

Earl  Fitzwilliam  feared  that  this  mea- 
sure was  the  forerunner  of  greater  diffi- 
culties than  the  Government  appeared  to 
anticipate;  but  if  any  individual  was  more 
peculiarly  qualified  than  another  to  meet 
the  exigencies  of  the  case,  it  was  the  noble 
Earl  who  had  been  selected  by  the  Go- 
vernment.    If  the  resolutions  of  Parlia- 
ment, last  year,  were  received  with  such 
disgust  in  Canada,  even  as  was  acknow- 
ledged, by  the  friends  of  the  connexion 
with  ibis  country,  what  must  be  the  effect 
bet  .of  this  Bill  w;^^^  it  reached  the  colony? 
ilu'  nobriid  not  lik.  ^he  words  "  French  party," 
im|R)liiic-^ngiish  i>arty;"   but,   it  was   well 
sisivt  m?ny  of  the  latter  party  had 
taken  tliS"tW[e'df  the  former.     He  felt  it 
to  be  impossible  to  acquit   this   Bill   of 
being  a  great  measure  of  injustice  towards 


Canada.      Fur  it  seemed  to  him  i 
treniely  doubtful  whether,  after  th- 
of  this  Bill,    it  would  be  practic: . 
construct    a    free    and    constituti 
vernmenl  in  Canada.       He  was //-. 
that  the  authors  of   the  measurt  h. 
disappointed  in  their  expectatior/i  . 
cess.    When   he  used  the  term  "n. 
he  did  not  mean  merely  his  nobic  F> 
but  the  people   of   England,   h/;j- 
to  have  rushed  with  an  incredible 
ness   into   the    opinions  which  tlc\ 
upon  this  subject.       Under  these  a:.. 
stances,   regretting,    as    he   did,  tj 
against  the  noble  Lx>rds  who  dowj^^^ 
the  Ministerial  Bench,  he  could  not-: 
his  conscience  if  he  had   allowtJ /i- 
to  go  to  a  third    reading  wic6out  !•  / 
expressing  his    sentiments  upoo  ii.  / 
could  not  but  fear   that  we  sboulu  k 
all  the  scenes  of  the  American  wat  a:;. 
over  again;    that   we    should  espei.t.^'. 
the  same  Iliad  of   woes  that  were  ex.r 
enced  between  the  years  1768  and]..- 
and  that  we  should  come  outof  it^--- 
test   weakened,    and    in    reputatitu  ^i- 
every  other  respect   niateriaJJ/ //yw.w 
the  struggle. 

Bill  read  a  third  time. 

Lord  Ellenborough  wished  to  pfo;'^ 
an  amendment,  providing  for  a  very  i»|- 
sible  case ;  namely,  that  y^hcn  ti'i^  ^' 
arrived  in  Canada,  it  might  be  found  i-- 
the  Legislative  Assembly  was  dissolft:- 
an  event  which  accounts  /rom  thatcuJa 
try  showed  was  by  no  means  improUi't^ 
In  that  case  the  Governor  wW^  ^^  J'" 
and  find  that  he  was  unable  toobiam  iW^ 
aid  and  advice  which  it  was  in  couict^ 
plation  he  should  receive.    He  prop^'- 
therefore,  a  proviso  to  the  effect  ibat, "'» 
on  the  arrival  of  the  Act  in  the  cohajtiK   { 
Legislative  Assembly  should  be  fouuil  dis- 
solved, and  a  new  Assembly  called;  of' 
after  the  arrival  of  the  Act  in  the  colony 
it  should  be  thought   expedient  by  »>« 
Governor  to  dissolve  the  Assembly  ^^^ 
call  another,  it  should  be  lawfu)  for. »"" 
to  do  so,  and  that  the  proclamaliofl^^'^^ 
Act  should  be  postponed  until  it  «>'' ^J^ 
pleasure  of  the  Governor  to  order  il  ^'^'^ 
proclaimed."    To  him  it  appeared  Y. 
perfectly  impossible  so  to  alter  d'^^°'' 
racter  of  the  several  districts )»  ^J^^ 
Canada  as  to  prevent  the  AsseroWr^" 
representing  the  French  party;  «?^J| 
was  persuaded,  that  it  would  be  qB^^*  ^ 
impossible  two  years  hence  as  il  ***. ' 
the  present  momeut.    It  wasetfideQl^^^ 
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\\K^    <3l>Ject  of  the  Government  was,  that 
lo    L.OM^er  Canada  parh'ament  should  ever 
iieet     a^gain.      Their  intention    evidently 
tvas  to   endeavour  to  effect  a  union  of  the 
two    provinces.      He  was  sure,  however, 
V\^«it.  in  that  attempt  they  would  fail.  They 
%vouid    then  he  driven  to  call  a  parliament 
in   L.oM^er  Canada  again ;  and  if  they  found 
such  a,  parliament  unmanageable  at  pre- 
sent, how  much  more  so  would  it  be  after 
t\ie  passing  of  this  Act?  In  fact,  it  would 
becoTTie  impossible. 

Lford    Glenelg  disclaimed  all  intention 
on  the  part  of  her  Majesty's  Government 
to  form  a  union  of  the  two  provinces.     In 
his    opening  speech  on  this  Bill  he  had 
stated 9  that  whatever  speculative  opinions 
\wight  he  entertained  on  the  subject  of  a 
union,    it   was  evident    that   there   were 
^rcat    difficulties   and    objections   in   the 
way  of   such   a  measure.     He  had  never 
contemplated  such  a  step,  unless  it  should 
•appear  to  be  the  desire  of  both  the  pro- 
vinces.    He  especially  wished   to   ^uard 
himself  from  ever  entertaining  any  such 
intention,  except  the  minds  of  the  inhabit- 
ants of  both  provinces  should  lead  them 
lo  incline  to  a  junction.    He  could,  there- 
fore, assure  the  noble  Earl,  that  it  was 
not  at  all  the  intention  of  her  Majesty's 
Government  to  urge  a  union  of  the  two 
provinces.      Their    object    was    only    to 
endeavour  to  make  such  an  alteration  in 
the  constitution  of  each  province  as  might 
enable  each  to  be  better  governed.     He 
must  object  to  the  noble  Lord's  amend- 
ment. It  was  entirely  contrary  lo  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure.    It  would  counteract 
all  that  had  been  done,  and  would  excite 
alarm  and  difficulty. 

Lord  Ellenborough  repeated,  that  if  it 
were  intended  at  some  time  or  other  to 
call  together  a   Legislative  Assembly   in 
Lower  Canada,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
take  such  a  step  advantageously  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act.     It  was  impossible  to 
cherish  a  hope  that,  under  such  circum- 
stances, any  lapse  of  time  should  render 
-    it  practicable  to  call  such  a  Legislative 
Assembly  together;  for,  during  the  whole 
interval,  every  means  would  be  used  to 
irritate   the    feelings  of    the    people   of 
Canada.    They  would  be  operated  upon 
internally,  and  they  would  be  operated 
upon  from   without.     Persons   from   the 
United    Stales   would    be  constantly   at 
work   among    them,    endeavouring,    by 
every  possible  means,  to  excite  them  in 
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He  felt  he  had  done  his  duty  in  stating 
his  sentiments  on  the  subject.     He  might 


be  wrong.  Considering  to  how  large  a 
majority  he  was  opposed,  the  probability 
was  that  he  was  so  ;  but  being  himself 
persuaded  that  the  measure  must  fail,  he 
was  bound  to  express  his  opinion  to  that 
effect. 

Amendment  negatived,  and  Bill  passed. 

The  following  Protests  against  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill,  were  entered  on  the 
Journals. 

Dissentient, — 

1.  Because  it  appears  by  a  dispatch  from 
the  Earl  of  Gosford,  dated  the  23d  of  Decem- 
ber, 1B37,  that  the  measures  adopted  for 
putting  down  the  revolt  in  Lower  Canada 
iiave  been  crowned  witli  entire  success:  that 
the  principal  instigators  and  leaders  have  been 
killed,  taken,  or  forced  into  exile ;  that  the 
revolutionary  press  is  no  longer  in  existence ; 
thai  the  disposition  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  is  favourable ;  that  numerous  offers  of 
service  have  been  made  by  large  portions  of 
the  population  in  various  parts  of  the  pro- 
vince, to  enrol  themselves  in  volunteer  corps 
for  the  defence  of  the  Government ;  and  that 
loyal  addresses  are  pouring  in  from  the  French 
Canadian  population  in  all  parts  of  the  pro- 
vince, expressing  their  fidelity  to  the  Queen 
and  their  attachment  to  the  British  connexion, 
and  strongly  reprobating  the  selfish  ambition 
and  treasonable  designs  which  have  ruthlessly 
involved  one  of  the  fairest  portions  of  the 
country  in  all  the  horrors  of  civil  war. 

2.  Because,  therefore,  the  averment  in  the 
prenrablc  of  the  bill,  that  in  the  present  state 
of  the  province  of  Lower  Canada  the  House  of 
Ags'jnihly  cannot  be  called  together  without 
serious  detriment  to  the  interests  of  that  pro- 
vince, is  not  only  not  supported  by  facts,  but 
negatived  by  the  inference  to  be  drawn  from 
the  latest  facts  of  which  the  House  is  in  pos- 
session. 

3.  Because  the  conduct  of  the  House  of  As« 
sembly  being  the  alleged  ground  of  the  bill, 
and  certain  members  of  that  Assembly,  who 
had  mainly  influenced  its  proceedings,  having 
brought  upon  their  country  all  the  horrors  of 
civil  war,  it  is  not  just  to  suspend  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  province  with  a  view  to  its  altera- 
tion by  an  act  of  the  Imperial  Parliament 
without  first  dissolving  the  House  of  Assembly, 
and  thus  affording  to  the  people  the  oppor- 
tunity of  showing  that  they  have  withdrawn 
their  confidence  ifrom  such  of  their  late  repre- 
sentatives as  have  proved  unworthy  of  it,  and 
that  they  do  not  approve  the  acts  of  the  House 
of  Assembly  which  are  deemed  to  justify  the 
bill. 

4.  Because  the  bill  gives  to  the  Governor 
and  Council  power  to  make,  witii  certain  ez« 
ceptions,  all  such  laws  and  ordinances  as 
the  legislature  of  Lower  Canada,  as  now  con* 


a  way  that  mast  terminate  in  rebellioD.  |  stituted,  is  empowered  to  make,  and  thereby 
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places  at  the  disposal  of  the  Governor  and 
Council  all  the  monies  heretofore  appropriated 
by  the  House  of  Assembly,  as  well  as  all  the 
monies  heretofore  appropriated  by  the  Crown, 
thus  making  much  more  extensive  alterations 
in  the  constitution  when  order  is  restored  than 
the  Executive  Council  deemed  it  expedient  to 
recommend  when  agitation  distracted  the  pro- 
vince and  paralysed  its  Government. 

5.  Because,  from  the  experience  of  last  year, 
there  is  reasou  to  fear  that  this  measure  will 
not  only  revive  the  hostile  feelings  of  those 
who  have  hitherto  opposed  the  Government, 
and  increase  their  means  of  agitating  the  pro- 
vince^ but  at  the  same  time  excite  the  strongest 
disapprobation  on  the  part  of  those  who  are 
most  attached  to  British  connexion,  and  who 
most  reprobate  the  past  proceedings  of  the 
House  of  Assembly. 

6.  Because  the  events  which  have  taken 
place  on  the  frontier  of  the  United  States 
show  the  expediency  of  effeeting  at  the  earliest 
period  a  permanent^  and  therefore  a  concilia- 
tory, settlement  of  all  questions  relating  to 
Lower  Canada,  and  the  bill  interposes  a  long 
interval  of  despotism  before  any  proposition 
for  such  settlement  can  be  entertained. 

7.  Because  it  is  impossible  honestly  so  to 
modify  the  electoral  franchise  and  the  electoral 
districts  in  Lower  Canada  as  to  deprive  the 
French  population  of  that  province  of  the 
power  ot  electing  the  majority  of  the  Legisla- 
tive Assembly;  and,  therefore,  any  new  As- 
sembly which  may  be  called  tugether  hereafter 
must  be  elected  by  a  constituency  essentially 
the  same  as  that  which  elected  the  present  As- 
sembly, whose  conduct  is  alleged  to  justify 
the  bill. 

8.  Because  it  is  consistent  with  reason  and 
experience  that  the  long  arbitrary  discontinu- 
ance of  the  use  of  a  Parliament  will,  when 
that  Parliament  is  at  last  called  together, 
greatly  increase  instead  of  diminishing  the 
difficulty  of  carrying  on  the  government  of 
which  it  is  a  part. 

9.  Because  the  bill  thus  postpones  the 
calling  of  a  new  Parliament  to  a  period  ne- 
cessarily more  unfavourable  than  the  present, 
and,  occupying  the  interval  by  a  coercive 
despotism,  tends  at  once  to  alienate  the  affec- 
tions of  the  people  of  Lower  Canada,  to 
engage  the  sympathy  of  the  people  of  the 
United  Stales  in  their  favour,  and  to  bring 
upon  this  country  the  accumulated  evils  of  civil 
and  of  foreign  war. 

10.  Because,  if  it  be  necessary  to  make 
alterations  in  the  constitution  of  Lower  Canada, 
Parliament  is  already  in  possession  of  ample 
information,  the  result  of  various  recent  in- 
quiries, upon  which,  collected  in  times  of  tran- 
quillity, it  would  be  much  safer,  after  mature 
deliberation,  to  legislate,  than  upon  new 
opinions  to  be  collected  from  parties  still  under 
the  exasperation  of  civil  contest ;  and,  to 
suspend  the  constitution  for  more  than  two 
years  for  the  purpose  of  gathering  such  opinions 
vpoD  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  reform  as. 


sumed  to  be  required,  is  calculated  to  create 
agitation  where  it  is  most  desirable  to  re- 
establish tranquil  habits  under  settled  and  free 
government. 

Ellenborouuh. 

For  the  6th,  7th,  8th,  9lh,  and  10th  reasons, 

February  8,  1838.  Brougham. 


DfSSENTTENT, 

1.  Because  it  must  be  presumed,  that  the 
constitutional  rights  conferred  upon  the  people 
of  Lower  Canada  by  the  British  Legislature 
were  given  them  with  the  full  knowledge  that 
the  House  of  Assembly  in  that  province  would » 
and  with  the  intent  that  it  might,  thereby  be 
enabled  to  exercise  that  control  over  the 
executive  power,  which  the  Commons  of 
Great  Britain  are,  by  their  undoubted  pri- 
vileges, enabled  to  exercise  over  the  Executive 
power  in  the  mother  country. 

2.  Because  this  measure  deprives  the  people 
of  Lower  Canada  not  only  of  the  rights  which 
were  so  given  them  by  the  British  Legislature, 
but  of  the  rest  of  the  constitution  which  they 
had  previously  enjoyed. 

3.  Because,  the  bill  being  founded  upon  the 
assumption  that  such  privation  is  just,  it  ap- 
pears to  us  that  such  assumption  is  erroneous. 

4.  Because  it  appears  to  us,  in  determining 
the  justice  or  injustice  of  a  penal  measure 
against  a  whole  community,  the  Legislature  is 
not  confined  by  those  technical  rules  which 
govern  courts  of  law,  but  is  bound  to  institute 
a  larger  inquiry;  and  that,  therefore,  it  is  ne- 
cessary not  merely  to  refer  to  the  recent  acts 
of  that  community,  but  to  examine  into  the 
causes  of  those  acts,  and  to  ascertain  their 
origin,  which  can  only  be  effected  through  a 
careful  investigation  of  the  successive  steps  by 
which  the  accused  party  has  proceeded,  and 
of  the  circumstances  by  which  it  has  been 
gradually  led  on  to  those  proceedings  which 
furnished  the  immediate  grounds  of  this  penal 
measure. 

5.  Because  such  investigation  has  satisfied 
us  that  the  origin  of  those  proceedings  is  to  be 
found  in  the  early  mal-administration  of  the 
colony,  by  those  branches  of  the  Governmenl 
which  were  more  immediately  connected  with 
the  mother  country;  and  therefore  it  is  not 
just  to  deprive  the  colony,  even  for  a  time, 
of  its  political  rights,  upon  the  alleged  ground 
of  recent  misconduct. 

6.  Because  it  appears  to  us,  that  this  is  only 
the  6rst  of  a  series  of  measures  which  may 
involve  the  nation  in  great  difficulties — an 
opinion  countenanced  by  the  admission  made 
in  debate  that  her  Majesty's  Ministers  wete 
prepared  to  appl  v  to  Parliament  for  an  increase 
of  our  military  forces,  in  which  admission  is 
obviously  involved  the  further  admission  tliat 
even  according  to  the  expectations  of  the 
authors  of  this  measure,  it  may  not  improbably 
occasion  an  armed  resistance  in  the  colony. 

7.  Because,  finally,  we  are  determined  not 
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to  incur  the  heavy  responsibility  of  ^  measure 
^i\'bich  may  involve  our  country  in  civil  war. 

FlTZWlLLlAlf. 

irel>.  9,  1838.  Brougham. 


-  «>«««  #w^^  »<»»»■■ 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday y  February  8,  1838. 

ItfiNUTKH.]    Bills.    Read  a  second   time  :^Londoii  Coal 

Trade. 
Petitions  presented.    By  Mr.  Gilt^n,   from  Kilmarnock, 

for    the  Abolition  of  Negro  Apprenticeship. — By  Sir  G. 

Stiucklamd,  from  the  ootmty  of  York,  against  the  Post 

Florae  9uties. — By  Mr.  Humb«  from  Dundee,  and  by  Mr. 

BAiNKS^firom  a  place  in  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire, 

for   the  Fallot,  Extension  of  the  SuffVage,    and   more 

ft-csquent  PMiaments. 

CiiURCHrRATEs.]     ^Ax,  Thomas  Du7i- 
com.be  I  Seeing  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the    Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  his 
place,  I  wish  to  put  a  question  to  him  on 
a  subject  which  engaged  much  attention 
last  Session,  and  on  which  the  public  are 
now  getting  anxious  for  some  information. 
1  allude  to  the  subject  of  Church-rates.    1 
wish  to  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend  whether^ 
It  is  the  intention  of  her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters to  proceed  at  once  by  the  introduction 
of  a  Bill  for  the  abolition  of  Church-rates, 
or   whether  it  is   their  intention  to  revive 
that  most  desirable  inquiry  as  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  Church   leases  are  granted 
and  renewed,  which  was  commenced  last 
Session,  and  abruptly  terminated  by  the 
demise  of  the  Crown  ? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer :  At 
an  earlier  period  in  the  present  Session  a 
similar  question  was  addressed  to  my  noble 
Friend,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  and  I  have  great 
pleasure  in  repeating  the  answer  he  then 
gave.  It  is  the  intention  of  her  Majesty's 
Government  to  move  the  re-appoiotment 
of  the  Committee  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber alludes,  and  to  found  whatever  enact- 
ments may  be  necessary  upon  the  recom- 
mendations of  that  Committee,  after  it 
shall  have  entered  into  a  full  and  ex- 
tended inquiry  into  this  very  important 
subject. 

Trade  with  France.]  Lord  Eliot 
wished  to  ask  a  question  of  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  As,  however,  he 
did  not  see  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
bis  place,  perhaps  some  other  Member  of 
the  Government  would  be  able  to  give  him 
an  answer.  He  had  seen  it  stated,  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Frenrh  Govern- 
mnt  to  impose  a  considerable  additional 


duty  on  linen  and  cotton  yarn  imported 
into  France  from  this  country,  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  there  was  any 
truth  in  that  statement;  and,  if  true, 
whether  her  Majesty's  Government  had 
taken  any  steps  for  the  defence  of  the  in- 
terests of  this  country  ? 

Mr.  Labouchere  replied,  it  was  undoubt- 
edly true,  that  there  was  a  probability  of 
an  increased  duty  being  imposed  by  the 
French  Governiuf  nt  on  linen  and  cotton 
yarn  exported  from  this  country  into 
France.  The  Government  of  this  country 
had  made  representations  on  this  subject 
to  the  Government  of  France  ;  but  he  was 
bound  to  sav,  that  there  was  no  reason  to 
believe,  that  there  was  any  chance  of  the 
Government  of  France  acceding  to  those 
representations. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  whether  it  was  his  in- 
tention to  propose  any  reduction  in  the 
duty  on  the  importation  of  French  brandy 
into  this  country.  It  was  hardly  consist- 
ent for  this  country  to  complain  of  the 
French  Government  putting  a  duty  of 
100  per  cent,  on  British  produce,  while 
we  levied  a  duty  of  700  per  cent,  on  an 
important  article  of  French  exportation. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
it  did  not  follow,  that  because  France 
proposed  to  increase  the  duty  on  an  article 
of  British  produce,  we  should  reduce  the 
duty  on  an  article  of  French  production. 
He  did  not  consider  such  a  mode  of  argu- 
ment  logical.  In  reply  to  the  question 
which  had  been  put  to  him,  he  would  only 
answer,  that  he  had  uo  intention  of  pro- 
posing any  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
French  brandy  imported  into  this  country. 

Charitable  Bequests  (Ireland.)] 
Mr.  Barron  rose  to  move,  that  an  Address 
be  presented  to  her  Majesty,  praying  that 
she  would  be  graciously  pleased  to  appoint 
a  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Board  of  Charitable  Bequests 
in  Ireland,  and  into  the  present  charitable 
funds  and  property  in  this  portion  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  The  Board  of  Cha- 
ritable Bequests,  as  at  present  constituted, 
did  not  fulfil  those  functions  which  it  was 
expected  to  discharge  at  the  period  of  its 
formation.  The  Board  was  composed  of 
the  judges  of  the  land,  and  of  the  arch- 
bishops and  bishops.  What  would  be 
thought,  if  all  the  judges  of  England  were 
appointed  to  manage  the  charitable  be- 
quests of  England  ?    Was  it  not  as  absurd 
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^xfect    satisfaction  in  the  administration 
.•'the   funds  created  by  the  charity  of  per- 
Dns     of"  all   religious   persuasions.     They 
lerofore   recommended   that  the  powers 
f  iVio  IBoard  should  be  transferred  to  the 
*ooY-l*aw  Commissioners,  with  such  po.wer 
IS    had    been  given  to  the  Commissioners 
V>r     inquiry    into    charities    in    England. 
lie  hoped  to  be  able  to  show  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  House,  that  it  was  impossi- 
V>Ae  to  investigate  the  matter  properly,  or 
to    remedy  the  evils  which  existed  under 
the     present   system.     He  only  slated   it 
now  for  the  purpose  of  showing  the  opin- 
ions   of  these  persons,  and  here  he  might 
state    that  the  first  name  signed  to  this 
ri^port     was   that  of  the    Archbishop    of 
Dublin,   himself  a  member  of  the  Board 
of  Charitable  Bequests.     It  was  a  strong 
confirmation  of  his  (Mr.  Barron's)  state- 
ment,  that  the    Archbishop  of  Dublin,  a 
jxenllcman  residing  on  the  spot,  and  who, 
from  having  given  the  subject  the  greatest 
consideration  best  knew  its  working,  should 
have  been  the  very  first  to  place  his  name 
at  the  bottom  of  this  report.    If  any  doubt 
existed  on  the  n»inds  of  any  hon.  Member 
in  that  House,  that  an  alteration  was  ne- 
cessary in  the  constitution  of  that  Board, 
the  evidence  of  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin 
would  be  sufficient  to  remove  it,  as  well  as 
the    evidence    of    the    other  gentlemen 
whose  names  were  appended  to  the  report. 
He  should  now  refer  to  another,  and  one 
which  was  a  high  authority  in  that  House, 
to    show   that   the    Board   of  Charitable 
Bequests   in  Ireland    was  not  competent 
to  the  duties  which  were  under  its  admin- 
istration and  control.  When  Lord  Stanley 
formed  one  of  the  Irish  Government,   he 
had  made  a  communication  to  that  Board, 
requesting  them  to  consider  some  measure 
for  the  alteration  of  the  Board  so  as  to 
render  it   more  effective,   and    that  com- 
munication was  followed  up  by  a  similar 
one  from  Mr.  Littleton,  now  Lord  Hather- 
ton.     The  answer  of  the  Board  was,  that 
so  fur   from    showing   any  disposition  to 
oppose   the  views   of  Lord    Stanley    and 
Mr.  Littleton,  they  coincided  and   agreed 
in    it,   and  were    willing    to  submit    to 
any    alteration    which    the   Government; 
might  think  advisable,  for  the  better  ma- 
nagement of  the  charities  in  Ireland.     He 
might  rest  satisfied  with  the  facts  he  had 
stated,  but   that   he    knew   from  various 
private  sources  thai  it  was  not  an  effective 
working    body.       He   had    moved    for    a 
return  on  the  subject  last  Session,   and  if 


ever  there  was  a  proof  of  the  inefficiency 
of  the  Board,  it  was  to  be  found  in  the 
slovenly  and  irregular  manner  in  which 
that  return  had  been  made,  some  portions 
of  which  had  not  yet  been  presented  to 
the  House.  There  was  in  Ireland  an  im- 
mense fund  of  charitable  bequests,  which 
had  been  handed  down  from  their  ances- 
tors, and  the  records  of  the  Courts  of 
Ireland,  would  show  the  vast  sums 
appropriated  for  that  purpose,  which  were 
now  perverted  to  improper  uses.  In  the 
city  which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent, 
a  sum  of  20,000/.  had  been  left  by  a  Mr. 
Fanning  twenty-five  years  ago,  to  the 
poor  of  the  city  of  Waterford,  and  what 
would  the  House  say  when  they  heard 
that  for  twenty-five  years  the  poor  of 
Waterford  had  not  touched  one  shilling 
of  that  money  ?  There  could  not  be 
stronger  evidence  of  gross  negligence  and 
mismanagement.  In  the  county  of  West- 
meath  there  was  a  charity  called  the 
Wilson's  Hospital  Charity,  which  pos- 
sessed a  property  of  5,000/.  per  annum, 
which  was  carefully  concealed  from  the 
people  of  that  county  for  whom  it  was 
intended.  If  the  Commission  were  granted, 
great  abuses  would  be  discovered  in  the 
management  of  the  charitable  property  in 
Ireland.  The  fact  was,  there  was  no  pro- 
per control  at  this  moment  over  this  pro- 
perty. The  Board  which  had  the  nominal 
management  of  it,  was  not,  as  at  present 
constituted,  competent  to  discharge  its 
duties.  Was  it  intended  to  place  these 
bequests  under  the  control  of  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners,  which  were  to  be  appointed 
under  the  Poor-law  Bill  to  be  brought  in 
for  Ireland  ?  Was  it  proper  to  place  reli- 
gious and  educational  bequests  under  the 
management  of  such  an  authority  ?  It 
might  be  supposed  these  charities  were  of 
no  very  great  amount,  and  that  it  would 
not  be  worth  while  for  the  House  to  make 
any  inquiry  into  matters  of  such  little 
importance ;  but  he  could  tell  the  House 
there  was  -prhnd  facie  evidence  of  an 
enormous  sum  of  money  in  Ireland,  applic- 
able to  charitable  purposes,  which,  if 
properly  applied,  would  nearly  educate 
the  people  of  that  country,  and  would  go 
a  very  great  way  indeed  towards  diminish- 
ing the  Poor-law  expenses  likely  to  arise 
from  the  new  Act.  There  was  at  the 
present  jnoment,  under  the  control  of  the 
Board  of  Charitable  Bequests  in  Ireland, 
in  the  public. funds,  130*000/. ;  in  Chan- 
cery, and  other  courts  of  litigation,  about 
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1 00,000Z. ;  and  there  were  a  great  number 
of  houses  in  different  cities,  and  different 
parts  of  Ireland,  left  for  similar  purposes, 
valued  by  competent  authorities,  amount- 
ing to  about  50,000/.,  making  a  total  of 
280,000/.  Mr.  Dalton,  a  man  of  great 
antiquarian  research,  a  gentleman  in 
whom  he  could  place  the  utmost  confi- 
dence, because  he  could  have  no  object  in 
deceiving  him,  had  estimated  the  various 
gifts  in  Ireland  at  110,150/.  per  annum. 
This  gentleman  (Mr.  Dalton)  was  a  tnan 
of  most  laborious  character,  who  had 
dedicated  a  long  life  to  the  investigation 
of  matters  connected  with  charities 
in  Ireland,  with  education,  and  the  anti- 
quities of  the  country.  No  doubt  this 
statement  was  correct  as  far  as  an  indivi- 
dual could  obtain  it  without  an  inquisi- 
torial power,  such  as  might  be  granted 
him  by  this  House  or  by  the  Crown.  Mr. 
Dalton  did  not  exaggerate  when  he  cal- 
culated the  amount  of  the  charities  not 
under  the  control  of  the  Board  at 
2,200,000/.,  and  the  fact  of  th^re  being 
only  charities  to  the  amount  of  280,000/., 
showed  the  great  inefficiency  and  useless- 
nessofthe  Board.  The  total  amount  of 
the  charities,  both  under  the  control  and 
independent  of  this  Board  was  2,480,000/.; 
which,  with  Parliamentary  grants  amount- 
ing to  44,000/.  annually ;  grand  jury 
grants,  60,000/. ;  private  subscriptions, 
32,000/.;  charity  sermons,  12,000/.,  would, 
calculating  the  interest  of  the  whole 
at  four  per  cent.,  give  the  sum  of 
267,600/.  annually,  which  at  this  mo- 
ment ought  to  be  under  the  control  of 
the  Board.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
this  state  of  things  was  to  remain  in  Ire- 
land ?  He  wished  to  know  whether  the 
charities  of  that  country  were  to  be  left 
entirely  under  the  control  of  a  Board 
which  nominally  controlled  them,  but  in 
reality  did  not  ?  There  was  a  precedent 
for  the  motion  which  he  was  now  about 
to  submit  to  the  House,  in  the  English 
Commission  instituted  several  years  back, 
which  was  now  nearly  closing  its  labours. 
He  did  not  mean  to  follow  that  Commis- 
sion in  all  its  details.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  in  its  original  constitution  it 
was  or  was  not  effective  or  useful,  or  a 
creditable  appointment  for  the  country; 
or  the  Government  of  the  day.  But  he 
proposed  that  if  a  Commission  should 
issue,  that  it  should  be  limited,  not  only 
as  to  the  time  of  reporting  to  the  House, 
but  as  to  its  expenses — thereby  giving  to 


the  House  and  the  country  some  hope 
that  it  would  not  be  protracted  to  an  in- 
definite period,  with  Commissioners  at 
large  salaries.  If  this  should  be  done, 
and  honestly  done,  they  would  have 
speedy  justice,  and  a  proper  management 
of*the  charities  in  Ireland.  If  the  ex- 
penses and  the  time  were  not  limited,  he 
would  not  lend  himself  to  the  matter  in 
any  shape.  He  hoped  her  Majesty's 
Government  would  take  the  subject  into 
consideration — that  they  would  consider 
its  importance,  and  enter  upon  an  inves- 
ti<;ation  of  the  charities  of  Ireland.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  tliat  a 
humble  address  be  presented  to  her  Ma- 
jesty, praying  that  she  would  be  graciously 
pleased  to  appoint  a  Commission  to  en- 
quire into  the  constitution  of  the  Board  of 
Charitable  Bequests  in  Ireland,  and  into 
the  present  charitable  funds  and  property 
in  that  portion  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  O'Brien,  in  seconding  the  motion, 
expressed  his  belief  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  brought  the  subject  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House  had  not  over- 
staled  the  case  in  any  respect  whatever. 
He  was  fully  convinced  that  the  present 
Board  of  Charitable  Bequests  was  inef- 
fective and  inadequate  to  the  purposes 
for  which  it  had  been  constituted.  He 
believed  also,  that  the  character  of  the 
Board  was  considered  by  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics of  Ireland  of  so  exclusive  a  nature, 
that  it  did  not  possess  their  confidence  in 
any  respect.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  had  not  overstated  the  amount 
of  expenses  incurred  by  the  Board  as  at 
present  constituted,  in  the  recovery  of 
charitable  bequests.  He  could  also  bear 
testimony  to  the  accuracy  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman^  estimate  of  the  amount  mis- 
appropriated and  misapplied,  which  could 
not  fall  much  short  of  250,000/.  per 
annum.  With  respect  to  the  placing  of 
these  Charitable  Bequests  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Poor-law  Commissioners,  that 
was  a  question  which  need  not  now  be 
entertained;  but  so  far  as  regarded  the 
third  branch  of  charities,  those  intended 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  in  his  opinion 
these  might  well  be  given  up  to  the  Poor- 
law  Commissioners.  It  was  necessary 
that  adequate  information  should  be  ob- 
tained before  the  House  could  properly 
deal  with  the  subject. 

Colonel  Sibtkorp  said,  that  after  so 
many  Commissions  had  been  issued,  he 
felt  quite  horrified  at  the  proposition  of 
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lion.    Member  for    Waterford.     He 
Would     oppose  the    appointment  of  any 
resli  Commission  of  any  sort,  until  a  full 
T\c^\^\ry   had  been  instituted  into  this  sub- 
ect,     in    order  that   the    House  and  the 
:^ountr3r  might  be  satisfied  as  to  the  policy 
and     prudence  of   issuing    Commissions. 
He  could  not  help  regarding  Commissions 
in  gexieral  as  complete  jobs.     He  believed 
that  many  of  them  originated  in  the  out- 
cries   raised  by  those  hungry  Gentlemen 
(he  meant  no  offence  to  any  one)  who 
^^ere     in    the   habit   of    lounging   about 
T>owning-Btreet,  and  could  only  be  got  rid 
of  by  placing  them  in  some  of  those  situa- 
tions.     He  believed  that  they  were  situa- 
tions of  great  responsibility^  but  when  he 
looked    at  the  Record   Commission  and 
some  others,  he  must  say  that  he  thought 
them  perfectly  useless,  and  that  they  had 
led  to  a  great  waste  of  public  money.  He 
protested  against  the  present  proposition 
also  as  being  unnecessary.     He  believed 
that  in  nineteen  cases  out  of  twenty,  nay  in 
ninety-nine  out  of  one  hundred,  there  had 
been  a  just,  fair,  and  impaitial  application 
of  those  charitable  funds.     Should  the 
Government  accede  to  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty 
to  take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon  it. 

Mr.  Wyse  defended  the  appointment  of 
Commissioners,  because  he  thought  they 
were  more  competent  to  inquire  into  these 
matters  than  Committees.     He  considered 
it  to  be  necessary  to  make  a  proper  in- 
quiry  into  these  funds.    The    Board  of 
Charitable  Bequests  was  merely  a  Board 
for  receiving  applications  made  to  them  ; 
but  he  contended  there  ought  to  be   a 
Board  maintaining  a  constant  and  vigilant 
observation  from  year  to  year  over  the 
administration  of  these  charities.     Mem- 
bers of  his  own  family  in  Waterford  had 
left  a  considerable  portion  of  property,  for 
the  purpose  of  establishing    alms-houses 
for  poor  men  and  women ;    but  those  be- 
quests had  never  been  carried  into  effect. 
The  misapplication  of  funds  of  this  de- 
scription had  the  very  worst  moral  influ- 
ence in  the  country  ;  it  dulled  the  energy 
of  benevolence,  and  prevented  the  appli- 
cation of  funds  to  useful  purposes,  because 
a  conviction  lurked  in  the  minds  of  men 
thut  if  they  made   charitable    bequests, 
there  was  no  guarantee  that  those  bequests 
would  be  properly  applied.     The  misap-  i 
plication  of  these  funds  had  made  religion 
a  matter  of  monopoly. 
Viscount  Morpeth  said,  if  he  were  called 
VOL.  XL.    {2S!} 


upon  to  give  his  opinion  on  the  present 
occasion,  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  the  city  of  Waterford,  had 
made  out  a  very  strong  case.  His  i)on. 
Friend  had  shown  that  here  was  a  very 
large  amount  of  charity  property  in  Ire- 
land, with  which  the  Board  of  Charitable 
Bequests  was,  from  the  nature  of  its 
formation,  unable  adequately  to  deal, 
because  the  board  Was  composed  of  indi- 
viduals who  had  other  heavy  official 
duties  to  perform,  and  who  therefore  were 
unable  to  devote  that  time  to  the  board 
which  was  required.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  also  shown  that  the  members  of  the 
board  were  exclusively  of  one  religion, — 
a  circumstance  which,  without  any  impu- 
tation on  their  impartiality,  might  happen 
to  excite  the  jealousy  of  the  great  portion 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland,  that 
such  an  exclusive  board  should  have  the 
control  over  their  own  charities.  Again, 
his  hon.  Friend  had  proved  that  a  large 
amount  of  the  charity  funds  had  been 
frittered  away  in  law  expenses,  and  he 
was  confident  that  the  House  generally 
would  agree  with  him,  that  if  any  pro- 
perty was  to  be  squandered  or  frittered 
away,  it  ought  not  to  be  the  patrimony  of 
the  poor.  He  certainly  had  expected  that 
his  hon  Friend,  would  make  out  a  strong 
case,  for  the  Government  were  already 
aware  of  the  necessity  of  inquiry,  and 
would  have  willingly  taken  the  subject 
into  their  own  hands,  had  they  not  felt  that 
there  were  so  many  other  important  and 
pressing  questions  first  to  be  disposed  of, 
that  neither  they,  nor  indeed  the  Parlia- 
ment, had  time  to  devote  to  this  subject. 
Again,  the  Government  was  very  sensible 
of  the  imputation  cast  upon  them  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Lincoln,  as 
to  their  partiality  for  commissions.  It, 
however,  must  be  admitted  that  whatever 
might  be  the  nature  of  the  tribunal  or 
board  to  which  it  might  be  most  condu- 
cive to  the  interests  of  all  ultimately  to 
intrust  the  management  of  the  charities,  it 
must,  he  repeated,  be  admitted  that 
inquiry  was  in  the  first  instance  expedient. 
The  only  demur  he  should  make  to  the 
immediate  motion  now  before  the  House 
was  as  to  whether  it  was  now  put  in  tie 
best  and  most  proper  shape.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  said,  that  he  was  nnxiuus  to 
insure  some  limitation  both  of  time  nnd 
expense  for  this  commission.  Now,  that 
limitation  could  not  be  serured  hy  lh«! 
motion  now  before  the  House,  and  therc- 
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fore  he  thought  it  would  be  much  more 
satisfactory  if  the  questioo  were  brought 
forward  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
English  Charities  Commission — namely, 
by  way  of  a  bill.  By  that  course  a  limit- 
ation of  time  and  expense  would  be 
secured,  and  the  objections  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Lincoln  removed. 
His  hon.  Friend,  too,  must  remember  that 
a  commission  issued  by  the  Crown  without 
the  sanction  of  an  act  of  the  Legislature 
was  very  much  curtailed  and  crippled  in 
some  of  its  most  important  functions  ; 
such  commission  could  not  examine  wit- 
nesses. Now,  it  was  very  material  in 
any  inquiry  which  would  extend  over  the 
greater  part  of  Ireland,  that  power  should 
be  given  not  only  to  call  witnesses,  but  to 
compel  the  examination  of  unwilling  wit- 
nesses upon  oath.  He  would,  on  these 
grounds,  therefore,  ask  his  hon.  Friend 
not  to  press  his  motion  that  evening,  but 
to  bring  in  a  bill  to  limit  the  time  and  ex- 
pense of  the  commission,  and  giving  it 
power  of  complete  and  uncontrolled  action. 
If  his  hon.  Friend  would  do  so,  the 
Government  would  give  his  hon.  Friend  its 
best  assistance. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  he  could  not  but  think 
it  would  be  much  better  if  the  noble  Lord 
would  at  once  consent  to  take  the  matter 
into  his  own  hands.  Surely,  no  charge 
had  been  made — no  case  for  inquiry  into 
the  constitution  of  the  Board  of  Charitable 
Bequests  had  been  made  out ;  but  even  if 
there  had,  a  commission  was  unnecessary, 
for  that  board  was  created  by  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  a  reference  to  which  would 
give  all  the  information  that  could  either 
be  afforded  or  required.  He,  therefore, 
hoped  that  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
press  his  motion,  but  accede  to  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for  Ireland. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  con- 
curred with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down,  that  no  inquiry  was 
necessary  into  the  constitution  of  the 
Board  of  Charitable  Bequests;  but 
it  did  not  follow  that  there  ought 
not  to  be  an  inquiry  into  the  work- 
ing of  the  board,  and  a  general  inquiry 
into  the  management  of  the  charity 
property.  He  admitted  that,  as  stated 
by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Wyse),  the 
effort  he  had  made  some  years  ago  to 
secure  from  local  authorities,  either  s;rand 
juries  or  bodies  of  magistrates,  an  useful 
superintendence    over    the    charities  had 


wholly  failed,  and  it  was  now  hi^lj  ? 
portant  to  have  a  more  efficient  mjst&z^ 
management.     He   fully  coDCtured    x 
the  views  expressed   by  his   noble  Frk:. 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  tmsted  t 
his  hon.  Friend  who  had  brought  forft^- 
the  subject  would  follow  the    preced^it . 
the  English  Charities  Commiasioo  Bhi. 

Mr.  BarroTi  would,  by  the  leave  oi  * . 
House,  withdraw  his  motion,  and  g^ive  a^ 
tice  of  his  intention  to    bring  in  a  t 
embodying  the  principles    suggested 
his  noble   Friend,  the  Secretary  for  ir^ 
land. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Post-office. —  Mr.    Hii:.x.*s    Plas/ 
Mr.    Wallace  called  the  attention  of  ll« 
House  to  the  petition  from  the  Cbamtje. 
of  Commerce  of  Edinburgh  (presented  5i: 
of  February),  praying  that  no  experimer 
on  Mr.  Rowland  Hill's  plan  might  be  ei:- 
tertained,  unless  based  on  its  main  prin- 
ciples.    Much  alarm  had  been  occasiootu 
throughout  the  country  by  the  notice /r'^en 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  tn 
being  about  to  make  an  experiment  of  his 
own  in  contradistinction   to   that  recom- 
mended by  the  Post-ofEce  Commissionen. 
In    the  course  of   last    Session    it    wu 
distinctly  stated,  that  there  commendattorj 
of  the  Commissioners  with  regard  to  tfa* 
twopenny  and  threepenny  postage  being 
reduced  to  one  penny,  and  the  collectioD 
being  made  in  advance  by  the  use  of  stamp 
covers  should  have  a  fair  trial.     When  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  askecJ  is 
December  last  what  he  meant  to  do  opoo 
the  subject,  he  replied,  that   he  intende<i, 
instead   of  following  the  recommendatioD 
of  the  Commissioners,  to  bring  in  a  bill  to 
authorise    the    use    of  twopenny   stamp 
covers,  within  the   twopenny  district     If 
the  right   hon.  Gentleman  had  offered  a 
premium  for  a  plan  by  which  to  overthrow 
the  recommendation  of  theCommissaooers. 
a  better  mode  could  not  have  been  de- 
vised.    The  Chamber  of  Commerce   in 
Edinburgh,  considering  the  great  advan- 
tage that  would  accrue  to  the  couj7trv 
from  the  adoption  of  a  uniform  system  of 
charging  postage,  and  of  making  a  large 
reduction  of  the  rates,  had  taken  altnn  at 
this  proposal,  and  by  their  petittoo  strongly 
urged  upon  the  House  that  some  meaos 
should  be  taken  to  prevent  the  right  hun. 
Gentleman  from  following  up  his  inteo- 
tion.     On   this  occasion  he  would  conttne 
himself  to  this  plain  and  simple  questioo, 
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vH ether  anything  could  be  more  perfectly 
absurd    and  untenable  than  that  of  pre- 
tending to  carry  out  a  suggestion  for  per** 
m^iving^   the  use  of  a  stamp  cover,  at  a 
penny  rate,  by  means  of  a  twopenny  stamp 
eover  ?      He  could  not  for  a  moment  sup- 
pose that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
persevere  in  adopting  so  strange  a  propo- 
sition.     The   idea  of  the    public    being 
twilling  to  lake  the  additional  trouble  of 
purchasing  a  stamp,  when  they  could  send 
their  letters  at  the  same  rate  without   a 
slamp^  seemed  to  him  so  exceedingly  pre- 
posterous that  he  would   not  argue  the 
matter  further.   The  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded  by  moving  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  to  take  into  con- 
sideration the  laws  relating  to  the  Post- 
office. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  pre- 
sumed that  the  only  object  of  the  present 
motion  was  to  raise  a  discussion.    To  that 
he  had  no  objection.     He  should  ill  dis- 
charge his  duty,  and  not  be  showing  that 
respect  which  he  entertained  for  a  Com- 
mittee of  this  House,  if  he  were  to  pre* 
judge  a   question  which  was  now  under 
the   consideration  of   a  Committee    up 
stairs.     He  had  been  called  upon  to  con- 
sider the  propriety  of  adopting  Mr.  HiU's 
plan.     For  that  gentleman  he  entertained 
Tery  great  respect,  but  he  could  not,  in 
deference  to  Mr.  Hill's  judgment,  hazard 
the  loss  of  an  enormous  amount  of  revenue. 
If  he  had  made  the  experiment  of  Mr. 
Hiirs  plan,  and  had  reduced  the  postage 
of  all  letters  from  their  present  amount  to 
a  penny,  the  increase  in  the  number  of 
letters  that  would  be  required  to  be  de- 
livered by  the  Post-*office  in  order  to  pre- 
sent a  loss  would  be  from  their  present 
amount  of  43,000,000  to  somewhere  about 
400,000,000.     No  person  on  earth  could 
imagine  that  any  permanent  arrangement 
could  be  made  that  would  augment  the 
correspondence  in  this  country  within  any 
limited  period   to  such   an  extent.    All 
existing  arrangements  would  have  to  be 
reorganised,  and  that  upon  a  mere  hypo- 
thesis.   He  would  not  presume  to  say  that 
Mr.  Hill's  plan  was  wrong.    Indeed  be 
had  consented   to  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee,  to  whom  that  plan  was  sub- 
mitted, and  he  thought  it  would  be  only 
prudent  to  await  the  report  of  that  Com- 
mittee, in  order  to  see  whether  they  con- 
sidered it  feasible    The  twopenny  postage 
was  an  increasing    source    of   revenue, 
which  clearly  proved  that  the  present  rate 


of  charge  did  not  operate  to  diminish  that 
description   of  correspondence.     He   had 
reduced   the  fourpenny  postage  lo   two- 
pence, and  had  directed  a   registry  to  be 
kept  of   the  amount  of  correspondence 
before    the    reduction     and    after,    this 
would  show  the  effect  of  that  reduction 
upon  the  amount  of  correspondence.   This 
information  was  essential,  because  all  the 
reasoning  in  favour  of  an  alteration  would 
fall   to  the  ground,    unless  it  could    be 
shown  that  the  present  postage  duty  threw 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  the  correspond* 
ence  of  the  country.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
was  favourable    to    the  experiment  of  a 
stamp-cover,  but  did    he  wish  to  try   it 
fairly  ?     It  would  not  be  trying  it  fairly  if 
they  said  that  a  letter  should  go  under  a 
stamp  cover  for  a  penny,  whereas  a  letter 
not  going  under  a  stamp  cover  should  be 
twopence.     It    was    supposed    by   some 
Gentlemen  that  notes  of  invitation  and 
messages  would  be  frequently  sent  by  the 
twopenny  post  instead  of  by  servants,  if  a 
stamp  cover  were  allowed  :  he  therefore 
had  consented  to  the  experiment.     When 
the  whole  plan  of  Mr.  Hill  should  have 
been  considered   by   the  Committee,  and 
reported  upon  to  the  House,  he  should  be 
prepared  to  give  his  determination  upon  it. 
At  present  he  thought   it  prudent  not  to 
make  any  alteration  in  the  existing  system. 
He  had  great  respect  for  the  Chamber  of 
Commerce  in  Edinburgh,  but  he  should 
have  attached  much  more  weight  to  their 
recommendation  if  it  had  been  made  with 
reference   to  their  own  city,  instead  of 
relating  to  the  mode  of  carrying  on  cor« 
respondence  in  London. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  object  of  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Wallace)  was  precisely 
that  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
fessed to  be  his  ;  namely,  that  no  altera- 
tion should  be  made  until  the  whole  plan 
had  been  fully  determined  upon.  The 
right  hon.  GentlemBn»  however,  said  he 
was  willing  to  make  a  partial  attempt  to 
carry  Mr.  Hill's  plan  into  effect,  h  was 
not  a  partial  trial  of  that  plan,  because 
Mr.  Hill  suggested  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  to  a  penny.  Two  years  had  elapsed 
since  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  declared 
that  the  present  system  should  be  altered  ; 
yet  nothing  had  been  done.  The  Post- 
office  Commissioners  had  made  ten  re- 
ports, and  he  remembered  no  instance  in 
which  so  many  recommendations  of  a 
commission  had  been  left  unnoticed.  He 
admitted  that  several  useful  alterations 
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had  been  introduced  into  the  Post-ofRce 
department;  but  he  would  press  upon  the 
considcralion  of  the  Government  the  dis- 
trust prevaihng  throughout  the  country  as 
to  any  really  beneBcial  change  being 
effected  while  the  present  system  con- 
tinued. 

Mr.  Labonchere  begged  to 8tate,that so  far 
from  the  recommendations  of  the  Commis- 
sioners appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Post- 
office  establishment  not  being  attended  to 
and  supported  by  the  Government,  he  (as 
one   of  those  Commissioners)  knew  there 
had    been   on  the  part  of  the  Government 
a  most  anxious  desire  to  carry  those  re- 
commendations   into  effect.     When   the 
Commission  was  appointed  it  was  stated 
that  the  Commissioners  would  be  a  mere 
screen  to  the  Government  to  stave  off  all 
reforrai     and    that    there   was    no    real 
intention  of  looking  into  the  abuses  of  the 
Post-office.     He  on  that  occasion  gave  a 
pledge  in  his  own  name^  and  in  the  name 
of  his  Colleagues,  that  the^  were  deter- 
mined to  look  fully  and   fairly  into  the 
subject,  with  a  desire  to  lay  before  the 
public  the  sincere  impressions  which  the 
inquiry  might  make  upon  them,  and  he 
now  trusted  that  by  the  course  they  had 
taken,  the  expectations   of  the  country 
bad  not  been  disappointed.     The  Com- 
missioners made  their  reports  without  any 
communication  or   previous  consultation 
with  the  Post-office  or  the  Treasury,  as 
they  might  have  done,  in  order  to  ascer- 
tain whether  the  opinions  of  those  author- 
ities   coincided   with    their    own    before 
being  promulgated  to  the  world.     It  must 
necessarily  have  sometimes  happened  that 
there  should  be  a  difference  of  opinion 
between  the  Commissioners  and  those  two 
departments.     He  believed  that  the  Com- 
missioners would  not  have  done  their  duty 
if  they  had  by  previous  communications 
endeavoured  to  avoid   that  difference  of 
opinion.     At  the  same  time  they  had  no 
right  to  blame  the  Post-office  authorities 
or  the   Government  for  exercising  their 
own  judgment  with  respect  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commissioners.   Never- 
theless, he  was  not  aware  until  this  report 
with  regard  to  the  twopenny  post-office 
came  under  consideration,  that  any  im- 
portant recommendation  of  the  Commis- 
sioners had  not  been  carried  into  effect 
as  far  as  lay  in  the  power  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    He  denied  that  it  was  the  fault  of 
the  Government  that  the  Post-office  had 
not  been  placed  under  the  management  of 
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Commissioners,  instead  of  a     post 
general.     It  was  the  fault  of   Par  lias. 
With  regard  to  applying  Mr.    Hili'i 
to   the    twopenny  post   by   redocir£^ 
charge  to  a  penny,  it  certaioly    iov:. 
a  considerable  amount  of  revenue ;  > 
he  was  sorry  his  right  hon.    Friea^i  _ 
not  think  himself  justified   to   try  iiie  t. 
periment.     He  should    be    glad  to  scr 
tried.     He  did  not  agree  that    the  »t.- 
covers  was  the  chief  part  of    Mr.  li. 
plan.      The  most  important    principle'  - 
Mr.   Hill's  plan  was  the  payment  oi    .. 
postage.     This  was   a    part    of   the  p 
about  which   he  had  always  entenaw . 
the    greatest    doubt.        He     very    riu- 
doubted   the  readiness  of  the    pubLc  t. 
acquiesce  in  a  system   which  would  cz- 
prive  them   of  all  option,   when  seod.ri^ 
letters,  whether  to  pay  the    postage  c 
not.    Upon  the  whole  he  thought  it  voa.. 
be  better  to  let  the  entire    matter  res. 
with  the   Committee  up    stairs;   and  hi 
should   be  rather  glad   if  his  right  ho:. 
Friend  would  not  make  any  ^^niai  ex- 
periment  with    regard   to    the   stamped 
covers.     He  did   not  think    it  woQld  be 
likely  to  lead  to  much  satisfactioo. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  saic^ 
the  experiment  of  the  stamped  covers  «a5 
not  of   his  seeking.      He   had   not  \^t 
slightest  difficulty,  if  the  same  Gentlemen 
who  first  wished  to  see  the   experioieo: 
tried  were  now  desirous  that  it  snouid  U 
suspended,   to   accede  to   their  request. 
With  regard  to  the  observations  of  tb? 
hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  as  to  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Commissioners  nrt 
having  been   acted  upon,  he  wished  to 
remark,  that  it  was  much  easier  for  Com- 
missioners and   Members  of  Parliameut 
to  lay  down  a  principle  than  for  those 
who  were  charged  with  the  execution  of 
it  to  apply  that  principle.     No  principle 
was  laid  down  more  authoritatively  than 
that  of  applying  the  system  of  contracts 
to  our  packet  communications.     Ererj 
body  seemed  to  consider  that  there  was 
no  port  in  which  that  experiment  coold 
be  better  tried  than  in  the  port  of  Liver- 
pool.    Parties  informed  him  that  if  the 
unjust  competition   of    the  Government 
packets  against  the  owners  of  the  commer- 
cial packets  were  withdrawn,  those  owners 
were  of  that  character  that  they  would  un- 
dertake to  discharge  the  duty  of  carrying 
the  mail  for  nothing.  He  and  the  Admiralty 
had  been  engaged  from  that  time  to  tiic 
present  in  trying  whether  they  could  ob- 
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ta.in    such  a  contract,  and  what  was  the 
result  ?      The  only  tender  which  the  Go- 
vern ment  bad   received,   contrary  to  all 
tVie    predictions  made,  was,  that  whereas 
the    Oovernment    packets    yielded    from 
passengers   21,000/.   a-year  to  the   Go- 
vernment; there  were  gentlemen  in  Liver- 
pool generous  and  liberal  enough  to  offer 
to  enter  into  a  contract,  not  to  carry  the 
mails    for    nothing,   but  for  the  sum   of 
34,000/.  a-year. 

Mr.    Wallace  would    not  occupy   the 
time   of    the   House  in   replying  to   the 
statements  which  had  been  made,  but  he 
must   make  one  or  two  observations  on 
the    remarks  of  the  Chancellor  of    the 
Exchequer  on  the  contracts  for  the  packet 
serTice.     In  1836  the  St.  George  steam- 
packet  company  offered  to  carry  the  mails 
to  Ireland  for  nothing;  but  what  did  the 
Government    do  ?       They    refused    this 
offer,  but  allowed  in  the  same  year  an 
Act  to  be  passed  by  Parliament  limiting 
the  liability  of  the  company.     This  was 
done  under  the  plea  of  assisting  the  inland 
navigation   of    Ireland  ;     but    200,000/. 
haying  been  raised  in  consequence  of  that 
act,   the  company,  instead   of    applying 
themselves  to  the  inland  navigation,  set 
to  work  to  build  boats  purposely  to  beat 
the  Post-office,  or  rather,  at  that  time, 
the  Admiralty  packets.     The  Admiralty 
continued  their  old  boats,  and  the  con- 
sequence   was,    that    the    St.    George's 
company,    having     completely   outsailed 
them,  and  carried  away  all  the  custom, 
now  turned  round  and  did  what  every 
other  trading  company  would  do  under 
similar  circumstances  —  they  demanded 
34,000/.  to  contract  for  doing  what,  be- 
fore their    new   boats  were  built,    they 
would  have  gladly   undertaken   for  no- 
thing.   The  great  boon  held  out  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  fourpenny  postage  to  twopence, 
was  not  recommended  by  the  Post-office 
Commissioners,  but  was  introduced    by 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman   on  his  own 
responsibility.    It  was  true  that  a  Com- 
mittee had  been  appointed,  and  was  still 
sitting;  but  before  any  report  had  been 
made,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  given  notice  of  his  bill.    If  the  whole 
subject  of  the  Post-office  were  to  be  left 
to  the  inquiry  of  the  Committee  he  had 
no  objection  to  make ;  but  he  hoped  that 
in  the  meantime  no  attempt  would   be 
made  by  the  right   hon.   Gentleman   to 
give  effect  to  bis  twopenny  proceeding. 


Having  elicited  that  discussion  he  would 
beg  the  leave  of  the  House  to  withdraw 
his  motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Day  Mail  to  Scotland.]   Mr.  Wal- 
lace again  rose  to  comment  on  another 
petition  which  he  had  presented  from  the 
constituents  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
then  in   the  chair.     He  thought  that  the 
great    constituenci    sof    Edinburgh   and 
Glasgow  had  been  hardly  dealt  with   in 
not   having   a   day   mail,   when   Dublin, 
Manchester,     Birmingham,     and     other 
places,    had    been    allowed    the    benefit 
arising  from  this  recommendation  of  the 
Post-office    Commissioners.      But   these 
Commissioners    had    also    recommended 
that  Edinburgh  and   Glasgow  should  be 
included  in  the   arrangement.      He  had 
been  assured  that  the  day  mail  to  Dublin^ 
had  been  established  at  the  request  of  the 
Irish   government.      To  this  he  had  no 
objection  ;    but  if  the  Irish  government 
had  the  power  of  controlling  the  Post- 
office  authorities,  and  of  preventing  the 
extension  of  a  similar  advantage  to  other 
parts  of  the  kingdom,  he  did  most  seri- 
ously complain.  He  must  insist  that  many 
of  the  recommendations  of  the  Post-office 
Commissioners  had   not  been    complied 
with,  and  one  —  the  most  necessary  of 
any  to  remedy  the  defects  of  the  present 
system — the  recommendation  of  placing 
the  whole  of  the  Post-office  matters  in 
the  hands  of  Commissioners,  had   been, 
if  not  entirely  overlooked,  at  least  disre- 
garded.    The  change   had   been   recom- 
mended in  the  report  of  July,  1835  ;  but 
the  report  had  not  been   circulated  till 
1 836 :  how  it  had  been  kept  back,  or  by 
whom,  he  did  not  know ;  still  it  was  not 
delivered.     In  February,  1836,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  been  asked 
whether  he  intended  to  carry  into  efFect 
this  recommendation  ?     His  answer  was, 
that  he  intended  to  introduce  a  measure 
founded  upon   the  report.     It  was  not, 
however,  till  nearly  the  end  of  the  Ses- 
sion, the   8th  of  July,  that  a  bill   was 
introduced ;    it  then  passed  through   its 
several  stages  in  that  House,  and  reached 
the  other  House  ou  the  4th  of  August, 
and  was  on  the  12th  of  August  thrown 
out  of  the  House  of  Lords,  because  there 
was  not  sufficient  time  at  that  late  period 
of  the  Session  to  give  due  consideration 
to  so  important  a  subject.  Thus,  although 
the  bill  was  promised  in  February,  it  was 
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not  begun  till  the  8th  of  July — one  month 
only  before  the  end  of  the  Session — and 
did   not  reach  the  Lords  till  within  the 
last  six  days,  and  this  was  all  the  time 
which  was  afforded   for   deliberation   on 
this  great  alteration.     He  feared  that  it 
was  the  amount  of  patronage  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Government  which  they  were 
most  unwilling  to  part  with,  and  which 
rendered  them  careless  of  the  inconveni- 
ence experienced  by  the  public.     In  1837 
the   House   was   promised   that    the   bill 
should  be  re-introduced.     They  all  knew 
that  the  death   of  the  Sovereign  caused 
an  abrupt  termination  of  the  Session;  but 
more  than  two  months  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion had  already  elapsed,  and  the  bill  had 
not  yet  been  re-produced.     He  did  not  see 
why  a  preference  should  be  given  to  the 
northern  parts  of  England  arid  to  Dublin 
•  over  Scotland;    and   he  thought  that,  in 
justice  to  the  manufacturers  of  that  coun- 
try, they  ought  to  have  equal  facilities  in 
the  receipt  of  their  foreign   correspond- 
ence.    There  were  other  general  measures 
recommended  by  the  Commissioners  which 
had  not  been  adopted.     He  should  con- 
clude with  moving  for  some  returns  which 
would  show  the  real  state  of  the  case, 
and  bring  the  whole  question  fairly  before 
the   House   and    the   country.      But   he 
could    not  help  adverting  specifically  to 
one  great  advantage   which  the   Sunday 
day  mail  possessed;  it  took  down  the  mail 
into  the  country  the  whole  of  the  corre- 
spondence which  came  up  on  the  Saturday 
nighty  and,  if  the  mail  were  granted  to 
Edinburgh,  the  Saturday's  letters  would 
reach  that  city  thirty-six  hours  before  the 
present  time.     If  a  day  mail  were  estab- 
lished,   the    constituencies    of   Scotland 
would  be  able  to  read  the  debate  of  that 
night — if  it  were  worth   reading — twelve 
hours  sooner  than  they  could  by  the  pre- 
sent arrangement.     He  recommended  also 
that,   instead   of   starting  an    additional 
mail  coach  to  carry  the  morning  mail,  the 
effect  of  which  was  to  chea^  the  turnpike 
trusts  of  the  tolls,  they  should  employ  the 
regular  coachea^  of  which  many  were  con- 
stantly running  to  Birmingham ;  and  he 
contended  that  there  was  no  fear  of  the 
loss  of  the  mail  bags  by  these  public  con- 
veyances, although  they  did  carry  so  many 
passengers,    for  he  had  himself  seen  a 
mail-coach  carry  seven  outside  passengers 
without  danger  to  the  bags;  and  it  was 
established  last  year  before  a  Committee 
of  that  House,  that  in  Ireland,  where  the 


bags  were  forwarded  by  pubHc  passeii.- 
conveyances,  very  few,  if  any,  robber  -; 
took  place.  The  hon.  Meoiber  codc1'j«>.'. 
by  moving  for  "  A  returo,  in  abstraict,  «^ 
the  recommendations  contained  in  the  tr 
reports  of  the  Post-office  Commiftstoner? 
specifying,  1st,  what  recommend atioas  h-r 
been  carried  into  full  effect;  5klly,  whi* 
recommendations  had  been  partially  ado>:- 
ed:  and,  3dly,  what  recommendation' 
had  not  been  acted  upon;  tog^ether  w  :'^ 
the  date  of  the  report,  the  date  when  ih- 
recommendations  were  adopted,  and  tt^ 
names  of  the  Commissioners  appended  v 
the  report." 

Mr.  Hume,   in  seconding    the  motion 
wished  to  ask  a  question  of  the  right  hoc. 
Gentleman,   the  Chancellor   of  the    Ex- 
chequer.    He  was  satisfied  that  there  w.m 
only  one  mode  of  removing  the  anomalies 
which  at  present  existed,  and  the  cause  oi 
com  plai nt  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oree nock, 
and  that  mode  was  by  the   adoption  o;' 
the  plan  suggested  by  the  Commissioner?, 
by    changing    the    post- master- generals 
office,  and  allowing  it  to  be  executed  bv 
Commissioners.     He  hoped  that  no  deia? 
would  take  place  upon  this  subject,  and 
that  the  same  excuse  would   not  be  fur- 
nished to  the  Lords  as  had  been  given  m 
1836   for   rejecting  a   Bill   of  so   much 
importance,  because  it  reached  them  on)? 
within  a  week  of  the  close  of  the  Session. 
It  should   be  recollected   also  that  our 
Post-office   establishment  annually  taxed 
the  public  to  the  amount  of  two  millious 
and  a  half,  and  cost  more  than  any  other 
similar  establishment.     There  was,  there- 
fore, no  excuse  for  delay ;  and  he  would 
conclude  by  asking  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman when  he  intended  to  bring  in  his 
Bill  for  carrying  into  effect  the  Commis- 
sioners' recommendations? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did 
not  rise  to  object  to  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member,  but  he  must  comptaio  of 
the  hon.  Member's  unfairness  io  giving 
notice  of  one  motion  and  then  bringin^^ 
forward  another.     The  hon.  Member  bad 
given  notice  that  he  should  call  upoo  the 
House  to    "consider  the   petition  from 
Edinburgh,  presented   5th  February,  for 
establishing  a  morning  mail  to  Scotland.*' 
Instead  of  confining  himself  to  this,  be 
had  made  a  distinct  charge  against  the 
Government,  and  concluded  with  a  motfOQ 
for  returns  of   what  had  been  effected 
towards  carrying  out  the  Commissioaers' 
reports.   Such  a  course  of  proceediog  wai 
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T\e\lVier  fair  nor  just,  and  nothing  but  the 
disposition  felt  by  the  Government  to  give 
every     information   relative  to  the  Post- 
office  precluded  him  from  giving  a  direct 
negative  to  the  hon.  Member's  proposi- 
V\ori.       He  hoped   the  time  would  come 
when  that  House  would  not  discuss  a  sub- 
ject already  referred  to  a  Committee.     If 
the     House   not  only  exercised,  which  it 
oughty   and  was  bound  to  do,  a  general 
superintendence  over  the  Administration 
as  carried  on  in  the  different  departments 
of  the  Government,  but  descended  to  the 
inquiry   whether    a  twopenny  post    box 
should  be  opened  in  one  place  or  another, 
he    thought  that  they  would  not  only  be 
wasting  the  public  time,  but  be  also  con- 
sunning  the  patience  of  the  House;  and 
not  all  the  mails  which  should  convey  the 
records  of  that  discussion  would  raise  hon. 
Members  in   the  opinion  of  their  consti. 
tuents,  or  the  general  character  of  that 
House.  There  was  one  subject  mentioned 
by  the   hon.  Member  to  which  he  roust 
speoifically  refer.     The  hon.  Member,  in 
showing  that  the  Government  had  over- 
looked the  report  of  the  Commissioners 
recommending   an  alteration  in  the  pre- 
sent constitution  of  the  Post-ofiBce,  went 
logically  to  work  to  prove  his  statement 
by  recapitulating  from  the  votes  of  that 
House  the  steps  which  had  been  taken  in 
introducing  a  Bill,  which  had  been  fought 
through  that  House  for  giving  effect  to  the 
Commissioners'    recommendations,     and 
which  had  been  lost  in  another  place.    To 
prove,  therefore,    that  they  have   over- 
looked   the  report   would   require    more 
ingenuity  than  was  possessed  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman.     It  certainly  was  his  inten- 
tion  to  introduce  a  Bill  on  this  subject, 
containing  enactments  in  the  spirit  or  the 
alterations  recommended  by  the  Members 
of  the  commission.     With  respect,  how- 
ever, to  the  establishment  of  a  day  mail, 
which  made  a  most  important  change  in 
the  arrangements  of  the  Post-office,  and 
which  could  only  be  effected  by  a  great 
increase  of  expense,  could  anything  be 
more  reasonable  or  more  just  than  that 
they  should  try  an  experiment  in  the  first 
instance  in  a  place  where  it  was  likely 
to  he  successful,  and   that  they  should 
wait  to   see   the   result  of  that  experi- 
ment before  ibey  extended  the  plan  ?    It 
must  be  observed  also  that  it  was  only 
to  a  portion  of  the  correspondence  that 
a  day  mail  was  likely  to  be  of  any  use. 
Whether  letters  were  received  at  twelve 


o*clock  at  night  or  at  six  o'clock  in  the 
morning  was  of  no  earthly  importance — 
it  was  only  near  the  extremity  of  the  line, 
therefore,  and  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
London,  that  the  day  maU  jBouid  be  of 
value.  If  the  hon.  Member  considered, 
likewise,  the  entire  alteration  which  was 
taking  place  in  the  country  with  regard 
to  the  whole  system  of  coach  communica- 
tion, and  the  lines  of  railroad  which  were 
being  established  throughout  the  country, 
he  would  not,  as  a  man  of  common  sense, 
wish  that  they  should  enter  into  changes 
which  would  entail  enormous  charges  on 
the  public  till  they  saw  what  species  of 
communication  was  likely  to  be  perma- 
nently established.  The  Western  Rail- 
way, for  instance,  was  likely  to  be  com- 
pleted, and  would  the  hon.  Member  wish 
the  Government  to  establish  a  double  line 
of  communication  ?  Many  others  were  in  ^ 
progress;  and  with  respect  to  the  Birming- 
ham mail,  he  did  not  think  that  they  could 
find  contractors  who  would  do  anything 
for  nothing,  for  the  number  of  coaches 
was  already  so  much  reduced,  as  to  render 
travelling  very  inconvenient  at  the  present 
moment ;  and  the  Post-office  had  a  diffi- 
culty, even  after  paying  double  the  ordi- 
nary contract  price,  to  find  contractors. 
The  full  establishment  of  the  day  mail 
would  require  the  re-modelling  of  the 
whole  mail  establishment,  and  he  thought 
that  Government  was  acting  more  pru- 
dently by  not  saddling  the  country  at 
once  with  an  enormous  mass  of  charges, 
till  it  saw  the  results  of  what  had  been 
already  done.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Greenock  seemed  to  suspect  that  the  Go- 
vernment never  consulted  the  convenience 
of  the  public  ;  but  he  must  observe,  that 
the  interest  of  the  Government  was  directly 
the  reverse  of  this,  for  the  more  letters 
passed  through  the  Post-office,  the  more 
correspondence  took  place,  and  the  more 
the  public  convenience  was  consulted,  the 
more  income  would  it  produce,  and  the 
greater  would  be  the  public  revenue. 

Mr.  Gillon  thought,  that  they  ought  to 
facilitate,  by  every  means  in  their  power, 
the  transmission  of  letters  and  newspapers. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  objected 
to  the  expense  of  establishing  day  mails, 
but  he  thought,  that,  having  sent  them  to 
Birmingham,  Man^ester,  Liverpool,  and 
Ireland,  it  would  not  be  any  great  stretch 
of  generosity  to  extend  them  to  Scotland. 
The  same  mail  would  carry  the  Scotch  as 
carried  the  Birmingham  letters*   At  War- 
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rington  now  two  mails  met  and  ran  to- 
gether to  Carlisle,  where  they  separated, 
one  going  to  Edinburgh,  the  other  to 
Glasgow  ;  by  letting  one  coach  carry  both 
bags  to  Carlisle,  and  by  making  the  second 
coach  meet  the  day  mail,  both  might  be 
carried  without  the  addition  of  a  single 
coach.  From  Carlisle  there  were  already 
two  day  mails,  so  that,  with  the  same 
establishment,  the  greatest  increase  of  as- 
sistance might  be  afibrded  to  the  mercan- 
tile interests  of  Scotland.  He  thought 
that  his  hon.  Friend  had  been  hardly  dealt 
with  when  he  had  been  accused  of  wasting 
the  time  of  the  House,  for  he  considered 
this  a  most  important  subject.  Whether 
he  should  succeed  or  not  in  the  motion 
which  he  intended  to  bring  forward  for 
the  equalization  of  the  taxation  on  the 
various  methods  of  internal  communica- 
tion, he  must  remark  on  the  great  absur- 
dity of  charging  any  duty  on  carriages 
carrying  the  mails,  for  the  mileage  duty 
was  repaid  by  the  public  in  the  shape  of 
an  increased  rate  of  contract,  and  the 
public  were  clear  losers  by  the  poundage. 
Valuable  evidence  was  given  before  the 
Committee  of  last  year  by  Sir  Edward 
Lees,  that  great  advantage  had  been  ex* 
perienced  in  Ireland  from  the  establish- 
ment of  mails  carrying  passengers  and 
paying  no  duty,  and  no  robberies  had 
been  effected  on  these  mails,  whilst  many 
had  been  committed  on  the  single-horse 
or  foot  posts.  By  this  means,  also,  posts 
and  conveyances  for  passengers  had  been 
established  on  the  cross-roads  of  Ireland, 
whilst  they  were  very  deficient  in  all  the 
cross  roads  in  England  and  in  Scotland. 

Sir  George  Sinclair  was  of  opinion,  that 
the  establishment  of  a  day  mail  would  be 
a  great  convenience  to  the  people  of 
Scotland,  and  that  it  might  be  obtained 
at  a  comparatively  trifling  expense.  He 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  present  position  of  the  twopenny- 
postmen  employed  in  London.  They  had 
recently  had  some  additional  onerous 
duties  imposed  upon  them,  without  their 
receiving  any  additional  pay. 

Mr.  F,  Baring  said,  that  he  had  no 
doubt,  that  the  establishment  of  the  day 
mail  would  be  of  great  use  to  Edinburgh, 
but  it  was  a  matter  in  which  he  thought 
the  House  would  not  interfere.  With 
regard  to  the  wages  paid  to  the  twopenny- 
post  letter-carriers,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
the  pay  which  they  received  was  a  suffi- 
cient remuneration  for  their  servicesi  al« 


though  it  was  true  that  their  duties  had 
of  late  been  increased  by  an  arrangement 
recently  made  in  the  Post-office.  At  the 
same  time,  however,  additional  hands  had 
been  employed,  and  means  had  been 
adopted  by  which  they  would  be  entitled 
eventually  to  some  remuneration  :  thisv^as 
hj  their  becoming  entitled,  on  long  ser- 
vice, to  some  extra  pay.  The  plan  had 
been  adopted  by  the  Treasury,  in  obedi- 
ence to  a  suggestion  which  he  had  thrown 
out,  and  a  mode  of  classification  had  been 
taken  by  which  good  servants  of  the 
longest  standing  would  be  the  best  paid. 
With  regard  to  the  general  question  of 
increasing  the  pay  of  the  letter-earners, 
he  was  of  opinion,  that  any  alteratioa  in 
the  present  system  was  unnecessary. 

The  Attorney-General  felt,  that  he 
ought  not  to  allow  this  subject  to  be  dis- 
cussed without  expressing  a  hope,  that 
the  officers  of  her  Majesty's  Government 
within  whose  province  the  matter  lay, 
would  give  the  subject  their  most  serious 
and  speedy  consideration.  He  had  no 
doubt,  that  the  establishment  of  a  day 
mail  to  Ireland  was  most  useful ;  and  he 
had  no  doubt,  that  it  was  proper  that  it 
should  be  seen  whether  the  plan  with 
regard  to  that  portion  of  the  kingdom 
succeeded  before  it  should  be  carried  into 
efiect  with  reference  to  another  portion  of 
the  kingdom.  It  had  succeeded,  and  why 
was  it  not  adopted  now  with  regard  to 
Scotland  ?  The  line  was  already  formed 
to  Liverpool,  and  the  mail  might  be  con« 
veyed  on  without  much  additional  expense. 
Not  only  Edinburgh,  but  the  whole  of 
Scotland  was  interested  in  the  matter. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Real  Property.]  The  Ailorneyn 
General  said,  that  in  rising  to  move  for 
leave  to  bring  in  several  Bills  to  amend 
the  law  as  it  at  present  stood  with  regard 
to  real  property,  he  should  feel  it  neces- 
sary  to  occupy  the  attention  of  the  House 
only  for  a  few  moments.  The  Bills  which 
he  proposed  to  introduce  were  substan* 
tially  the  same  as  those  which  had  been 
introduced  in  a  former  session,  and  they 
were  founded  on  the  report  of  the  Real 
Property  Commissioners.  The  first  was 
a  Bill  to  facilitate  the  enfranchisement  of 
lands  of  copyhold  and  customary  tenures. 
He  had  wished  to  abolish  the  tenares  al- 
together, as  he  knew  they  were  attended 
with  very  great  inconvenience,  in  pro* 
ducing  disputes  between  the  lords  of  ma^ 
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nors    and  others,  but  he  was  not  bold 
«noug^h  to  bring  in  a  measure  so  sweeping 
in  its  provisions.     His  Bill  was,  therefore, 
only  to  facilitate  the  enfranchisement  of 
lands.     The  second  Bill  was  introduced 
with  a  view  of  remedying  some  of  the  in- 
conveniencies   with  regard  to    copyhold 
tenures,  such  as  holding  courts,  making 
surrenders,   and  with  regard   to  leasing 
copyhold  lands;    and  it  was  entitled   a 
Bill  for  the  amendment  of  the  law  relating 
to  lands  held  by  copy  or  court-roll.     The 
third  Bill  was  to  authorise  the  identifying 
or  ascertaining  the  boundaries  of  manors 
and  lands,  where  such  boundaries  were 
confused  or  unknown.     The  limits  of  ma- 
nors be  knew  were  ill-defined,  and  with 
a  view  to  their  being  properly  settled  he 
proposed  that  referees  should  be  appointed 
to  ascertain  them.     The  fourth   Bill  was 
for  abolishing  customs  relating  to  lands 
in   certain  cases.      He  desired  that   the 
general  law  should  be  that  of  primogeni- 
ture, but  there  were  some  cases  in  which 
it  was  proper  that  the  old  law  should  be 
continued.     In  the  case  of  the  custom  of 
gavelkind,  which  existed  in  the  county  of 
Kent,  he  did  not  propose  any  alteration. 
It  was,  in  his  opinion,  mischievous,  for 
the  effect  of  it  was,  that  in  the  event  of 
the  death  of  a  man  with  seven  sons  and 
seven  daughters,  his  property  would  not 
go  to  the  eldest  son,  nor  would   it  be 
equally  divided  among  his  children,  but 
it  would  be  parted  among  the  seven  sons, 
and  his  daughters  would  not  receive  any- 
thing.   The  people    of    Kent,  however, 
were  satisfied  with   the  custom,   and  it 
would  he  better  to  allow  it  to  remain.   He 
had  wished  to  abolish  heriots  altogether, 
as  well  as  copyholds,  in  accordance  with 
the  Bill  he  had  formerly  brought  before 
the  House ;  but  he  felt  that  he  could  not 
now  extend  his  proposed  measure  so  far. 
The  only  other  subject  to  which  his  Bills 
referred  was  the  law  of  escheat.     He  de- 
sired to  bring  in  a  Bill  which  would  very 
much  modify  the  existing  law ;   but  he 
did  not  think  that  it  was  necessary  now 
to  go  into  the  particulars  of  it,  but  hoped 
that  the  second  reading  would  not  be 
opposed  when  the  Bill  might  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee  of  Members ;  and 
be  hoped  that  those  Gentlemen  who  were 
connected  with  the  legal  profession  would 
give  him  their  assistance. 

Mr.  Gotdbum  did  not  oppose  the  mo- 
tion of  the  learned  Attorney-General ;  but 
be  was  glad  to  find  that  be  had  omitted 


in  his  Bill  the  clause  which  had  before 
been  introduced  with  regard  to  compen- 
sation for  heriots;  for  he  thought  that 
that  could  never  be  persevered  in  with 
any  prospect  of  success.  The  learned 
Attorney-General  had  thrown  out  that  it 
was  his  intention  to  call  upon  those  hon. 
Members  connected  with  the  legal  profes- 
sion who  were  in  the  House  to  aftbrd  their 
services  on  the  Select  Committee.  Now, 
with  all  respect  to  those  hon.  and  learned 
Members,  he  should  suggest  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  not  be  entirely  formed  of 
such  persons,  but  that  some  of  those  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  who  were  acquainted 
with  the  subject  of  manors  generally, 
should  be  also  selected  ;  for  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  legal  Gentlemen  would 
suggest  merely  those  amendments  which 
affected  the  technical  portions  of  the  law, 
and  which  would  facilitate  the  transfer 
of  large  properties,  but  which  would  not 
touch  upon  the  real  justice  of  the  case. 

Mr.  Aglionby  hoped  that  the  learned 
Attorney- General  would  not  confine  his 
Bill  to  defining  the  limits  of  manors  only, 
but  that  he  would  direct  his  attention  also 
to  lande  within  manors. 

Leave  given. 

Education  in  Canada.]  Mr.  Hume 
said,  that  he  had  a  variety  of  returns 
to  move  for  respecting  Canada,  but  in 
the  absence  of  the  hon.  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  he  should  abstain 
from  making  any  observations.  The  hon. 
Member  moved  for  various  returns.  The 
hon.  Member  said,  he  was  sorry  that  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Coventry  was  not 
in  his  place,  for  if  he  were  he  believed 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
availed  himself  of  the  opportunity  of  giv- 
ing an  explanation  of  a  statement  he  made 
the  other  night,  that  not  more  than  two 
in  a  hundred  of  the  constituency  of  Lower 
Canada  could  read  or  write.  He  believed 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his 
statement  alluded  altogether  to  the  elder 
part  of  the  population,  and  not  to  the 
rising  generation.  He  was  authorised  to 
state,  that  since  1833  there  had  been 
founded  in  that  colony  1,216  schools, 
which  had  not  less  than  65,000  scholars. 
This  was  a  very  large  proportion,  for  the 
whole  population  of  the  colony  did  not 
exceed  800,000.  It  was  also  stated,  in 
that  which  he  believed  to  be  the  best  his- 
tory of  Lower  Canada,  namely,  that  writ- 
ten by  Mff  Macgregor,  '<  that  the  schooU 
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were  under  the  protection  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  they  had  been  establiBhed 
principally  during  the  last  six  years.  In- 
deed in  every  parish,  and  in  almost  every 
settlement,  a  school  had  been  established, 
which  was  open  to  all  classes,  without  any 
distinction  as  to  religion,  and  both  sexes 
were  instructed  in  English  and  French. 
The  number  of  these  schools  was  upwards 
of  1,200,  and  the  scholars  of  both  sexes 
were  not  less  than  65,000."  The  authority 
of  this  Gentleman  would  probably  be  relied 
on,  for  he  was  at  present  employed  by  the 
Government  on  some  important  statistical 
investigations.  He  believed  that  the 
House  of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada 
wished  to  devote  50,000/.  a  year  to  the 
purposes  of  general  education  in  that 
colony,  but  the  Legislative  Council  re- 
jected the  Bill  for  the  purpose.  The  plan 
was  therefore  now  in  abeyance.  Accord- 
ing to  the  return  he  had  referred  to^  the 
proportionate  state  of  education  at  present 
m  the  colony  was  greater  than  it  was  in 
this  country.  So  much  for  the  statement 
as  to  the  want  of  education  in  Lower 
Canada ;  and  he  had  no  doubt,  if  oppor- 
tunity was  afforded  for  inquiry,  that  other 
charges  which  had  been  brought  against 
the  colony  would  turn  out  to  be  as  false 
and  calumnious  as  that  which  bad  been 
put  forth  as  to  the  want  of  education. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  with  moving 
for  a  copy  of  the  Acts  of  the  Parliament 
of  Lower  Canada,  passed  since  1828,  for 
the  promotion  of  education  and  the  estab« 
lishment  of  schools  in  that  province;  to- 
gether with  a  copy  of  the  last  report  made 
to  the  House  of  Assembly  of  the  state  of 
education,  and  of  the  number  of  schools 
and  scholars  in  each  county,  and  the 
numbers  in  the  whole  province. 

Lord  John  Russell  regretted  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  was  not  present,  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded  to  what  had 
fallen  from  him  a  few  nights  ago.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  fallen  into  an  error  respecting  the 
state  of  education  in  the  colony,  but  he 
did  not  think  that  what  had  been  stated  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  shook  in  the  slightest 
degree  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  any  other  person  on  this 
subject.  His  right  hon.  Friend  said,  that 
the  constituent  body  that  elected  the 
House  of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada 
was  remarkably  ignorant,  and  that  the 
very  great  majority,  as  he  said,  and  a  large 
proportioDi  as  others  asserted^  Qould  nei- 


ther read  nor  write.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
now  said,  that  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
education  at  present  in  Lower  Canada  ; 
but  his  right  hon.  Friend  did  not  allude  to 
what  had  taken  place  during  the  last  nine 
years,  or  since  1828,  since  which  period, 
a  great  many  schools  had,  no  doubt,  been 
established.  Nobody  denied  that  educa- 
tion had  recently  increased  in  Canada; 
and  he  had  himself  stated  that  very  large 
grants  of  money  had  been  voted  since 
1828,  by  the  House  of  Assembly  for  tbe 
purposes  of  education  ;  but  it  must  be  re- 
collected, that  none  of  those  who  con  Id 
have  profited  by  the  education  so  provided 
could  be  at  present  older  than  mere  boys. 
Nobody  had  said  that  the  House  of  As* 
sembly  was  opposed  to  education  ;  bul, 
at  the  same  time,  the  statement  orig^'nally 
made  was  far  from  being  calumnious,  for 
it  was  well  known  that  a  very  large  pro* 
portion  of  the  adult  population  were  un- 
educated. 

Mr.  Hume  observed,  that  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Lord  merely  rested  on  his 
own  authority  ;  he  should  produce  some- 
thing like  proofs  if  he  wished  to  remove 
all  doubt  on  the  subject.  The  charge  of 
ignorance,  however,  did  not  justify  the 
depriving  of  the  people  of  Canada  of  their 
constitution.  If  this  were  the  case,  the 
ignorance  of  the  people  in  many  parts  of 
England  would  a0brd  a  justificatton  for 
taking  away  their  civil  rights. 

Sir  R,  Peel  did  not,  when  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Coventry  stated  that  the 
people  of  Canada  were  educated  in  the 
proportion  of  two  in  a  hundred,  under- 
stand him  to  pledge  himself  as  to  the 
precise  number  of  the  educated  and  un* 
educated  people  there.  Hebelieved  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  meant  to  imply  that  the 
state  of  education  was  so  limited  in  Canada 
that  a  great  part  of  the  population  who 
enjoyed  the  elective  franchise,  were  not 
able  to  form  a  very  accurate  judgment  <>% 
the  matters  involved  in  dispute. 

Returns  were  ordered. 

Votes  in  Committee.]  Mr.  Hume 
proposed  a  motion  to  the  effect  that  every 
motion  in  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  in  which  a  division  takes  place,  be 
recorded  and  reported  in  the  votes  of  the 
day,  and  the  number  and  names  of  the 
Members  voting  be  recorded,  in  the  same 
manner  as  in  the  divisions  in  the  House. 
The  motion  had  already  been  agreed  to 
by.  the  House,  but  had  not  been  acted 
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upon  in  the  way  he  expected.  The  names 
were  already  printed  in  the  appendix  to 
the  fotes,  as  well  as  the  words  of  the 
motion  or  amendment,  but  he  thought  that 
it  would  be  more  convenient  to  have  the 
words  of  the  motion  or  amendment,  when 
a  division  took  place,  printed  in  the  body 
of  the  votes.  He  was  aware  that  what  he 
proposed  would,  in  some  degree,  increase 
the  trouble,  but  he  thought  that  the  ad- 
vantages that  would  result  from  it  would 
afford  an  ample  compensation. 

Mr.  Goulbum  did  not  intend  to  object 
to  the  motion,  but  did  not  clearly  under- 
stand the  object  of  the  hon.  Member.  It 
appeared,  that  at  present  the  list  of  names 
in  a  division  in  Committee  was  given.  By 
giving  all  the  amendments  introduced  into  a 
bill  in  Committee,  the  votes  would  beswelled 
to  a  most  voluminous  extent.  The  amend- 
ments could  not  be  given  short  so  as  to 
make  them  intelligible,  for  a  division  in 
Committee  frequently  took  place  on  the 
motion  to  leave  out  a  single  word,  which 
often  involved  the  most  important  consi- 
derations. 

Mr.  FFarfrur/on  remarked,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  proposed  that  the  amendments  in 
Committee  should  only  be  inserted  in  the 
votes  when  a  division  took  place. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  for  the 
sake  of  uniformity  it  might  be  desirable  to 
agree  to  the  motion,  but  he  thought  that 
it  would  be  better  to  leave  the  matter  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Speaker, 

The  Speaker  stated,  that  he  was  most 
anxious  to  afford  every  facility  regarding 
the  printing  of  the  votes  which  would 
meet  the  feeling  of  the  House.  The 
House,  he  was  sure,  was  aware  that  the 
votes  should  be  drawn  up  in  such  a  man- 
ner as  not  to  be  too  voluminous,  so  that  they 
could  be  printed  and  delivered  as  soon  as 
possible  in  the  morning.  Most  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  anxious  that  the  votes  should  be 
delivered  at  their  several  residences  before 
they  left  their  houses  in  the  morning,  and 
he  hoped  that  the  House  would  not  hastily 
come  to  a  decision  which  would  swell  the 
size  of  the  votes  in  such  a  degree  that  it 
would  often  happen  that  they  could  not 
be  printed  until  a  late  hour.  If  the  hon. 
Member  chose  to  leave  the  matter  in  his 
hands,  he  would  endeavour  to  adopt  some 
arrangements  to  meet  his  views.  He 
would  avail  himself  of  the  present  oppor- 
tunity of  making  a  suggestion  in  another 
matter  connected  with  the  printing  the 
votes.    It  often  happened  that  when  the 


House  was  engaged  until  a  late  hour  in 
a  debate  of  importance  several  orders  were 
left  to  be  postponed  or  disposed  of  at  two 
or  three  o'clock  in  the  morning.  It  would 
be  a  great  advantage  as  regarded  affording 
facilities  for  printing  the  votes,  if  those 
orders  were  disposed  of  at  the  early  period 
of  the  evening. 

Mr.  Hume  would  willingly  leave  the 
matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker,  and 
withdraw  his  motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Copartnership — Clergymen  Trad- 
ing.] House  in  Committee  on  the  Bank- 
ing Copartnership  Bill.  Several  clauses 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  Courtenay  moved  the  addition  of  a 
clause,  to  include  within  the  operation  of 
the  Bill  the  clerical  partners  m  fire  and 
life  assurance  companies. 

The  iSb/ict^or-Genera/ observed, that  the 
case  of  such  partners  did  not  come  within 
the  operation  of  the  57th  of  George  3rd, 
and,  therefore,  it  would  be  unnecessary  to 
include  them  in  the  present  Bill. 

Sir  R.  Peel  would  take  that  opportu- 
nity to  express  his  regret  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  moved  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee,  composed  of  the  most  able 
lawyers  and  the  most  eminent  mercantile 
men  in  the  House,  to  consider  the  whole 
case.  Had  such  a  step  been  taken,  this 
benefit  would  have  resulted — that  there 
would  have  been  placed  on  the  records  of 
the  House  a  statement  of  the  reasons  which 
had  induced  Parliament  to  interfere  for 
the  purpose  of  reversing  the  decision  of  a 
court  of  law.  The  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee would  also  have  been  followed  by 
this  advantage — that  all  the  cases  requiring 
a  remedy  would  probably  have  been  anti- 
cipated, whereas  it  was  now  not  unlikely 
from  the  necessarily  hurried  manner  in 
which  the  Bill  must  be  passed  through  its 
different  stages,  that  some  of  these  cases 
would  not  be  provided  for.  Atthe  same  time 
he  admitted  that  a  necessity  had  arisen 
which  justified  the  adoption  of  an  extra- 
ordinary measure  like  that  now  before  the 
House. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
that  but  for  the  pressing  nature  of  the 
case  the  Government  would  not  have 
objected  to  the  appointment  of  a  Commit- 
tee. Had  the  Government'  delayed  to 
take  immediate  steps  to  provide  a  remedy 
I  in  the  emergency  which  had  arisen,  they 
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were  under  the  protection  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  they  had  been  established 
principally  during  the  last  six  years.  In- 
deed in  every  parish,  and  in  almost  every 
settlement,  a  school  had  been  established, 
which  was  open  to  all  classes,  without  any 
distinction  as  to  religion,  and  both  sexes 
were  instructed  in  English  and  French. 
The  number  of  these  schools  was  upwards 
of  1,200,  and  the  scholars  of  both  sexes 
were  not  less  than  65,000."  The  authority 
of  this  Gentleman  would  probably  be  relied 
on,  for  he  was  at  present  employed  by  the 
Government  on  some  important  statistical 
investigations.  He  believed  that  the 
House  of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada 
wished  to  devote  SOfiOOL  a  year  to  the 
purposes  of  general  education  in  that 
colony,  but  the  Legislative  Council  re- 
jected the  Bill  for  the  purpose.  The  plan 
was  therefore  now  in  abeyance.  Accord- 
ing to  the  return  he  had  referred  to^  the 
proportionate  state  of  education  at  present 
m  the  colony  was  greater  than  it  was  in 
this  country.  So  much  for  the  statement 
as  to  the  want  of  education  in  Lower 
Canada ;  and  he  had  no  doubt,  if  oppor- 
tunity was  afforded  for  inquiry^  that  other 
charges  which  had  been  brought  against 
the  colony  would  turn  out  to  be  as  false 
and  calumnious  as  that  which  had  been 
put  forth  as  to  the  want  of  education. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  with  moving 
for  a  copy  of  the  Acts  of  the  Parliament 
of  Lower  Canada,  passed  since  1828,  for 
the  promotion  of  education  and  the  estab< 
lishment  of  schools  in  that  province;  to- 
gether with  a  copy  of  the  last  report  made 
to  the  House  of  Assembly  of  the  state  of 
education,  and  of  the  number  of  schools 
and  scholars  in  each  county,  and  the 
numbers  in  the  whole  province. 

Lord  John  Russell  regretted  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  was  not  present,  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded  to  what  had 
fallen  from  him  a  few  nights  ago.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  fallen  into  an  error  respecting  the 
state  of  education  in  the  colony,  but  he 
did  not  think  that  what  had  been  stated  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  shook  in  the  slightest 
degree  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  any  other  person  on  this 
subject.  His  right  hon.  Friend  said,  that 
the  constituent  body  that  elected  the 
House  of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada 
was  remarkably  ignorant,  and  that  the 
very  great  majority,  as  he  said,  and  a  large 
proportion,  as  others  asserted^^^ould  nei- 


iC  i, 


ther  read  nor  write.     The  hon.  Gent>T 
now  said,  that  there  was   a  great  d 
education  at  present  in   Lower  Cau.' 
but  his  right  hon.  Friend  did  not  alloi:: 
what  had  taken  place  during'  the  last  z^ 
years,  or  since  1828,  since  which  p:T. 
a  great  many  schools  had,  no  doobt,  l»v 
established.     Nobody  dented  that  etk.. 
tion    had  recently  increased    in  Car.-'. 
and  he  had  himself  stated  that  very  ]:.: 
grants  of  money   had   been     voted  &*. 
1828,  by  the  House  of  Assembly  for : 
purposes  of  education  ;  but  it  must  be  :7- 
collected,   that  none  of  those  who  co  : 
have  profited  by  the  education  so  premier: 
could  be  at  present  older  than  mere  bo^: 
Nobody  had  said  that  the  House  of  A^ 
sembly  was  opposed  to  edacatioo  ;   b.* 
at  the  same  time,  the  statement  orig^ri^  ^ 
made  was  far  from  being  calumntoos,  t> 
it  was  well  known  that  a  very   large  pn- 
portion  of  the  adult  population  were  uu- 
educated. 

Mr.  Hume  observed,  that  the  staterrn  i 
of  the  noble  Lord  merely  rested  on  hn 
own  authority  ;  he  should  produce  ^'nne- 
thing  like  proofs  if  he  wished  to  remote 
all  doubt  on  the  subject.  The  char^  a 
ignorance,  however,  did  not  justify  tk 
depriving  of  the  people  of  Canada  of  (bt: 
constitution.  If  this  were  the  case,  i.t 
ignorance  of  the  people  in  many  parts'. 
England  would  afibrd  a  justification  I'u- 
taking  away  their  civil  rights. 

Sir  jR.  Peel  did  not,  when  the  ngLt 
hon.  Member  for  Coventry  stated  that  i'u. 
people  of  Canada  were  educated  in  (h. 
proportion  of  two  in  a  hundred,  under- 
stand him  to  pledge  himself  as  to  the 
precise  number  of  the  educated  and  ua- 
educated  people  there.  He  believed  the  rv^li 
hon.  Gentleman  meant  to  imply  that  tnc 
state  of  education  was  so  limited  in  Can.idi 
that  a  great  part  of  the  population  who 
enjoyed  the  elective  franchise,  were  not 
able  to  form  a  very  accurate  jadgmeol  o 
the  matters  involved  in  dispute. 

Returns  were  ordered. 

Votes  in  Committbe.]  Mr.  Hume 
proposed  a  motion  to  the  effect  that  every 
motion  in  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  in  which  a  division  takes  place,  be 
recorded  and  reported  in  the  votes  of  the 
day,  and  the  number  and  names  of  (ho 
Members  voting  be  recorded,  in  the  same 
manner  as  in  the  divisions  in  the  House. 
The  motion  had  already  been  agreed  to 
by.  the  House,  but  had  not  beeo  acted 
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pon  in  the  way  he  expected.  The  names 
7 ere  already  printed  in  the  appendix  to 
be  ToteSy  as  well  as  the  words  of  the 
notion  or  amendment,  but  he  thought  that 
it  ^oald  be  more  convenient  to  have  the 
words  of  the  motion  or  amendment,  when 
a  division  took  place,  printed  in  the  body 
of  the  votes.  He  was  aware  that  what  he 
proposed  would,  in  some  degree,  increase 
the  trouble,  but  he  thought  that  the  ad- 
vantages that  would  result  from  it  would 
afford  an  ample  compensation. 

Mr.    Goulburn  did  not  intend  to  object 
to  the  motion,  but  did  not  clearly  under- 
stand the  object  of  the  hon.  Member.     It 
appeared,  that  at  present  the  list  of  names 
in  a  division  in  Committee  was  given.    By 
giving  all  the  amendments  introduced  into  a 
bill  in  Committee,  the  votes  would  be  swelled 
to  a  most  voluminous  extent.    The  amend- 
ments could  not  be  given  short  so  as  to 
make   them  intelligible,  for  a  division  in 
Committee  frequently  took  place  on  the 
motion  to  leave  out  a  single  word,  which 
often  involved  the  most  important  consi- 
derations. 

Mr.  JVarburton  remarked,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  proposed  that  the  amendments  in 
Committee  should  only  be  inserted  in  the 
votes  when  a  division  took  place. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  for  the 
sake  of  uniformity  it  might  be  desirable  to 
agree  to  the  motion,  but  he  thought  that 
it  would  be  better  to  leave  the  matter  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Speaker. 

The  Speaker  stated,  that  he  was  most 
anxious  to  afford  every  facility  regarding 
the  printing  of  the  votes  which    would 
meet  the  feeling  of    the   House.      The 
House,  he  was  sure,  was  aware  that  the 
votes  should  be  drawn  up  in  such  a  man* 
ner  as  not  to  be  too  voluminous,  so  that  they 
could  be  printed  and  delivered  as  soon  as 
possible  in  the  morning.  Most  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  anxious  that  the  votes  should  be 
delivered  at  their  several  residences  before 
they  left  their  houses  in  the  morning,  and 
he  hoped  that  the  House  would  not  hastily 
come  to  a  decision  which  would  swell  the 
size  of  the  votes  in  such  a  degree  that  it 
woald  often  happen  that  they  could  not 
be  printed  until  a  late  hour.      If  the  hon. 
Member  chose  to  leave  the  matter  in  his 
bands,  he  would  endeavour  to  adopt  some 
arrangements  to  meet  his     views.      He 
would  avail  himself  of  the  present  oppor- 
tunity of  making  a  suggestion  in  another 
matter  connected  with    the  printing  the 
votes.   It  oftea  happened  that  when  the 


House  was  engaged  until  a  late  hour  in 
a  debate  of  importance  several  orders  were 
left  to  be  postponed  or  disposed  of  at  two 
or  three  o'clock  in  the  morning.  It  would 
be  a  great  advantage  as  regarded  affording 
facilities  for  printing  the  votes,  if  those 
orders  were  disposed  of  at  the  early  period 
of  the  evening. 

Mr.  Hume  would  willingly  leave  the 
matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker,  and 
withdraw  his  motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Copartnership — Clergymen  Trad- 
ing.] House  in  Committee  on  the  Bank- 
ing Copartnership  Bill.  Several  clauses 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  Courtenay  moved  the  addition  of  a 
clause,  to  include  within  the  operation  of 
the  Bill  the  clerical  partners  m  fire  and 
life  assurance  companies. 

The  iSb/tcf^or-GeTzeraZ observed, that  the 
case  of  such  partners  did  not  come  within 
the  operation  of  the  57th  of  George  3rd, 
and,  therefore,  it  would  be  unnecessary  to 
include  them  in  the  present  Bill. 

Sir  R.  Peel  would  take  that  opportu- 
nity to  express  his  regret  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  moved  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee,  composed  of  the  most  able 
lawyers  and  the  most  eminent  mercantile 
men  in  the  House,  to  consider  the  whole 
case.  Had  such  a  step  been  taken,  this 
benefit  would  have  resulted — that  there 
would  have  been  placed  on  the  records  of 
the  House  a  statement  of  the  reasons  which 
had  induced  Parliament  to  interfere  for 
the  purpose  of  reversing  the  decision  of  a 
court  of  law.  The  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee would  also  have  been  followed  by 
this  advantage — that  all  the  cases  requiring 
a  remedy  would  probably  have  been  anti- 
cipated, whereas  it  was  now  not  unlikely 
from  the  necessarily  hurried  manner  in 
which  the  Bill  must  be  passed  through  its 
different  stages,  that  some  of  these  cases 
would  not  be  provided  for.  Atthe  same  time 
he  admitted  that  a  necessity  had  arisen 
which  justified  the  adoption  of  an  extra- 
ordinary measure  like  that  now  before  the 
House. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
that  but  for  the  pressing  nature  of  the 
case  the  Government  would  not  have 
objected  to  the  appointment  of  a  Commit- 
tee. Had  the  Government'  delayed  to 
take  immediate  steps  to  provide  a  remedy 
in  the  emergency  which  had  arisen;  they 
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would  have  been  charged  with  timidity, 
and  with  unnecessary  procrastination ;  and 
he  doubted  very  much  whether  the  ap- 
pointment of  fifeen  Members  of  that 
House,  to  sit  on  a  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Exchequer,  would  have  given  general 
satisfaction.  A  a  proof  of  the  necessity 
of  adopting  some  measure  with  as  little 
delay  as  possible,  to  meet  the  emergency 
which  had  been  created  by  the  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Exchequer,  he  could  state, 
that  a  letter  had  been  written  to  a  certain 
banking  company,  intimating  that  if  they 
did  not  agree  to  a  compensation  of  a  debt 
due  to  them  by  a  person,  against  whom  a 
fiat  of  bankruptcy  had  been  issued,  their 
whole  claim  would  be  resisted  as  illegal, 
several  clergymen  being  members  of  that 
joint-stock  company.  That  was  certainly 
a  most  dishonourable  proceeding;  but  if 
Government  had  delayed  to  take  imme- 
diate steps  on  the  present  occasion  they 
would  have  given  a  power  to  all  fraudu- 
lent persons  to  resist  the  claims  of  joint- 
stock  companies ;  and  the  evils  which 
would  have  resulted  as  the  consequence 
would,  in  a  very  short  time,  have  been 
incalculable.  These,  he  thought,  were 
reasons  sufficiently  strong  to  justify  the 
course  which  had  been  adopted  ;  but  he 
had  one  argument  more.  In  the  only 
other  similar  case  which  had  come  before 
Parliament  the  same  course  had  been  pur- 
sued as  on  the  present  occasion,  so  that 
Ministers  were  not  only  justiGed  by  the 
necessity  of  the  case,  and  by  a  due  regard 
for  justice,  but  also  by  the  only  precedent 
upon  record,  in  the  course  they  had 
adopted  upon  the  present  occasion. 

Sir  E,  Sugden  said,  the  only  question  to 
be  considered  was  one  in  regard  to  time, 
for  it  was  impossible  to  pass  this  Bill 
without  a  full  investigation  of  its  merits, 
and  of  the  causes  which  had  rendered  it 
necessary.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman 
appeared  to  think  that  the  danger  of 
being  charged  with  timidity  justified  the 
course  which  the  Government  had  pur- 
sued on  this  occasion  ;  but  was  it  possible 
for  her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  ask  any 
person  to  pass  this  Bill  before  it  had  been 
subjected  to  the  investigation  of  a  com- 
mittee? He  believed  the  House  would 
not  be  asked  to  pass  the  Bill  before  a 
Committee  had  sat  upon  it,  and  it  was 
upon  that  belief  he  had  acted;  and  he 
therefore  trusted  that  a  full  investigation 
would  take  place.  The  question,  there- 
fore, as  regarded    the  appointment  of  a 


Committee  was  simply  ooe  of  time.  -. 
might  also  mention  that  the  Bill,  m>  . 
present  framed,  would  not  meet  all  *- 
difficulties  which  might  arise  from  the  - 
decision,  and  he  hoped  the  measure  v. . . 
yet  be  rendered  more  general  in  its  j-- 
visions. 

Mr.  Courtenay  said,  it  seemed  to  :  - 
that  a  general  misunderstand  log  perr  >: 
the  House  in  regard  to  the   proceed  ; 
in  the  Court  of    Exchequer.     The    t.. 
was,  that  no    positive  decision   had  r 
been  given ;    an  opinion   only  had  >--: 
expressed,  and  the    House  was   not  hjr- 
lating  in  consequence  of  the  decision  of  - 
judge. 

Mr.  M,  Philips  said,  that  fiKrts  Yi. 
been  stated  of  persons  having  already  tak. 
advantage  of  the  present  state  of  the  Isr 
and  as  many  more  might,  before  the  o-. 
of  the  week,  avail  themselves  of  the  dtc- 
sion  which  bad  been  given  in  the  Coort  :•; 
Exchequer,  to  resist  payment  of  tLi  r 
lawful  debts,  he  thought  the  GoTernrcc-: 
perfectly  ju8ti6ed  in  the  course  they  hk^ 
adopted. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  the  opinion  ht 
had  before  expressed  had  been  confim?] 
by  what  had  fallen  from  his  hoo.  Fric  u 
(Mr.  Courtenay).  The  House  was  in  far. 
called  upon  to  act  in  regard  to  a  deciiix 
which  had  not  yet  been  given. 

Mr.  Courtenay  could  assure  the  House 
that  no  decision  had  yet  been  given.  The 
judge  had  expressed  an  opinion,  but  had 
refused  to  give  a  final  judgment  till  th'- 
special  demurrer  which  had  been  takes 
should  have  been  argued. 

Sir  R.  Peel  observed,   that    that  was 
what  he    had  stated,    and  he  thought, 
before  the  Legislature  had   been  called 
upon  to  interfere,  there  ought  to  have  been 
a  decision.     The   right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the   Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer,    bad 
stated  that  the  Government  would  have 
been  charged  with  timidity  if  they  bad 
acted    in  a    different  manner  from  what 
they  had  done ;   and  he  took  credit  to 
himself  for  the  course  they  had  pursued; 
but  he  could  not  conceive  a  more  UDDe> 
cessary  display  of  courage  than  had  been 
made  by  the  Government  on  the  present 
occasion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
''  See    what  magnanimity  we  possess  ia 
bringing  forward  the  present  measure  on  our 
own  responsibility  ;**  but  he  (Sit  R.  Peel) 
could  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  no 
credit   for  the  course  he  had  pursued,  or 
the  magnanimi^  he  had  displayed,   The 
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grounds  of  proceeding  ought  to  have  been 

placed  CD  record,  and  the  present  measure 

ought    not  to  have  been  brought  forward 

simply    on  an  opinion  pronounced  by   a 

judge  of  th^  Court  of  Exchequer.     There 

were  some  subjects  of  far  less  importance 

in    regard  to  which  the  Government  did 

not  hesitate  about  the  appointment  of  a 

Select  Committee,  and  there  could  be  little 

doubt  that  the  present  was  a  case  which 

called  for  the  fullest  investigation.     The 

remedy  ought  to  be  commensurate  to  the 

evily  and  without  inquiry  it  could  hardly 

be    expected  that  an    adequate    remedy 

could  be  provided. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
quite  satisfied  that  the  course  which  the 
Government  had  pursued  was  perfectly 
justified  by  the  circumstances.  He,  how- 
ever, begged  to  say,  that  he  had  made  no 
claim  to  courage  in  bringing  forward  the 
present  measure,  and  he  had  only  stated 
that  the  objection  of  timidity  might  have 
been  raised  against  the  Government. 

The  Solicitor- General  said,  that  to  all 
intents  and  purposes  there  had  been  a 
judgment.  The  court'  had  decided  that 
two  clergymen  being  Members  of  a  joint- 
stock  company,  the  company  could  not 
enforce  payment  of  a  just  debt.  That 
decision,  he  thought  fully  justified  the 
present  measure,  although  he  acknow- 
ledged that  no  formal  judgment  had  been 
entered  on  the  record. 

Mr.  Courtenay  thought,  that  the  cir- 
cumstance stated  by  the  Solicitor-General 
made  an  important  difTerence  in  this  case, 
so  far  as  the  Legislature  was  concerned. 
It  was  certainly  important  to  know  whether 
a  judgment  or  merely  an  opinion  had  been 
given. 

Mr.  Maule  thought  the  Government 
perfectly  justified  in  the  course  they  had 
adopted,  but  he  did  not  think  the  bill  would 
apply  to  every  case.  It  simply  had  refer- 
rence  to  mere  shareholders,  and  would  not 
apply  to  those  clergymen  who  were  Mem- 
bers of  the  direction  of  joint-stock  com- 
panies. 

Sir  W.  Follett  thought,  that  if  the  bill 
was  tu  be  made  retrospective  in  its  opera- 
tion it  ought  to  take  in  all  parties.  With 
respect  to  the  interference  of  the  bill  with 
pending  suits,  it  would  be  recollected  by  the 
House,  that  last  Session  a  bill  was  intro- 
duced which  affected  causes  that  had 
arisen  under  the  operation  of  the  Municipal 
Corporation  Act.  He  did  not  say  that  the 
bill  ought  to  be  made  to  apply  to  a  case 


wherein  a  person  might  have  caused  a  suit 
to  be  instituted  to  avoid  the  payment  of  a 
bond  fide  debt.  There  should  be  a  protec- 
tion against  fraud.  He  must  confess  that 
he  was  not  prepared  to  impose  those  re- 
strictions upon  clergymen  which  he  found 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  were,  because  he 
thought  there  were  some  occupations  in 
which  a  clergyman  might  fairly  and  pro- 
perly embark  without  neglecting  his  sacred 
duties,  and  with  advantage  to  his  family. 

Tiie  Solicitor-  General  intimated  that  he 
should  make  such  alterations  in  the  bill  as 
would  make  it  applicable  to  clergymen, 
whether  they  were  directors,  managers,  or 
shareholders. 

Bill  passed  through  the  Committee. — 
House  resumed. 

Qualification  of  Members.] 
House  in  Committee  on  the  Qualification 
of  Members  Bill. 

Sir  E.  Sugden  begged  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Treasury  bench 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  take  any  part  in  this 
bill?  It  was  of  so  important  a  nature 
that  it  ought  to  attract  the  attention  of  the 
Government.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  real  object  of  the  bill  was  to  give  that 
which  was  not  really  a  qualification  the 
character  of  a  qualification,  while  it  pro- 
vided no  means  of  testing  the  qualification 
of  any  persons  who  might  be  elected  to 
represent  a  borough  or  county  in  that 
House.  It  was  true  that  at  present  itwas 
possible  to  evade  the  law.  But  he  under- 
stood the  real  object  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bridport  to  have  been,  to  get  rid  of  all 
qualifications.  Not  succeeding  in  that, 
however,  he  had  now  proposed  a  bill  to 
establish  something  in  shape  or  form  of 
a  qualification,  but  which  in  fact  was  a 
mere  nullity,  and  intended  to  effect  the 
other  object.  He  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
greater  the  extent  of  the  franchise,  the 
more  reason  there  was  for  a  sure  and 
proper  qualification  on  the  part  of  the 
representative.  A  man,  either  by  inherit- 
ance, or  by  his  own  talent  and  industry 
working  his  way  up  in  the  world,  might 
become  possessed  of  property  which  would 
give  an  assurance  to  his  constituency  that 
he  would  perform  his  duties  in  a  satisfac- 
tory manner.  He  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  a  man  would  neglect  his  duty  because 
he  was  not  possessed  of  property,  but  the 
possession  of  property  was  a  security  to  the 
country  in  the  case  of  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
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ment  for  the  proper  discharge  of  the  re- 
spoosibniUes  of  bis  situation.  As  to 
making  personal  estate  a  qualification, 
that  might  be  a  very  easy  plan,  but  not  a 
satisfactory  one.  A  man  might  reckon 
is  furniture  from  his  kitchen  to  his  attic 
as  sufficient  to  give  him  a  qualification. 
But  how  would  they  ascertain  its  value  ? 
Would  they  employ  surveyors  or  ap- 
praisers? Why,  it  was  a  well  known 
fact  that  those  persons  scarcely  ever 
agreed  in  the  valuations  which  they  made. 
There  ought  to  be  a  ready  test  of  the 
qualification,  and  not  a  long  trial,  and 
a  tedious  inquiry,  as  to  whether  a  man's 
house  was  full  of  furniture  or  not,  and  so 
on.  Looking  with  all  the  candour  he 
could  aflPord,  on  the  present  occasion,  to 
that  clause  of  the  bill  respecting  annuities, 
he  must  say  that  he  never  saw  a  clause 
drawn  more  truly  in  the  spirit  of  philo- 
sophy, to  give  to  the  eye  that  which  was 
denied  to  the  understanding.  As  to  the 
oath,  a  man  might  very  conscientiously 
swear  that  he  was  duly  qualified,  having 
respect  to  what  was  called  personal  pro- 
perty, and  that  was  all  required  of  him, 
and  there  was  no  mode  of  showing  that 
hia  qualification  was  not  good.  He  ap- 
prehended that  on  these  and  other  grounds 
this  bill  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  pass. 
Indeed  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport  could  scarcely  entertain  a  serious 
hope  that  it  would  pass. 

Mr.  Warburtan  would  merely  observe, 
that  during  the  discussions  which  preceded 
the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill,  when  the 
qualification  of  Members  elected  to  serve 
in  Parliament  came  under  the  consider- 
ation of  the  House,  a  minister  of  the 
Crown  stated,  in  his  place,  that  it  was 
never  intended  that  the  statutes  regulating 
the  qualification,  should  bear  a  stringent 
construction  or  be  rigidly  adhered  to ;  that 
the  only  object  was  to  secure  the  return  of 
Members  who  would  be  respectable  in  sta- 
tion and  character;  that  the  object  was 
not  that  they  should  actually  possess  the 
qualification  required,  but  that  they  should 
be  of  a  sufficient  degree  of  respectability. 
Such,  too,  was  the  simple  object  of  his 
bill.  The  number  of  petitions  presented 
during  the  present  Session  against  persons 
returned  for  not  possessing  the  requisite 
qualification,  was  eighteen.  That  would 
serve  to  show  the  extent  in  which  it  was 
doubtful  whether  Members  returned  duly 
elected,  possessed  the  requisite  qualifica- 
tion or  not.     During  the  last  Session,  one 
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of  the  Members  for  the  coaoty  of  C. 

wall  made  a  motion  to  do  avray  wi  r 
property  qualification  altogetber.     D3- 
the  discussions  which  that   motion   c 
rise  to,  it  was  stated  by  several  hon.  M 
hers,  that  they  were  williog  to  enitr. 
the  question,  whether  or  not  the  nature 
the  qualification  should  not  extend  to  .•^ 
sonal  as  well  as  real  prc^erty.      He  t* 
thought  there  was  a  reasonable   hope 
inducing  the  House  to  entertain  the  p 
sent  bill.     For  its  provisions,  or  the  o. . . 
by  which  these  provisions  were  to  be  a: 
ried  into  effect^  he  had  no  particular  aii^. 
tion,  and  would  be  glad  to  avail   hiir«>. 
of  the  assistance  and  suggestions  of  ( 
House  towards  devising  a  different  or  . 
better  plan.     In  answer  to  the  object ^ci:.> 
made  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen 
tleman,  he  would  instance  the  caae  of  t 
heir-apparent  to  a  man  possessing  bimsc* 
a  qualification  of  30QL  or   600/«  a-jear 
Now,   the  interest  of  the   beir-apprent. 
which  the  present  statutes  considered  .' 
sufficient  qualification,  was,  at  most,  bit 
a  reversionary  interest.    It  might  toiD  oar, 
in  point  of  fact,  to  be  nothing.    Unless 
the  House  were  disposed  to  €H>nfer  inqm- 
sitorial  powers  on  the  examiners  of  quaii- 
fication,  they  could  not  get  a  full  discic- 
sure  either  with  regard  to  landed  or  fondei 
property.     Let  them  take,  for  instance,  iht 
case  of  a  secret  transfer  of  the  funds,  aoc 
they  would  see  the  difficulty,  nay,  the  im- 
possibility, of  efiectually  guarding  agaio^t 
underhand  dealings.     He  hoped  that  tk 
House  would  not  take  up  the  matter  as  1 
party  question,  but  as  one  of  great  pobhc 
importance. 

Mr.  Pr€ied  would  either  go  farther  than 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport,  or  he  would 
not  go  so  far.    That  the  bill  was,  in  some 
respects,  an  improvement  he  did  not  meao 
to  deny.     He  thought,  however,  the  bon. 
Member's   bill  went  too  far  in  allowing 
professional  income  to  amount  to  a  qaali- 
fication.     The  qualification   arising  from 
the  possession  of  funded  property,  was  a 
great  improvement  as  far  as  it  went.    It 
may,  perhaps,  admit  of  a  question,  whe- 
ther it  was  desirable  to  have  any  qualifica- 
tion at  all.     The  great  objection  (othe 
present  system  was,  not  that  it  exclasireiy 

f permitted  landed  property  to  be  the  qaa* 
i fication,  but  that  it  gave  occasion  for 
gross  frauds.  That  inconvenience  woald 
continue  just  as  much  under  the  present 
bill.  With  reference  to  the  quotations 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport, 
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a.d  which  he  professed  to  find  ia  a  speech 
elivered  by  Lord  Althorp,  he  (Mr.  Praed) 
ould  only  say,  thai  he  never  heard  Lord 
iltborp  make  use  of  any  sach  expressions 
s  that  it  was  the  present  intention  of  the 
tatutes  regulating  the  qualification  that 
he  construction  should  not  be  stringent, 
>r  that  there  was  such  an  object  as  the 
non.  Member  had  stated.  In  the  case  of 
Landed  property,  the  title  deeds  may,  with- 
out inconvenience,  be  deposited  for  a  short 
time  ;  and  in  the  case  of  funded  property, 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  lodging 
with  the  officer  a  distringas  upon  300/.  or 
600/.  worth  of  stock. 

Colonel  Sibtkorp  would  be  glad  to  see 
the   amount  of  qualification   trebled,  in- 
stead of  being  diminished.     If  the  present 
bill  was  allowed  to  pass,  he  could  not  see 
how  a  fellow  possessed  of  a  common  coun- 
try stallion,  whose  labours  produced  him 
an  income  of  300/.  a-year,  might  not  be 
imported  into  that  House  as  a  Member  of 
Parliament,  and  be  a  proper  person  to  sit 
there.     At  the  same  time,  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  deny,  that  such  persons  might  be 
much   better  qualified    than    many   hon. 
Members  who  at  present  had  seats  in  the 
House. 

Sir  R,  Inglis  recollected  a  case  which 
occurred  about  two  or  three  Parliaments 
ago,  which  went  to  show  that  a  convey- 
ance, which  was  considered  as  a  mere  ac- 
commodation, did    actually  vest   in    the 
Member  for  whose  accommodation  it  was 
done,  the  absolute  right  to  the  property, 
&c.,  conveyed.     It  was  held  in  a  court  of 
law,  that  the  creditors  of  the  person  to 
whom  the  land  was  conveyed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enabling  him  to  qualify  were  enti- 
tled to  the  property  in  payment  of  debts. 
The  best  qualification,  as  it  appeared  to 
him,  consisted  in  lands,  whether  freehold, 
copyhold,  or  leasehold,  and  the  next  best 
was  money  in  the  funds. 

Lord  J.  Russell  owned  it  did  not  appear 
to  him  to  be  especially  incumbent  on  the 
Government  to  give  an  opinion  upon  this 
Bill.  It  was  a  matter  of  general  legisla- 
tion, upon  which  individual  Members, 
being  as  much  interested,  were  as  much 
bound  to  give  an  opinion  as  the  Govern- 
ment. He  confessed,  however,  that  in  his 
mind  it  was  not  a  matter  of  legislation  of 
very  high  importance.  He  was  ready  to 
assent  to  a  qualification,  because  he 
thought  public  opinion  was  in  favour  of  a 
qualification ;  but  as  to  any  great  par- 
ticular advantage  to  be  gained  from  it,  be 


owned  he  had  always  been  at  a  loss  to 
discover  it  He  did  not  find  that  the 
English  Members,  who  were  compelled  to 
qualify,  were  in  any  respect  superior  to  the 
Members  for  Scotland,  in  whose  case  no 
qualification  was  required.  Nor  did  he 
find  that  the  Universities  by  reason  of 
their  not  having  a  qualification  elected 
persons  less  fit  or  less  qualified  than  the 
Representatives  of  other  parts  of  the 
kingdom.  Therefore  he  did  not  himself 
attach  any  very  great  value  to  the  qualifi- 
cation ;  and  certainly  he  attached  very 
little  value  to  the  qualification  established 
by  the  Act  of  Anne.  He  thought  that 
the  qualification  prescribed  by  that  Act 
requiring  Members  for  boroughs  to  have  a 
certain  amount  of  landed  property  was  a 
qualification  adverse  to  all  the  ancient 
principles  of  representation.  Such  a 
qualification  could  never  have  been  in- 
tended originally,  and  he  thought  it  Was 
quite  as  httle  suited,  if  not  less  suited,  to 
the  present  state  of  circumstances  than 
to  that  which  existed  when  the  right  of 
representation  was  first  given.  Every  body 
admitted  that  a  rich  banker,  or  a  person 
possessing  large  property  in  the  funds, 
although  he  had  not  a  single  acre  of  land, 
was  perfectly  qualified  to  sit  in  that  House. 
He  had  never  heard  any  body  contend 
that  the  principles  of  the  Act  of  Anne 
were  of  any  very  essential  use  to  the 
House.  Entertaining  these  opinions  with 
respect  to  the  qualification,  all  that  he 
could  wish  from  the  introduction  of  a  Bill 
of  this  description  would  be  to  endeavour 
to  make  the  law  a  little  more  agreeable  to 
the  fact.  It  was  well  known  that  there 
were  persons  sitting  in  that  House  whose 
qualifications,  under  the  existing  law, 
were  doubtful,  but  who,  under  various 
clauses  of  the  Bill  now  proposed,  would 
be  enabled  to  say  that  they  were  duly 
qualified  with  perfect  truth.  If  some  Bill 
of  this  kind  were  passed,  the  qualification 
of  the  Member  would  be  that  which  he  in 
fact  possessed,  instead  of  being,  as  was 
now  too  often  the  case,  a  purely  fictitious 
qualification.  He  thought  that  such  an 
alteration  of  the  law  was  highly  desirable. 
That,  however,  was  the  total  amount  of 
the  advantage  that  could  be  gained  from 
the  adoption  of  a  Bill  of  this  kind.  There- 
fore, he  said  generally  that  he  was  of 
opinion  that  a  Bill  extending  beyond 
landed  property  to  funded,  leasehold  and 
other  tangible  property,  was  a  very  good 
measure  to  propose.     He  should  be  further 
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tion  stated  on  the  part  of  the  GovernmeDt 
not  to  revive  the  Coramittee,  should  not 
himself  make  a  motion  to  that  effect.  If 
any  steps,  however,  were  taken  in  relation 
to  the  report  and  the  evidence,  he  should 
consider  such  a  proceeding  most  unjusti- 
fiable, unless  her  Majesty's  Ministers  were 
to  give  those  who  had  been  gravely  incul- 
pated by  the  evidence  which  was  produced, 
an  opportunity  of  being  examined,  should 
they  deem  it  necessary.  He  thought  no 
measure  ought  to  be  introduced  without 
giving  full  and  ample  time,  especially  to 
the  Commissioners,  to  have  an  examina- 
tion entered  into  respecting  the  particulars 
which  came  forth  in  evidence.  As  the 
noble  Marquess  stated,  that  her  Majesty's 
Ministers  had  not  decided  on  bringing 
forward  any  measure,  he  should  not  pre- 
sume to  lay  before  them  what  was  his 
ulterior  intention  ;  but  he  most  cheerfully 
and  gladly  waited  for  the  final  decision  of 
Government. 

Glasgow  Cottok  Spinners.]  Lord 
Brougham  held  in  his  hand  a  petition 
respecting  a  species  of  offence  on  which 
very  unfortunate  errors  prevailed,  both 
amongst  the  working  classes  in  that  por- 
tion of  the  kingdom  to  which  it  referred, 
and  also  in  Ireland.  It  was  the  petition 
of  three  delegates  from  the  Cotton  Spin- 
ners union  of  Glasgow.  It  stated  that 
five  persons,  all  operative  cotton  spinners, 
were  imprisoned  in  the  Glasgow  bridewell 
in  July,  thence  transferred  to  the  gaol  of 
Edmburgh,  where  they  were  tried  and  sen- 
tenced to  seven  years  transportation, 
which  was  about  to  be  carried  into  effect, 
unless  the  mercy  of  the  Crown  were  inter- 
posed in  their  favour.  The  delegates, 
therefore,  prayed  that  an  Address  should 
be  presented  to  her  Majesty  imploring 
that  such  an  act  of  grace  should  be  per- 
formed towards  them.  It  was  fit,  he 
thought,  to  state  to  their  Lordships  that 
the  offences  with  which  these  men  were 
charged  were  first  stated  in  an  indictment 
under  ten  counts,  in  which  they  were 
accused  of  conspiring,  by  means  of  assas- 
sination, and  for  the  purpose  of  assassin- 
ation, of  arson,  or  *'  wilful  fire  raising,"  as 
it  was  called  in  Scotland,  and  of  other 
injuries  to  the  person  and  property  ;  and 
also  with  a  conspiracy,  for  sending  persons 
hired  by,  and  paid  out  of,  the  funds  of  a 
certain  association  raised  by  subscription, 
to  perpetrate  the  crimes  which  he  had 
enumerated.     A  graver  oflence  it  was  not 


necessary  to  state,  could  not  becucnmitte 
by  man,   or  made  the  subject  matter 
human  accusation  and  decision.        In  th 
all  mankind  were  agreed  ;  even  those  ^vh 
were  most  strongly  favourable  to  combine. 
tion,  concurred  unanimously  in  reproba 
ing,  as  he  did,  and  as  he  knew  their  Lgk* 
ships  would,  crimes  of  the  descriptiolhe 
had  mentioned.     Now^  on  that  iDdicJsent 
these  men  were  kept  in  prisong^rtilflftths, 
including  a  portion  of  the  wmter.       They 
were  put  on  their  trial  on  this  indictment, 
and  none  other.     It  was  found,  however, 
at  the  beginning  of  the  proceeding  thai  it 
was  necessary  to  depart  from  the  indict- 
ment on  which  the  whole  rested,  on  which 
these  men  were  confined,  on  which  they 
were  put  on  trial,  and  it  was  determined, 
therefore,   to  desert  the  diet  pro  toco  et 
tempore  ;  that  was,  to  let  off  the  prisoners 
on  the  first  indictment,  and    instantly  \o 
recommit   them   on   a    fresh  indictment. 
The  counsel  for  the  Crown  added  to  those 
offences,   already   preferred,   three     of  a 
grave  character,  if  their  Lordships  would, 
hurtful  to  I  he  peace  of  society,  pernicious 
to  trade,  but  above  all,  most  emphatically 
mischievous,  in  their  consequences  to  the 
operative  workmen  themselves,     to   that 
class  of  society  to  which  these  five  men, 
who  were  now  convicts,  belonged  as  in* 
dependent  members.     From  acts  of  incen* 
diarism,  arson  and  murder  itself,  the  counsel 
for  the  prosecution  proceeded  to  arraign 
these  men  of  offences^  which,   instead  of 
being  the  worst,   turned  out  to  be  of  the 
very  slightest  import — of  a  combination  to 
threaten,  but  with  threats  of  a  very  infe- 
rior description,  such  as  vexation,  insult, 
annoyance,  none  amounting  to  arson  or 
murder,    and    no    arson    or    murder   or 
any     attempt    tending     that   way   being 
preferred.       Such     was     the     character 
of    the      three     new      charges      which 
were   for  the   first   time  made  when   the 
second  indictment  was  preferred.     After 
a  long  trial  they  were  acquitted  on  the 
first  indictment  and  convicted  on  the  last. 
They  were  acquitted  unanimously   by  the 
whole  jury,  because  it  was  scarcely  neces- 
sary  to   mention    that    in    Scotland    the 
narrowest  majority,  say  six  to  ^^^^  was 
sufHcient  to  decide  a  case.     That  was  to 
say,  they  were  acquitted  on  the  ten  counts 
which  comprised  every  individual  char^t! 
to  which  they  were  alone  subject  on  llu» 
original  indictment,     in  this  country — be 
knew  not  whether  such   was  the  case  ni 
Scotland — a  prosecutor  would  fiud  himself 
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oilier     respects;     the   Universities    were 

obliged   to  return  Members  of  their  own 

body  supposed  to  be  qualified  otherwise 

than  by  property.     He  did  not  mean  to 

assert  that  applied  to  himself  individually. 

With   respect  to  this  Bill,  he  thought  il 

would  be  belter  to  withdraw  it  from  further 

discussion  at  present,  in  order  to  render  its 

enactments  more  conformable  to  practice. 

If  the  Bill  merely  continued  the  present 

existing  qualification  with  the  addition  of 

the  qualification    from  funded  property,  it 

would  be  more  likely  to  work  well  than  in 

its  present  shape. 

Mr.  Warburton  could   not  consent  to 
extend  the  qualification  merely  to  funded 
property,  when  he  knew  many  leaseholds 
as  good  as  freeholds.  He  had  no  objection 
to  withdraw  the  provisions  in  the  Bill  as  to 
professional  incomes,  and  leave  the  quali- 
fication to  be  upon  real  and  personal  pro- 
perty of  a  tangible  character.    He  desired 
also  to  equalise  the  amount  of  the  county 
qualification  to  that  now  necessary  for  a 
borough  qualification,  viz.,  300/.  a-year. 
On  that  understanding  he  would  consent 
to  the  Chairman  now  reporting  progress, 
and  he  would  frame  clauses  for  the  pur- 
poses he  had  stated. 

Sir  R.  Peel  could  not  consent  to  the 

undertaking  the   hon.  Member  for  Brid- 

port  desired.     He  repeated,  that  he  was 

ready  to    add   personal  to    the  existing 

landed  qualification,   but  he   could    not 

commit    himself  to    the    proposition    for 

making  the  qualification  for  counties  the 

same  as  that  required  for  boroughs.     He 

reserved  himself  also  on    the  question  as 

to  the  amount  of  the  qualification. 

,  House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit  again. 


Ai-FAiRS   OF   Canada.]     Lord    John 
Russell  said,  that  as  the  Canada  Govern- 
ment Bill  had  been  returned  from  the  other 
House  with    only   one   amendment,    the 
House  would  probably  permit  him  now  to 
proceed  with  it.    The   amendment  made 
by  the  Lords  was  merely  a  provision  re- 
quiriog  Members   of  the  Special  Council 
to  take  the  oaths  of    allegiance   before 
sitting;  or  voting  at  the  board.     He  there- 
fore moved  the  Ilouse  to  agree   with  the 
lords' amendment. 
Motion  agreed  to. 
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MiNUTiB.]    Petitiom  presented.    By  Lord  Kin  vow,  from  | 
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three  placet,  against  the  supprescion  of  the  Bishopric  of 
Sodor  and  Man. — By  Lord  Gort,  from  the  county  of 
Limerickf  against  Grand  Jury  taxation. 

Education — Ireland,]  The  Bishop 
of  Exeter  seeing  the  noble  Marquees,  (the 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  wished  to  know 
whether  it  were  the  inlention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  propose  a  revival  of  the  Com- 
mittee for  an  inquiry  into  the  new  plan  of 
Education  in  Ireland  :  and  if  that  were 
not  intended,  whether  Government  meant 
to  introduce  any  measure  or  resolution 
founded  on  lh(^  report  of  the  Commission- 
ers ? 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  took  it  for 
granted  that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had 
addressed  him  because  he  had  been  last 
year  chairman  of  the  committee  which  sat 
upon  this  subject ;  and  he  was  very  happy 
in  being  able  to  give  the  information 
which  was  required.  It  certainly  was 
neither  his  intention  nor  that  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  to  propose  the  revival  of 
the  Committee  of  last  year.  He  was  far 
from  saying,  that  it  was  not  possible  that 
further  information  might  be  elicited,  but 
looking  to  the  extent  of  the  inquiry,  the 
great  body  of  evidence  which  was  pro- 
duced, and  the  information  which  the 
Commissioners  were  enabled  to  afford  in 
their  last  report,  it  was  certainly  not  his 
intention  to  revive  the  Committee.  As  to 
the  second  question,  he  was  not  prepared 
at  present  to  state  that  any  measure 
was  intended.  The  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners had  not  been  specially  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Governmenf, 
which,  if  it  were  to  determine  upon  sub- 
mitting any  measure  founded  thereon, 
would  take  care  that  due  notice  was  given 
of  such  a  proceeding. 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  said,  that  the 
next  question  which  he  had  to  put  was, 
whether  the  recommendations  coniainrd 
in  the  fourth  report  of  the  Commissionfrs 
in  the  year  1828,  relative  to  religious  edu- 
cation, had  received  the  sanction  of  hi  r 
Majesty's  Ministers? 

The   Marquess  of  Lansdowne   replied, 
that  he  hari  alreadv  stated  that  the  R^'port 
of    the   Commissioners  had    never    hvcw 
formally  brought   under  the  considf-raiion 
I  of  Government ;  hut  he  had  no  hesii.iiion 
in  saying  for  himself  that  he  fully  rorw  ur- 
red  in    the  suggestions    contained  in  iho 
Report  which  had  been  referred  to.     The 
plan  of  education  recommended,  nw  r  uiih 
his  entire  concurrence  and  apprnlKition, 
The  Bishop  of  Exeter  :  Alfer  I  Ik*  inu  u- 
2H 
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lion  stated  on  the  part  of  the  GovernmeDt 
not  to  revive  the  Coininittee,  should  not 
himself  make  a  motion  to  that  eflfect.  If 
any  steps,  however,  were  taken  in  relation 
to  the  report  and  the  evidence,  he  should 
consider  such  a  proceeding  most  unjusti- 
fiable, unless  her  Majesty's  Ministers  were 
to  give  those  who  had  been  gravely  incul- 
pated by  the  evidence  which  was  produced, 
an  opportunity  of  being  examined,  should 
they  deem  it  necessary.  He  thought  no 
measure  ought  to  be  introduced  without 
giving  full  and  ample  time,  especially  to 
the  Commissioners,  to  have  an  examina- 
tion entered  into  respecting  the  particulars 
which  came  forth  in  evidence.  As  the 
noble  Marquess  stated,  that  her  Majesty's 
Ministers  had  not  decided  on  bringing 
forward  any  measure,  he  should  not  pre- 
sume to  lay  before  them  what  was  his 
ulterior  intention  ;  but  he  most  cheerfully 
and  gladly  waited  for  the  final  decision  of 
Government. 

Glasgow  Cottoh  Spinners.]  Lord 
Brougham  held  in  his  hand  a  petition 
respecting  a  species  of  offence  on  which 
very  unfortunate  errors  prevailed,  both 
amongst  the  working  classes  in  that  por- 
tion of  the  kingdom  to  which  it  referred, 
and  also  in  Ireland.  It  was  the  petition 
of  three  delegates  from  the  Cotton  Spin- 
ners union  of  Glasgow.  It  stated  that 
five  persons,  ail  operative  cotton  spinners, 
were  imprisoned  in  the  Glasgow  bridewell 
in  July,  thence  transferred  to  the  gaol  of 
Ed m burgh,  where  they  were  tried  and  sen- 
tenced to  seven  years  transportation, 
which  was  about  to  be  carried  into  effect, 
unless  the  mercy  of  the  Crown  were  inter- 
posed in  their  favour.  The  delegates, 
therefore,  prayed  that  an  Address  should 
be  presented  to  her  Majesty  imploring 
that  such  an  act  of  grace  should  be  per- 
formed towards  them.  It  was  fit,  he 
thought,  to  state  to  their  Lordships  that 
the  offences  with  which  these  men  were 
charged  were  first  stated  in  an  indictment 
under  ten  counts,  in  which  they  were 
accused  of  conspiring,  by  means  of  assas- 
sination, and  for  the  purpose  of  assassin- 
ation, of  arson,  or  "  wilful  fire  raising,''  as 
it  was  called  in  Scotland,  and  of  other 
injuries  to  the  person  and  property  ;  and 
also  with  a  conspiracy,  for  sending  persons 
hired  by,  and  paid  out  of,  the  funds  of  a 
certain  association  raised  by  subscription, 
to  perpetrate  the  crimes  which  he  had 
enumerated.     A  graver  offence  it  was  not 
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ships  would,  crimes  of  tb^  €2^^^^:^/ 
had  mentioned.     Now,  oo   f.Jm^.t   irji 
these  men  were  kept  in  prtsoo  fi^Tn] 
including  a  portion  of  the  iv^fnfey". 
were  put  on  their  trial  on  this   incite  'i 
and  none  other.     It  was  foaod,    hcu 
at  the  beginning  of  the  proceeding  t.. 
was  necessary  to  depart  from  the    1 1 1 
men t  on  which  the  whole  rested,  on  v 
these  men  were  confined,  on  whicii  i 
were  put  on  trial,  and  it  was  detent.,  t 
therefore,   to  desert  the  diet  pro  U-  i 
tempore  ;  that  was,  to  let  ofiTthe  prwr.i 
on  the  first  indictment,  and    iostam.\ 
recommit   them   on   a    fresh   iodicirrM 
The  counsel  for  the  Crown  added  to  ///  i 
offences,  already   preferreil,    three     ri 
grave  character,  if  their  Lordshi/>s  «l«(.I| 
hurtful  to  the  peace  of  society,  pern;     ti 
to  trade,  butabofe  all,  most  emphaiK     i 
mischievous,  in  their  conseqaeoces  to  // 
operative  workmen  themselves,     to  Vn: 
class  of  society  to  which  these  five  d^-  . 
who  were  now  convicts,  belonged  as  rir 
dependent  members.     From  acts  of  incec- 
diarism,  arson  and  murder  itself,  the  couv^' 
for  the  prosecution  proceeded  to  arrdu:- 
these  men  of  offences,  which,  instead  M 
being  the  worst,   turned  out  to  be  ot'  ti.^ 
very  slightest  import — of  a  combination  {• 
threaten,  but  with  threats  of  a  very  iuit- 
rior  description,  such  as  vexation,  iu^u, . 
annoyance,  none  amounting  to  arson  or 
murder,    and    no    arson   or   murder  or 
any     attempt    tending    that  way  beni): 
preferred.       Such     was    the    character 
of    (he      three     new      charges     which 
were   for  the   first   time  made  when  tiie 
second  indictment  was  preferred.    Aficr 
a  long  trial  they  were  acquitted  on  ibt* 
first  indictment  and  convicted  on  the  last. 
They  were  acquitted  unanimously  by  (he 
whole  jury,  because  it  was  scarcely  na*e«* 
sary   to    mention    that    in  Scotland  ilie 
narrowest  nidjority,  say  six  to  five,  waj 
sufiicient  to  decide  a  case.    Tliat  was  l<) 
say,  they  were  acquitted  on  the  ten  counts 
which  comprised   every  individual  char^v 
to  which  tliey  were  alone  subject  nniii«» 
original  indictment.      In  this  country— be 
knew  not  whether  such  was  ihe  case  in 
Scotland — a  prosecutor  would  fiod  liiuseii 
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i    a.     most   unfortunate  predicament,  the 
•  ro  wn  would  be  placed  in  a  most  unhappy 
asition,  if  the  law  officers  preferred  an 
idictmenton  which  five  men  were  arrested, 
liken    from  their  families  which  depended 
\A  tVieir  labour  for  support,  and  kept  in 
>rison  five   months  on  charges  found  by 
he    vmanimous  verdict  of  their  country- 
nen    to    be  unfounded.     But  worse  than 
ihat,  aud  a  still  more  unfortunate  predica- 
ment for  the  Crown   would  be,  if  its  ad- 
visers were  found  to  bring  forward  charges 
on  which  ihe  men  were  acquitted,  and  all 
the  time  to  neglect  to  arraign  them  for 
otionces  which  they  hud  committed,  and 
of  which  they  turned  out  to  be  guilty,  and 
upon  which,  if  they  were  included  in  the 
^rs  t  indictment,  there  must  have  been  a 
conviction  :  to  impose  upon  them,  in  fact, 
an     imprisonment   of  five    months    on   a 
groundless  accusation,  and  to  cause  a  still 
further  delay  of  justice,  and  a  continuance 
of  imprisonment  for  two  months^   on  the 
charges  on  which  they  were  finally  sen- 
tenced.     The  fact  was,  that  they  were 
guilty  of  none  hut  minor  offences,    but 
for  them  they  were  not  indicted,  they  were 
accused  of  those  of  which  they  had  never 
been  guilty.     The  jury,  which,  as  he  had 
stated  to  their  Lordships,   need    not  in 
Scotland  be  unanimous,  retired  after  the  in- 
vestigation and  a  long  and  learned  charge 
from  the  chief  justice.     He  would  demon- 
strate to  their  Lordships  that  when  they 
retired  the  majority    of   the    jury  were 
against  the  conviction  of  the    prisoners 
even  for  the  lesser  offences ;  for  they  were 
out  three  hours,  and  the  result  was,  that 
they  found  by  a  verdict  only  of  eight  to 
seven,  the    narrowest   possible  majority, 
that  any  offence,  even  the  least  of  those 
of  a  less  grave  character,  had  ever  been 
committed.     Now  it  followed,  demonstra- 
tively, from  that  circumstance  that  when 
they  Hrst  went  out  they  were  not  of  that 
opinion ;  for  if  they  had  been  they  would 
have  been  glad,  after  a  tedious  inquiry, 
which  had  lasted  eight  days,  to  have  called 
the  roll  and  retired  to  their  different  occu- 
pations.   It  was,  he  repeated,  clear  to 
demonstration  that  one  of  the  eight  had 
been  argued  over,  and  that  the  verdict 
was  thus  decided.     This,  he  thought,  was 
a  strong  case  for  the  interposition  of  the 
Crown ;  and  when  he  spoke  of  the  law  of 
England,  and  appealed  to  the  practice,  he 
was  glad  to  do  so  in  the  presence  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor),  whose  especial  duty  it  was  to  stand 


by  the  fountain  of  justice  and  watch  the 
subordinate  distribution   of   the    stream. 
Of  his  noble  Friend's  inclination  to  do  so 
he  had  no  doubt,   particularly  when  he 
called  to  mind  the  state  of  the  £ng:lish 
law  on  the  subject.      In  the   year  1 824, 
by  the  2nd  and  3rd  of  George  4th.,  all 
the  combination  laws  were  repealed.     It 
no  longer  continued  to  be  an   offence  to 
enter  into  a  combination  to  raise  wages. 
Whether  it  was  wise  to  repeal  those  laws 
without   substituting  some  strong  enact- 
ments had  been  among  speculative  men, 
the  students  of  jurisprudence  as  well  as 
among  practical  writers,  a  matter  of  dis- 
putation ;  but  this  was  certain,  that  com- 
bination amongst  either    masters  or  men 
was  no  longer  an  offence,  and  any  offence 
in  combining  must  arise  in  cases  where 
some  criminal  act  was  done,  threatening 
the  person  or  property,  or  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  men  from  getting  work,  or 
making  any  man  lose  his  work,  or  making 
any  man  join  an  association,  or  in   any 
way  impeding  or  obstructing  the  free  ap- 
plication of  labour.     It  was  true  that  there 
was  a  proviso  inserted  in  the  Act,  stating 
that  threatening  the  person  or   property 
for  the  illegal  purpose  of  inducing  a  man 
to  leave  employment  was  made  more  than 
a  common  assault  or  injury.     Now  what 
was  the  punishment  inflicted  by  the  2nd 
and  3rd  George  4th,  chap.  95,  on  the  party 
who  was  guilty  of  the  lesser  class  of  of- 
fences which  he  had  mentioned  ?^  Trans- 
portation?    No  such  thing.     Transport- 
ation for  seven  years,  the  sentence  pro- 
nounced on  those  men  who  were  found 
guilty  of  the  less  grave  charges?    Nothing 
like  it.     Transportation  for  a  day  or  year  ? 
No.    ''Banished    forth    from  Scotland," 
which  we  in  England  might  consider  a 
hardship,  but  which  those  who  resided  in 
Scotland  were  found  very  often  volunta- 
rily to  undergo.     No.     Imprisonment  for 
a  year  ?     No.    For  seven  months  ?     No. 
For  five  months?     No.     For  the  period 
during  which  these  men  were  imprisoned 
before  trial  ?     Nothing  of  the  kind.     For 
the  five  months  that  these  men  were  im- 
prisoned    on     a    bungling    indictment, 
charging  only  the  crime  which  was  never 
committed,  and  omitting  that  of  which 
the  parties  were  guilty,  on  an  indictment 
before  it  was  known  whether  it  could  hold 
water,  or  whether   this  blundering  piece 
of  draftsmanship  of  the  Crown    lawyers 
was,  with  all  its  fringes  and  counts,  worth 
the  paper  on  which  it  was  written  ?     No 
2H2 
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such   thing.     Not  five  months,  but  just 
two  months,  was  the  maxinium  punish- 
ment in  the  way  of  imprisonment  which 
was  inHictec]  by  that  act  of  2nd  and  3rd 
George  4th,  and  that  to  which  these  men 
would  have  been  subjected  if  in  England 
Uu'y  had  been  accused.     If  this  case  had 
been  tried  in  England,  instead  of  carefully 
avoiding  any  mention  of  the  real  offence 
in  the  6rst  indictment,    and    mentioning 
only  charges  they  were  not  guilty  of,  the 
indictment  would   have    been   drawn   by 
careful,  prudent  men  of  business,  filling 
the    situation     of   Crown  lawyers,    upon 
which  if  these  individuals  had  been  con- 
victed  they  would  have  t)cen  sentenced 
only  to  two  months  imprisonment,  being 
the  selfsame  punishment  inflicted  on  these 
poor  men   in   addition    to  the    first    five 
months  during  which  they  were  wrong- 
fully and  through  the  blundering  of  the 
Crown  lawyers  and  their  agents  in  Scot- 
land confined.     Seeing,  then,  that  their 
punishment    would  have  been  only  two 
months  if  tried  in  England^  and  that  they 
bad  been  confined  for .  a  period  of  seven 
months,   including  the  five  and  the  ad- 
ditional two  months  after  the  second  in- 
dictment ;    and  considering  that  the  of- 
fence  was  of  a  slight  degree  and  of  a  con- 
structive character,  as  charging  these  men 
with  being  members  of  what  was  called 
"  the  g^ard  committee ;"  he  trusted  that 
the  royal  ear  would  be  approached  with 
the    kind     and    considerate   counsel    to 
extend  the  mercy  of  the  Crown  to  persons 
who  had  undergone  three  times  (and  more) 
as  much  punishment  as  they  would  have 
suffered  had  their  case  been   investigated 
in  England.     Although  he  totally  differed 
from    those    who    held    combination    to 
be    an    offence  to    the    extent  to  which 
it   was    justified  by   the    existing    law, 
still  he  thought  that  such  practices  as  those 
of  which   these   individuals    were   found 
guilty   were  mischievous    to    trade,    de- 
structive to  the  peace  of  the  community, 
and,  above  all,  mischievous  to  the  interests 
of  the  workmen.  None  suffered  more  than 
the  real  victims  of  these  conspiracies — 
those  who  furthered  them  under  the  de- 
lusive notion  that  they  were  for  their  in- 
terests, and  opposed  to  that  of  their  in. 
tcndi^l  victims,   the  masters.     *'  I  don't 
(continued  the  noble  and  learned  !^rd)go 
the  length  of  those  who  cell  the  people 
elsewhere  that  they  have  no  right  to  enter 
into  oomhiiiatioiis — that  it  is  not  right  for 
ihem  to  combine.     I  utterly  deny  it.     It 


is  right  to  combine ;     and  I  hope  nee  vill 
continue  to  enter  into  combinations.    Tk 
law  says  they  may  combine  if  they  please. 
Masters  may  combine  to  lower  the  pr.c: 
of  wages,  and  men  may  combioe  to  tin 
them.     Men   may  combine  to  resist  iut 
lowering  of  their  wages.     That  is  their  :r,. 
defeasible  right.     The  Act  of  Parliaa.tL( 
tells  them  it  is  no  ofifence,  and  it  may  be  a 
duty.     There   is    no  doubt  of  that.    No 
good  cause  was  ever  advanced  by  a  sutr- 
ment  displaying  gross  ignorance,  and  by 
the  unreflecting  observation  that  all  com- 
bination was  a  crime.      Such  a  remark  v^s 
as  unfounded  as  to  say  that  all  lav  was  -i 
nuisance,  because  some  instances  may  be 
found — and,  God  knows,  as  far  as  cnoiinal 
law  is  concerned,  not   far  off— of  the  ex- 
istence of  abuse.     But*  then,  there  is  i 
much  more  grievous  and  far  more  perilous 
error  in  its  consequences  which  other  mtn 
fall  into,  and  that  is,  that  there  is  little  or 
no  offence  in  those  unlawful  acts  by  vbich 
the  operatives  suffer  themselves  to  be  dis- 
graced   and   their    welfare  to  be  pit  in 
jeopardy ."   No  man ,  the  noble  and  ieand 
Lord  continued,  had   a  right  to  cominne 
for  lowering  or  raising   wages — for  pre- 
venting men  from  working,  or  forcing  men 
to  join  any  association  by  means  of  threats 
of  violence  of  any  sort.     Argomeols  i/i 
favour   of  combination  were  right;  they 
might  be  resorted  to  as  a  duty.  All  peace- 
ful means  of  furthering  the  interests,  as 
they  were  conceived  to  be,  of  the  workiu? 
men  against  the  plans  of  the  masters ;  an 
endearing  inducements,  all  means  short  of 
threats,    were  justifiable.     Combination^* 
of  this  kind  the  law  allowed;  and  to  say 
that   they   were    ill^al    or    mischievous 
would  be  just  as  tyrannical  as  the  infringe- 
ment which  was  committed  on  the  liberty 
of  a  man  when   he   was  willing,  but  for' 
bidden,  to  work  for  lower  wages  than  those 
of  his  trade  were  willing  to  accept.    Tliii 
was  the  plain  sense  of  the  case,  and  it  was 
undeniable  law.     Such   was  the  advice 
which  he  felt  bound  to  give  to  meaof 
whom  he  had  good  reason  to  beliere  m 
possessed  the  confidence,  having  actco  as 
their  advocate  in  courts  of  law  and  in  P**J' 
liaroent^  and  to  assure  them,  that  while  be 
consented  to  present  their   peticioa 


he 


could  not  do  so  without  availing 


himself 


of  the  opportunity  of  pointing  out  tl^^ 
errors  committed  not  only  by  those  »"'' 
had  written  this  petition,  but  by  "il'tj 
parties,  particularly  in  Dublin,  w(»o  <M 
not  appear  to  beat  all  acquaint^ ^'^^^ 
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distinctions   which   he  had  pointed    out. 
AVith  these  observations  he  humbly  begged 
leave  to  lay  the  petition  before  their  Lord- 
ships, and  lo  move  that  it  be  read. 
Petition  read. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  that  if  he  had 
been    aware  that   it  was   the   noble  and 
learned    Lord's  intention  to  present  a  pe- 
tition of  this  nature,  and  if  he  could  have 
supposed  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
would  enter  into  a  long  statement  involving 
the  law  officers  of  the  Crown  in  Scotland, 
he    should  have  felt  it  his  duty  to  make 
hin\self  acquainted  with  the  whole  of  the 
facts    connected   with  the  case.     It  had 
been  the  general  practice  of  Parliament, 
in  its  prudence,  wisdom,   and  discretion, 
although  undoubtedly  it  had  the  power  of 
deciding  on  questions  of  the  exercise  of 
mercy,  as  well  as  on  those  of  every  other 
branch  of  the  prerogative — to  exercise  a 
very  great  care  in  considering  such  mat- 
ters, seeing  that  it  would  open  a  door  to 
the  greatest  possible  inconvenience  if  this 
prerogative  were  frequently  called  in  ques- 
tion,  and   made  the  subject    of    debate 
within  the  walls  of  Parliament.     And  he 
owned  that  he  did  not  see  anything  in  the 
present  case,  as  it  had  been  stated  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  to  make  it  an  ex- 
ception to  the  general  rule,  or  to  induce 
their  Lordships  to  interfere  by  an  address 
to  the  Throne  on  this  subject.     It  was  ad- 
mitted, on  all  hands,  that  these  men  had 
been  convicted  of  an   offence  of  a  most 
pernicious  character ;  and  it  was  with  very 
great  satisfaction  that  he  heard  the  con- 
cluding observations   of  the    noble    and 
learned   Lord,  which  took  off  the  impres- 
sion which  might  be  produced  by  the  earlier 
pert  of  his  speech,  when  he  stated  that  the 
Crown  had  failed  in  proving  the  offence  of 
a  grave  character,  namely  murder  or  con- 
spiracy to  murder,  but  succeeded  in  bring- 
ing home  to  the  accused  an  offence  of  the 
lightest  character  known  to  the  law.     He 
conceived  that  any  violence  or  intimidation 
used  to  carry  into  effect  any  regulation  of 
such  an  association,  was  an  offence  of  the 
gravest  and  most  serious  character,  and  the 
more  open  the  law  had  been  made  for  al- 
lowing men  to  enter  into  combinations,  the 
more  necessary  was  it  to  check  any  at- 
tempt at  violent  proceedings  by  the  most 
serious  punishments  which  the  law  al- 
lowed.    The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
stated  that  the  punishment  which  had  been 
inflicted  for  the  charges  which  were  proved 
was  severe  and  excessive,  far  more  than 


would  have  been  allowed  by  the  law  in 
this  country;  but  when  the  combina- 
tion  laws  were  abolished,  the  fault 
which  was  found  with  the  proceeding 
was,  that  the  penalties  were  too  weak 
and  too  light ;  and  he  must  say;  that 
if  the  offence  were  proved  to  the  extent 
charged  against  these  persons,  the  punish- 
ment which  was  assigned  to  it  was  not 
excessive,  nor  the  infliction  of  it  unjust. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  said,  that 
the  law  officers  bungled  this  case  ex- 
tremely. It  was  perfectly  true,  that  they 
were  obliged  to  give  up  the  charge  of  the 
most  serious  offence  and  proceed  in  ano- 
ther form.  There  might  be  reasons  for 
giving  up  the  first  indictment  which  did 
not  arise  from  the  circumstance  that  the 
offence  was  not  committed,  but  because 
the  evidence  on  which  the  law  officers 
relied  was  not  forthcoming,  and  therefore 
the  indictment  which  was  at  first  preferred 
was  not  sufficient,  whether  or  not  there 
were  grounds  for  it.  He  begged  leave  to 
say,  that  he  did  not  intend  to  give  an 
opinion  on  this  case,  as  he  was  not  per- 
fectly master  of  all  the  facts.  He  gave 
no  opinion  whatever  as  to  the  course 
which  was  pursued  in  respect  of  it,  but 
he  maintained,  that  the  facts  which  were 
brought  forward  did  not  establish  any 
misconduct  on  the  part  of  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown,  nor  prove  that  the  punish- 
ment awarded  was  excessive.  If  their 
Lordships  entered  into  the  grounds  of  this 
application  they  would  be  obliged  to  exa- 
mine into  the  conduct  of  the  jury,  (he 
length  of  time  they  were  out,  and  the  pro- 
portion in  which  they  voted.  There  would 
be  no  end  to  arguments  of  this  kind  if 
they  were  once  admitted  ;  and  the  con- 
duct of  the  jury  which  had  been  referred 
to  only  proved  the  inconvenience  of  the 
law  of  Scotland  in  not  requiring  unani- 
mity, and  thus  allowing  questions  to  be 
raised  as  to  how  many  voted  on  each  side 
and  what  was  the  character  of  each.  One 
great  advantage  of  the  verdict  of  a  jury 
was,  that  it  should  be  final ;  and  if  it  ap- 
peared, that  it  was  given  in  accordance 
with  the  evidence,  and  if  there  was  no 
legal  mode  of  attacking  it  by  recourse  to 
the  higher  legal  tribunals  of  the  country,  it 
should  not  be  made  the  ground  for  any 
further  proceedings  of  an  extraordinary 
nature.  If  they  were  to  reflect  on  the  length 
of  time  the  jury  took  to  consider  their  ver- 
dict, and  the  time  they  were  out,  and  to 
make  these  circumstances  raise  a  presump* 
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that  the  great  remedy  for  these  evils  was 
the   intnxluction   of  capital.     There  were 
general  rules  and  general  principles  which 
governed  these  matters.     A  man  could  not 
say — and   this  was  one   of    the    mistakes 
into  which  those  who  proposed  laws  had 
frequently  fallen  —  a  roan  could  not  say, 
that  by  any  particular  law — by  the  intro- 
duction of  any  special  measure,  either  legis- 
lative or  administrative — he  could  produce 
prosperity  in  a  country.     That  which  he 
could  say—  that  which  he  ought  to  say — 
that  which   good   legislation  effected  and 
good  administration  forwarded — was  this: 
tliat    every  individual   being   disposed   to 
exert  his  industry  to   the  utmost — being 
disposed  to  look  for  a  reward  for  his  exer- 
tions by  securing  to  himself  an  increased 
degree  of  comfort — every  individual  seek- 
ing by  honest  endeavours  to  advance  his 
condition  in  the  world,  should  be  able  to 
effect  that  in  consequence  of  th   good  laws 
and  good  administration  which  prevailed. 
What  were  the  obstacles  to  attaining  such 
advantages  ?    One  of  them  was  the  absence 
of  freedom  and  the  existence  of  a  system 
under  which  the  liberty  of  every  man  was 
at  the  mercy  of  tyrannical  laws.     Such  a 
system  would  prevent,  and  did  prevent,  a 
country  from  proceeding  in  a  course  of 
prosperity.  But  there  was  another  obstacle 
which  might  be  quite  as  hurtful  and  quite 
as  injurious,  and  that  was  where  regular 
order  did  not  prevail,  where  there  was  no 
security  for  person  or  property,  and  where 
a  person  who  was  willing  to  lay  out  his 
capital,   and   to   endeavour,   by  means   of 
industry  and  tbe  exertion  of  his  skill,  to 
obtain  the  honourable  and  Just  reward  of 
wealth  and  distinction,  was  prevented  from 
so  doing  by  the  imperfect  security  which 
the  state  of  society  afforded  him.     Now, 
was  that  or  was  it  not  one  of  the  evils 
which  for  a  long  course  of  years  had  af- 
flicted Ireland,  and  exercised  a  disastrous 

her  interests  >     He  main- 
tained^ that'wlSL^®^®'  ^^®  Government  and 
the  L4islature  cS^^^  ^°  ^  P"*  ^^^  °"'- 
'•ages  in  Ireland  1?"^  ^  prevent  persons 
from  invading  p^p^^ty  ^«"^d  tend  mate- 
nally  to  prSnote  thV  P'°«P?^^^y   o^  the 
country.     A  Poor-law  ^^^  ^^^"^  ,  f  P^ 
pie  the  meansof  8ubsisV^^T^''^^,^.°'°'^ 
cenainly  than  anv  directV*^- '°"^?  "^ 
«iWy  do   to  introduce  pUe*"'^  ""'  ?"" 
an^ongst  the  inhabitants  of^ar«r^/r''i''^' 
^niongstthe  evils  which  aVcb/^±^^°f 
must  be  considered  the  ^tn^P^^'     . 
persons  who  were  depLE  for  r  oVPP^^* 
upon   the    resources    Cf  private    ch^ it?" ^^ 


The  hon.    and    learned   Gentleman  saii 
that  in  his    opinion,   there  were  at  ksv 
a  million  of  persons  in  Ireland  in  a  state 
of  destitution.      Now,  supposing  that  tkc 
calculation  wss  any  thing  near  the  iruih 
could  it  be  ima^ned  that  amongst  a  oil. 
lion    of   persons     entirely   dependent  trr 
subsistence  upon    tbe  charity    of  pri\i!e 
persons,  and    traversing  the  countrjr  fm 
one  extremity  to    the  other  —  could  it  \k 
imagined,  he    asked,  that  amongst  such  i 
mass  of  persons  there  should  not  be  many 
who  would  naturally  seek  to  disturb  the 
peace  of  the  country,  and  who,  if  unabkn 
obtain  their  subsistence  frova  charity,  wouU 
endeavour    to  obtain    it    by  depredation' 
That,   therefore,   was   one  reason,  and,  h? 
thought,     a    very   principal   reason,  vhj 
something    in    the    nature  of  a  poor-law 
ought  to  be  introduced  into  Ireland.    The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  at  the  com- 
mencement  of  his  speech,  stated  that  this 
compulsory  mode  of  relief  would  impose  a 
very  large  tax  upon   the  occupiers  ot  land, 
that  they  would  be  very  great  suffcren  by 
the  introduction  of  a  poor-law,  and  that, 
instead  of  bestowing  charity,  they  would 
have  to  pay  a  tax.     But  let  the  hon.  aod 
learned  Gentleman  bear  in  mind  the  com- 
parison  of  the  present  state  of  things  with 
what  would  then  exist.     Everybody  inu?i 
admit,  that  a  very  krge  amount  was  now 
given  by  the  occupiers  of  the  land  in  order 
to  maintain  those  persons  who  lived  upon 
charity,  the  greater  part  of  whom  were  re- 
gular and  established  mendicants.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said,  there  were  s 
million  of  persons  in  Ireland  in  a  state  of 
destitution,  and  that  he  believed  a  sum  not 
less   than    800,000/.    or  l,O00,000L  was 
given  to  them   in  charity.     Now,  if  tbcy 
could  suppose  that  there  were  a  million  of 
persons  in  a  state  of  destitution,  surely  they 
could    not     imagine    that    the    sum    "» 
800,000/.  or  1,000,000/.  was  an  sdeqiw^ 
relief  for  them ;  on   the  contrary,  it  ffl"^^ 
be  considered  very  inadequate.  The  person* 
who  gave  this  relief,  and  supplied  the  whole 
subsistence  of  the  destitute,  were  the  occu- 
piers of  the  land.     What  the  Governn^^^' 
proposed  then  was,  that  instead  of  thismwe 
of  affording  relief  there  should  he  a  lax 
levied  partly  upon  the  owners  and  partly 
upon  the  occupiers ;  which  tax  would,  ^"t 
course,  come  into  every  calculation  J»^^^ 
between  landlord  and  tenant  with  reipcf  j, 
to  the  renewals  of  leases,  the  atnouni  of 
rent,  and   the  other  arrangements  for  ^''^ 
holding  of  the  land.     Was  it  not  evii^^"'' 
then,  that  that  burden  which  even  the  hon. 


969 


Pcor-Lavos 


{Feb.  d} 


Ireland  J. 


970 


aad     learned    Gentleman  must    admit  at 
present  to  exist,  and  which  now  fell  entirely 
on   the  occupier^  would  he    in  future    a 
charge  divided  between  the  owner  and  the 
occupier,  and  of   which  the  absentee  pro- 
prietor would  necessarily  have  to  bear  his 
share  ?     And  having  so  to  do,  the  absentee 
proprietor  would  consider  more  narrowly 
and  closely  what  were  the  means  by  which 
the  land  might  be  improved,  and  by  which 
the  burden  of  destitution  might  bie  dimi. 
nished.     He  was  surprised  that  the  hon. 
and    learned    Gentleman,  in  the  various 
speeches  and  letters  which  he  had  addressed 
to  the  people  of  Ireland,  should  have  areued 
that   by  this   tax  the  landlord  would  be 
benefitted  and  the  occupier  oppressed.    On 
the  contrary,  he  (Lord  John  Russell)  con- 
ceived that  nothing  was   more  plain  and 
undeniable  than  that  at  present  the  farmer, 
however  poor,  however  bordering  on  a  state 
of  destitution  himself,  had  toJ)ear  the  whole 
burden  of  relieving  the  poor,  while  by  this 


and  advancement  of  that  district  in  which 
they  had  a  more  peculiar  personal  interest. 
Therefore,  in  that  way,  as  well  as  in  others, 
the  general  amount  of  poverty  would  be 
diminished.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman seemed  to  deny  the  distinction 
between'  poverty  and  destitution.  But, 
notwithstanding  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  denial,  there  appeared  to  him 
to  be  an  obvious  difference.  There  might 
be  a  whole  country  almost  entirely  filled 
with  persons  who  were  in  a  state  of 
poverty,  and  none  of  them  of  large  means  or 
possessing  anything  like  wealth,  and  yet 
there  might  be  none  of  those  persons  so 
near  the  condition  of  destitution  that  they 
would  think  it  necessary  to  submit  to  any 
privation  of  personal  liberty  in  order  to 
obtain  food.  Now  this  he  believed  to  be 
the  condition  of  a  great  portion  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland.  He  conceived  their  condi- 
tion to  be  very  wretched,  very  unfortunate; 
but,  at  the  same  time,   he  thought  that  a 


measure  it  would  in  future  have  to  be  |  very  large  proportion  of  them,  if  relief 
borne  equally  between  the  landlord  and 
the  farmer — ^if,  indeed,  the  landlord  would 
not  have  to  bear  the  greater  part  of  the 
burden  himself.  He  need  hardly  go  into 
a  consideration  of  the  great  advantage  that 
would  arise  from  the  distinction  which 
would  naturally  be  drawn,  when  method 
and  regularity  were  observed,  between  the 
impostor  and  idle  mendicant,  and  the  de- 
serving and  destitute  poor.  That  distinc- 
tion must  and  would  be  made,  when  relief 
came  to  be  administered  regularly  by  a 


board  of  guardians  possessing  the  requisite 
local  knowledge,  and  aware  of  the  real  cir- 
cumstances or  the  country — a  distinction 
which  could  not  now  be  made  by  the  poor 
farmer,  who,  though  he  might  in  general 
give  relief  from  charity,  often,  no  doubt, 
gave  it  because  it  was  almost  impossible  to 
refuse.  In  many  cases  alms  were  demanded 
from  fear,  not  solicited  from  benevolence. 
The  farmer  would,  of  course,  be  relieved 
from  that  portion  of  the  burden,  which  the 
State  would  take  care  should  not  be  oh. 
tained  by  persons  who  had  no  clear  or  just 
claim  to  relief.  There  was  another  con- 
sideration deeply  afiectin^  the  landlord,  to 
which  he  had  already  alluded,  and  which 
he  had  no  doubt  would  before  long  be  felt, 
and  that  was,  tfiat  the  landlords  having  to 
pay  a  part  of  this  burden  would  take  a  very 
deep  interest  in  all  the  local  concerns  of 
Ireleind,  and  in  the  improvement  of  their 
own  estates — even  those  among  them  who 
had  hitherto  been  the  most  neglectful  in 
that  zespect-HMid  in  the  general  prosperity 


were    tendered    to     them    coupled    with 
restrictions   on    their     personal    freedom, 
would    not    be    induced    to    accept    that 
relief.     The    hon.  and    learned    Gentle- 
man    had    asked     what    remedy    would 
be  afforded  for  the  condition   of  all  these 
persons  by  the  adoption  of  a  Poor-law  ? 
Now  he  had  always  expressed  a  desire  that 
neither  in  that  House  nor  in  Ireland  should 
any  extravagant  expectations  of  immediate 
relief  to  the  poor  be  indulged  in.     He  did 
not  believe,  as  some  persons  supposed,  three 
or  four  years  ago,  when  the  question  was 
first  discussed,  that  by  means  of  a  Poor- 
law  they  could  remedy  the  poverty  of  the 
country,  or  that  they  could  make  labourers 
who  were  now  receiving  very  low  wages 
receive  high  wages.     If  they  were  to  at- 
tempt, by  any  project  of  that  kind,  to  raise 
the  condition  of  the  labourer  by  endeavour- 
ing to  make  up  the  rate  of  wages  to  anything 
similar  to  the  rate  of  what  was  received  for 
labour  in  England,  so  far  from  advancing 
the  prosperity  or  curing  the  poverty  of  Ire- 
land, they  would  be  sinking  the  whole 
property  of  the  country  into  one  abyss,  from 
which  it  would  never  be  recovered.  Never- 
theless, he  considered  that  a  Poor-law  was 
one  of  the  means  bv  which  the  condition  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  could  be  improved. 
At  the  same  time  he  thought  that  the  House 
would  do  well  when  in  Committee  to  take 
care  that  every  check  was  devised  by  which 
abuse  should  be  prevented.     In  enacting  a 
Poor-law,  they  would  do   so  in  the  most 
prudent  and  cautious  manner^  and  would  be 
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Mr.  Plnmplre  said,  the  pelitioocrs  clq- 
siilered   that  the  security  intended  to  U 
c^iven    bv  the  act  of  1829  had  not  be-ri 
sutfioient  security.     He  thought  that  tL-v 
did  not  mean  to  reflect  on  the  characj^r 
of   Members,    and   conceived    there    wj^ 
rothmt;   in  the  language  or  prayer  of  li.e 
petition  to  exclude  it  from  being  rcjceiv-iti. 
Mr.  llorsman  understood  the   petiiifi- 
»'rs   to    avow,   that    the   conduct   of  ht.:.. 
Members  was  not  consistent  with  tlie  se- 
curities given.     He  might  have  misantitr- 
<ltod  the  hou.  Gentleman  (^Mr.  Piun:.p'r'. 
but  he  understood  such  to  be  theavcrmtn: 
'     M  N...i((.(iu4itN  -M   'Mc  iHMiiun  I  of  ihe  oetitioners,  and  that  ihev  d:st:r»cu r 
..s    .►      'xi.ot'     -Ml    '0  aiilv  con*  i  I  mpuixned  the  conduct  of  certain  Meoi  ben. 
M    X,. ...  .i.v »us  .1     \'M\>x*«i.     lie  I       Fctiiion  read  at  length. 

^Ir.  'VaA-ley  observed,  that  it  was  -[^1.''. 
ML'  »r  Mie  lion.  Member  tor   tviat  hati  ^r> 
criv     uternrcted    the    seniimer.ts   or    .-.-- 
*Liau>n.  ami    hat  a  ciLarer  t  input  at  ii^n   -I 
'^rr'irv    .mKust    anv    liotiv   *ji    .-ncn    a-.-: 
'-•vt..r    't:en  ^nacj   :a  that  Il^use,  iiiJ    jc 
■  uu.!.  :  :crt:{«jre.  Tiove  .la  aa  ■UEeat*;^:.  r. 
.^1.      :=    ::'Jtiun  :..r  ihe  recept.».*Q    if  •_■«: 
'.'.  :_:i    e  -t^  u:v»:«i. 


t  'mm*  li  1*4  tbii  .iMiif-iil.  '^.  T!kU  the 
«ii«ii»tv  )i>i«  I'lovcd  witollv  iiK'thcacious. 
(  ii«ii'i  ili«-4i'  ( iM'MiiisiiiiH'VH^  the  p<'itiH>ner$ 
liMMiiilv  .tttiiiiiili  d  to  liu*  iloii*te,  that  it  is 
ilisoitiii  ty  iu*t«%H  II  y  to  drvisc  snuiu  more 
•  Hi  t  (M  li  H  ili'"iiiiiil  l(ii  out  ii.iiiotiiti  estab- 
luiiiH-tM*.  ili.ti  «(it|iiui.d  .nithurity,  :iiid 
'no   |>t  iiu  i|>l«'<«  111     lite    (•llll'sll   coui^titution, 

•  .  \\\  t\  »«« 1  \|'\(M>iu'(',  c-iil  lor  I  he  totiii 
.\«inM»n  >i  Kpiu.ui  i>'.uiH>iir^,  lioni  the 
I  •Miui  I',  iiiit  liie  i>v'4Mu>ne(H  luinibiv 
'••♦i'«v't«        '.•  iUmi.^c  io  I ,nvi*  ^ncii  >lej>s   as 

•  ...s  H*  ..I  tilt  u  tvi\.s,i()io  U)i*  'fie  >ceuni- 
••■»•>»»»  .IV     4     MN  V  v»<. iniai  ui'hct.     Mavnii; 


\"t\-»eti.     lie 
•   V     •,••!•    I  ^  a     'c  » «»iKitie' 

•I.  ^  I  .,    I  «   IM    O  .1         '  .'iv 


I 


v.i    _ 


.•r 


-trc*ja'j.i.^j  :ne  ."n«_»"..:-!i- 


.-'-•*:     ^'^lu-c?      I    —At   :  * 


^       «:      .-  't    - 


..  u. 


-  V"    '    ^ 


•%l 


V*" 


the  church  pr-pe^y-^;:,^.^^..^.-^     ■:_::--^-r    -.r-r.  —     •'-•-    "'  "  ' 
staled  lhat.«  '-^  *;  -  v^    Dcr     -  -J'    ^     ,^    ^^ 

adopted,  l^.^^S^'r^tb^^--^     '"     " 
given  proved  it>«Ecie^--.         ^._^  ^^^ 

sure  to  rendef  tl «-—  ^,^^  ,  -_^e  :»=::- 
nothing  whjte«f  -^  .\.'H;«  =  "^^ 

tion  that  cooM  :ii*-  -  — 
i„iT  to  recetre -.t.       .    ^._ 

Mr.  W^«  '««  ^"-  ~ 


.  -,^  -iiC  1*  1  ^ 


bim  that  the  pectiTwf^^   '  x 'L:- ^--    -7'"-"-    -^       =-•' 

which  really  «-V---j*/:;^  __, -i--^     -""—'"_--    *  -=      ' 
doubt  that  tbe  V  *?^- ;^  ,._^.   _^    -^    7:^"     ,.   —  ^    r    :-- 

went  direci'yW   ';^,^.^4,T  -:!--■—      _        ;_       -  .    _   =r-_- 
stated  bv  tw  to^     -  - -^^  _   .   -  -=    -     _^    ._     ^_-    ~ 

In  hi*  opi"K»-  ='r      ^V-__--  •-'  --•'    ■"  ''        .-.-'.  ■-—■-''    - 

strondy  coc«' ;-;-=^    r^-:.-'-   ^-'""^  T'-  '-■     -      -  - 

against    *--.,' ^^is  e*i  =--'  '*J""  :    -~  ~'  ''      ' 

(imn  t^-'V"^":.  ,-.:^  --•*  --'       -   *:'  ,^.-j^     -      -  "     --     21 

The  Me;n^-^^-;^.,._,  -:^  »-  -^  -^-^  -  .    ^.   --    '   -- 

verted,  T.-^'^-  '■:-'--..  ^:.--  r    --    -  -_.„     ._-  _     '_"     " 

assist  tr,^    VZ-^       ^.^  --r--^'-  -^-    '\     1-        ^i     .^-^    "*     '^ 
(jon  01  l'-«  ^  *      .,^'-^-.  --  ^^'-  -  "-^        '  V  ^   -     ...  -        -     ' ' 

fuulo  and  r---*;^,^^  ^..j^  "— ^-"^ 

tlemen  on  ^-  -j,  --.-^ 

done  f.V  «  —  Y.,,-^-.   --    - 
the  Churctt   -    --  -         ^.5    -^- : 

which    ex'ste*-..-.-     -  .,>.  Ti-T- 

opinion,  ne  -- ;         .^^.-j-o- 

the  f ejection  o.    -*  .--  ,  .^   .  ,    .  ... 

Lord   £'«^V.-  V^  ^^,  ^  .'    •  -      - 
F  ricnd  who  h-*i  ^J--^     ^  _  r*  ^  "   '-  -     -  •  • ; 
gallons   of  t.-  r  ,_^  ri  .-T^-     '  ,  ^    .- 

asappWic-/' r^;  :,     ....^  ,.  v.-  t    -^         ' 

other  y^^^-f^  -    '-^  ^„.    r-.:^  -  '     ''-''        .  J    . 


as  to  w^*^  ;V  hr  i;e  -P"^  . 
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able  lengtli  on  ibe  measure.  If  lUere  «d, 
any  value  in  ihe  argumeaU  adduced  li) 
him  on  that  occasion,  they  were  id  o^i' 
tion  to  the  bill,  and  tu  Us  sccoud  readiu;. 
and  yet  he  had  then  avowed  that  be  Ld 
not  (he  mutai  courage  to  take  ihecoar-e 
or  direct  opposition  to  the  bill,  allhau^ii 
he  was  perfectly  coiivioced,  notonljilai 
it  was  not  a  useful,  but  that  it  wouiti  Ih: 
an  injurious  measure.  Since  then  he  bl 
grown  older  and  somewhat  firmer;  au'l 
he  was  now  determined  to  take  the  lenie 
of  the  House  upon  ibe  committal  of  tbc 
bill,  as  he  was  thoroughly  convinced  iki 
it  could  ed'cct  no  beneSt,  and  equiilt 
satisfied  (hat  it  was  calculated  to  iatibci 
deep  injury.  He  could  not,  IiO«ier, 
enter  upon  the  present  queiliou  widmuL 
congratulating  himself  and  the  HoLit 
upon  the  manner  in  which  the  mea^iiie 
was  discussed  last  Session.  That  iIIh'o.-- 
sion  took  place  in  the  absence  of  ill  pam 
feeling;  and  its  effect  was  such,  that  any 
stranger  reading  the  debates  upOD  (ire 
subject  would  not  know,  such  was  liie 
unanimity  among  the  Irish  Members,  <o 
what  party  any  of  the  speakers  beioDgi-ti. 
He  hoped  that  so  excellent  an  examj'c 
would  be  followed  on  ihepreseoioccJiicn. 
He  had  do  doubt  that  it  would :  heh^l 
no  doubt  that  the  present  discussiun 
would  be  carried  on  in  the  same  spitii  is 
the  last.  He  frankly  avowed  that  hisom 
opinions  were  adverse  to  the  principle  d 
ihe  introduction  of  any  poor-laws  inw 
Ireland  :  at  least,  he  was  opposed  to  ant 
such  introduction  as  far  as  it  rrfT'"''-'! 
able-bodied  persons  and  those  capable  of 
working  for  themselves, as  it  might  inJu'C 
them  lorefrjin  from  their  habitual  iudusiry 
and  economy,  and  might  prevent  them  ff'" 
providing  for  the  wants  of  age,  and  thron- 
ing themselves  on  llie  support  of  the  law. 
He  did  not  think  that  any  sucli  Jji'" 
could  be  adopted  without  the  product"n> 
of  the  most  injurious  efltcts.  It  woulJ  te 
calculated  to  diminish  self-reliance,  w 
paralvic  iadustrv,  to  decrease  econonijp 
and  above  all,  "to  damp  and  estingu"'' 
the  kindly  and  generous  feeliDgsofnaime 
towards  parents,  children,  relalions.  3™ 
friends.  Such  were  the  natural  elT^cls  of 
a  general  Poor-law ;  and  it  was  lo  '•^ 
to  hope  by  le^ative  means  to  supp'j '" 


believed  that  every  man  on  his  side  of  th 
House  could  say,  with  similar  feelings  of 
indignation  and  of  honesty,  that  they  had 
acted  from  pure  principles,  and  they  looked 
with  the  utmost  scorn  and  contempt  on 
the  .calumnies  of  individuals  who  dared  to 
impute  to  them  base  falsehoods,  treachery 
to  their  constituents  and  their  country,  and 
forgetfulness  of  the  oaths  they  had  taken. 
He  flung  back  with  indignation  in  tlie 
teeth  of  the  petitioner  the  base  calumnies 
— they  were  totally  groundless  and  totally 
unfounded — but  at  the  same  time  he 
hoped  the  House  would  not  reject  the 
petition,  because  he  was  at  all  times 
anxious  that  the  petitions  of  all  classes, 
from  the  highest  to  the  lowest — from  the 
most  instructed  to  the  most  ignorant — 
from  the  most  prejudiced  and  violent 
bigots  to  the  most  enlightened  persons  in 
the  kingdom,  should  at  all  times  be  laid 
before  that  House.  It  was  only  by  hear- 
ing opinions  on  all  sides  that  the  truth 
could  be  arrived  at.  If  it  came  to  a  divi- 
sion, he  should  vote  for  the  reception  of 
the  petition.  He  interpreted  the  oath  he 
had  taken  as  it  had  beeu  acted  on  by  the 
members  of  the  Protestant  Church — ay, 
and  by  the  dignitaries  of  the  church  who 
had  voted  uu  questions  relating  lo  the 
church  with  him,  and  who  had  adopted 
the  same  opinion  of  Protestant  interest 
that  he  had  adojited.  He  conscientiously 
believed,  and  was  morally  convinced  that, 
in  voting  as  he  had  voted  on  these  ques- 
tions, he  had  voted  witii  the  real  friends 
of  the  Church  of  England,  and  bad  con- 
sulted its  true  interests.  In  his  opinion, 
the  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House,  who  prided  ih  mselvcs  on  beiug 
the  only  friends  of  llie  church,  shewed 
themselves  by  their  actual  conduct  lo 
be  its  greatest  enemies.  Evcrv  thing 
they  did  for  the  purpose  of  svrting  the 
church  was  actually  injurious  to  iits  real 
interest. 

Petition  laid  on  the  table. 


Poor    L.» 
of  the  day  i 
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that  objection,    he    must    necessarily   go 
into    an    investigation   of   the    different 
clauses  of  the  measure,  he  might  be  met 
by  a  statement  that  those  clauses  might  be 
amended  in  the  Committee,  and  therefore, 
he  ought  not  to  rely  upon  the  details  of 
the  bill  in  objecting  to  its  principle.     His 
answer  would  be,  that  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention, in  his  opposition  to  the  bill,  to 
rely  upon  any  of  the  clauses  which  might 
be  altered  in  the  Committee.     He  would 
not    rely    upon    the    emigration    clause, 
although  an  exceedingly  mischievous  one. 
He  would  not  rely  upon  the  clause  making 
magistrates  guardians  of  the    poor;    he 
would  leave  them  eligible  to  be  elected  to 
those  offices.     He  would  not  rely  upon 
the    clause    excluding     clergymen    from 
filling  the  office  of  guardian.     All   those 
clauses  might  be  altered  in  the  Committee ; 
nay,  he  would  take   it  for   granted  that 
those  clauses  would  be  altered.     But  cer- 
tainly he  thought  that  no  alteration  could 
render    ihem    of    any    use    whatever   in 
diminishing  his  aversion  to  the  bill  itself. 
The   first  objection   that  he  entertained 
towards  the  bill  was,  that  it  was  introduced 
by  itself;  it  was  accompanied  by  no  con- 
comitant measure.     In  the  last  discussion 
on    the    subject    the    hon.   Member   for 
Donegal  had  expressed  his  surprise  that 
her  Majesty's   Government  had  not  sug« 
gested  one  accompanying  measure  to  this 
bill.    It  must  be  taken  by  itself  or  not  at  all. 
The  bill  proposed  to  give  relief  to  the  able- 
bodied  as  well  as  to  the  aged  and  infirm.  It 
gave  relief  to  all  classes  of  poor — to  those 
who  could  work,  and   were  prevented  by 
various  causes,  as  well  as  to  those  who  were 
not  prevented.     No  person,  however,  was 
to  have  an  absolute  right  to  relief.     The 
decision  on  that  point  was  to  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  Poor-law  Commissioners  or 
guardians.     The  bill  excluded  settlement. 
Of  course,  there  being  no  claim  of  right, 
there   could  be  no  settlement;  but   even 
were  that  not  the  case,  the  bill  would  ex- 
clude settlements.     All  relief  was  to  be 
confined  to  the  workhouse.     Such  was  the 
frame  of  the  bilL    The  result  was,  that 
there   would  be  no  Poor-law  in  Ireland, 
except  by  name.    The  reason  was,  that 
the  model  of  the  bill  had  been  taken  from 
the  Poor-law  of  England.     But  how  differ- 
ent was  the  poor  population  of  England 
from  the  poor  population  of  Ireland !     In 
England   the  Poor-laws    had   absolutely 
created  a  new  species  of  population — a 
pauper  popuIajtioQ :  a  set  of  persons  who 


indulged  themselves  in  idleness  at  the 
expense  of  the  parish,  a  set  of  persons  who 
affected  destitution  without  experiencing 
it.  In  England  matters  had  at  length  ar- 
rived at  such  a  point  that  7,000,000^.  were 
expended  annually  on  the  poor;  and  prin- 
cipally on  individuals  who  were  able,  but 
who  were  unwilling,  to  labour.  The  con- 
sequence of  all  this  was,  that  when  any 
check  took  place  the  greatest  dissatisfac- 
tion manifested  itself;  it  burst  forth  in 
injuries  to  persons  and  property,  in  burning 
homesteads  and  farm-yards ;  and  those  out- 
rages were  especially  prevalent  in  the  south- 
ern provinces,  where  the  Poor-laws  had 
been  most  extensively  carried  into  effect,  and 
where  the  relief  which  they  prescribed  had 
been  most  extensively  afforded.  Thiswasan 
example  pregnant  wi^h  proof  how  little  at 
any  time,  and  in  any  place,  it  was  wise 
to  expect  advantage  from  poor-laws. 
The  Bill  was  entitled,  "A  Bill  for  the 
more  effectual  Relief  of  the  Destitute 
Poor  in  Ireland."  It  seemed  to  be  an 
odd  kind  of  phrase — **  the  more  effectual 
relief  of  the  destitute  poor."  It  seemed  to 
assume  as  a  fact,  that  there  was  an  ex- 
isting **  effectual  relief.*'  Was  the  pre- 
sent Bill  to  be  considered  an  improvement 
on  "effectual  relief?"  At  present  the 
destitute  in  Ireland  had  no  relief.  Was 
this  Bill,  therefore,  an  improvement,  or 
was  it  only  a  blunder?  But  relief  to  the 
destitute  poor  was  all  that  the  Bill  pur- 
ported to  give  ;  relief  of  the  destitute  poor 
was  the  sole  scope  of  the  Bill.  Mr.  Ni- 
cholls,  \\i  his  Report,  made  this  strange 
distinction  beween  England  and  Ireland. 
He  stated,  that  there  was  much  more 
poverty  in  Ireland  than  in  England;  and, 
unfortunately,  he  told  the  truth;  but  he 
likewise  said,  that  there  was  much  less 
destitution  in  Ireland  than  in  England. 
But  thin  partitions  separated  the  terms 
poverty  and  destitution,  and  it  was  some- 
times almost  impossible  to  discriminate 
between  them.  The  distinction  was  almost 
like  one  of  the  national  mistakes:  at 
least  the  phrase  was  an  odd  one  to  legis- 
late upon ;  and  yet  a  great  deal  of  legis- 
lation was  involved  in  that — proposition 
he  would  not  call  it — that  distinctioa 
between  poverty  and  destitution.  Let  the 
House  now  consider,  what  extent  of  relief 
the  Bill,  such  as  it  was,  could  furnish. 
He  was  not  arguing,  that  there  was  no 
direct  poverty  in  Ireland  ;  be  knew  too  well 
there  was :  he  was  not  arguing,  that  there 
was  no  destitution  in  Ireland ;  alas !   he 
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Mr.  Stanley  was  represented  by  Mr. 
NichoIIs  as  a  most  competent  person  to 
the  undertaking  in  which  he  was  engaged. 
The  passage  he  was  about  to  quote  would 
be  found  in  Mr.  NicholFs  second  report 
page  24,  paragraph  80.  It  was  that  part 
of  the  report  which  spoke  of  the  propor- 
tions of  the  destitute  in  England  and 
Ireland.  Upon  that  subject  Mr.  NichoIIs 
said,  "  Very  different  estimates,  it  is  true, 
have  been  formed ;  but  these,  as  before  ob- 
served, appear  to  have  been  framed  in  total 
disregard  of  the  distinction  between  the  poor 
and  the  destitute."  This  was  the  favourite 
distinction  of  Mr.  NichoIIs ;  he  denied  any 
kind  of  identity  between  poverty  and  des- 
titution. **  There  is  more  poverty,"  said 
he,  "  in  Ireland,  in  proportion  to  its 
population,  than  there  is  in  England ;  but 
I  doubt  if  there  is  more,  if  so  much, 
destitution.  There  is  this  diHerence, 
however,  between  the  two  countries ; 
in  England,  the  destitute  are  re- 
lieved at  the  common  charge ;  in  Ireland 
the  destitute  are,  for  the  most  part,  sup- 
ported at  the  charge  of  the  poor,  of  those 
persons  who  are  only  elevated  one  step 
above  the  destitute  in  the  social  scale,  and 
who,  by  the  custom  (amounting  in  prac- 
tice to  a  necessity)  of  affording  such  sup- 
port, are  themselves  reduced  to  the  very 
verge  of  destitution."  Might  he  (Mr. 
O'Connell)  be  permitted,  by  way  of 
parenthesis,  to  ask  whether  this  class  of 
persons,  when  called  upon  to  pay  money 
for  the  support  of  the  poor,  would  not  be 
more  rapidly  driven  into  that  state  of 
destitution  which  already  threatened  them? 
"  Under  such  circumstances,"  continued 
Mr.  NichoIIs,  **  to  confound  poverty  with 
destitution  is  a  mistake  easily  made,  and 
hence  the  discrepancies  adverted  to ;  but 
I  am  relieved  from  the  necessity  of  enter- 
ing more  at  large  into  the  consideration 
of  this  point  by  a  statement  which  has 
been  drawn  up,  at  my  request,  by  Mr. 
William  Stanley,  of  Dublin,  the  author  of 
an  able  pamphlet  on  the  Poor-law  mea- 
sure. Mr.  Stanley's  local  knowledge  and 
position,  and  his  intimate  acquaintance 
with  Irish  statistics,  peculiarly  fitted  him 
for  the  task  ;  and  I  solicit  your  Lordship's 
attention  to  the  important  document  which 
he  has  produced,  a  copy  of  which  is  in- 
serted in  the  appendix  No.  13."  It  would 
thus  be  seen,  that  Mr.  NichoIIs  disem- 
barrassed himself  from  any  responsibility 
for  the  calculation  of  limiting  the  relief  to 
80,000  persons,  because  upon  that  point 


he  quoted  the  authority  of  Mr.  Stan  ley. 
He    turned,  therefore,   to    Mr.  Stanley. 
There  were   many  curious   things   to  be 
found  in  his  report ;  and  the  House  would, 
perhaps,  be  surprised  to  hear  that  one  of 
them  was  the  superior  chariness  and  cau- 
tion  with   which    the  people   in   Ireland 
avoided    early    marriages.       There    was 
nothing,  according  to  this  report ;  about 
which  the  Irish  people  were  so  extremely 
cautious.     Mr.  Stanley  showed  that  one- 
fourth  of  the  adult  population  in  Ireland 
was  unmarried,  whereas  in  England  there 
was  only  one-eighth  unmarried,    and   in 
Scotland  only  one-sixteenth ;  so  that  the 
Irish,  upon  this  point  of  early  marriage, 
were  twice  as  cautious  as  the  English,  and 
four  times  as  cautious  as  the  Scotch.     If 
any  Gentleman  required  to  find  a  proof  of 
this  fact,  he  would  only  have  to  turn  to 
the  forty-second  page  of  the  appendix, 
where  Mr.  Stanley  gave  the  round  num- 
bers   upon    which    his    calculation    was 
founded.     Well,  then,  Mr.  Stanley   was 
to  be  taken  as  the  great  oracle  upon  the 
subject  of  the  Poor-laws.     He  was  the 
man  who  was  in    possession   of  all    the 
necessary   information — the    man    whose 
*'  intimate  acquaintance  with  Irish  statis- 
tics peculiarly  fitted  him  for  the  task  "  of 
giving  any  explanation  that  might  be  re- 
quired.    Mr.  Stanley,  then,  acting  upon 
his  profound  statistical  knowledge,  gave 
an  estimate  of  the  destitution  of  Ireland, 
which  estimate  would  be  found  at  page  51 , 
of  the  report.     It  was'!ipon  that  estimate 
that   the   calculation  of  80,000  persons 
being  a  sufficient  number  to  relieve  was 
based.     Mr.  Stanley,  however,  found  him. 
self  hard  pressed  upon  that  point;  but  he 
was  an  accurate  man,  and  made  his  cal- 
culations with  great  exactness;    he  was 
not  one  of  your  round-number  calculators, 
one  who  indulged    in    loose  and  vag^e 
calculations  of  so  many  hundreds  or  so 
many  thousands,  but  a  man  who  reduced 
his  calculations  to  units,  and  even  to  frac- 
tions, with  the  utmost  exactitude.     Mr. 
Stanley,  then,    had  discovered  that  the 
exact  number  of  destitute  persons  in  all 
Ireland  was  82,506 — not  one  more,  nor 
one  less.     Certainly,  there  was  nothing 
like  precision.     Your  general  wholesale 
calculators  were  in  the  habit  of  taking 
things  by  the  lump ;  but  here  was  a  man 
who  was  particularly  recommended  to  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  for  his 
knowledge  of  Irish  statistics,  and  who  had 
ascertained  to  a  man  the  number  of  the 
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with   this  information    before  them,    the 
House  were  now  prepared  to  say,  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  no  com- 
pulsory relief  should  be  adopted — that  it 
was  an  error  in  legislation  to  recognise  such 
a  principle — that  it  would  be  fatal  to  the 
prosperity  and  injurious  to  the  property  of 
Ireland — let  them   declare  it.     If,  on  the 
contrary,  the  House  were  in  favour  of  the 
adoption  of  a   Poor-law   in    Ireland,    let 
them  go  with  the  Government  in  the  fur- 
ther consideration  of  this  Bill,  taking  every 
care  with  respect  to  all  its  details  that  it 
was  sufficient  for  its  purpose,  at  the  same 
time  that  it  was  not  carried  too  far.     If  the 
House  would  adopt  that  course,  he  believed, 
from  the  attention  which  had  been  given  to 
it,  without  any  reference  to  party  consi- 
derations, by  all  sides,  they  might  hope  to 
succeed   in   framing  a  measure  by  which 
they  would  hereafter  be  enabled  to  say,  that 
they  had  effected  a  great  and  permanent 
good,  and  essentially  contributed  towards 
the  future  improvement  of  that  country. 

Mr.  Shaw  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord 
that  the  time  was  come  when  some  mode 
of  public  relief  must  be  afforded  to  the 
poor  of  Ireland.  When,  on  a  former  even- 
ing, he  ventured  to  say,  that  he  anticipated 
on  all  sides  of  the  House  a  general  con- 
currence in  the  proposition  that  there  must 
be  a  Poor-law  in  Ireland,  so  far  as  he  re- 
ferred to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
the  Member  for  Dublin,  he  certainly  rather 
bore  in  mind  the  observations  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  made  on  the 
subject  last  year  than  the  notice  upon 
which  he  had  moved  the  amendment  to. 
night.  For,  if  he  recollected  aright,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  last  year 
that  he  thought  the  time  had  come  when 
it  was  imnerative  that  some  legal  provi- 
sions  sbotild  be  made  for  the  poor  of  Ire- 
land }  he  said  that  he  was  not  sanguine  of 
the  success  of  any  such  measure,  still  that 
he  not  only  would  not  vote  against  the 
measure,  but,  if  necessary,  would  give  it 
bis  support.  The  reasons  which  the  hon. 
and  learnecl  Gentleman  on  that  occasion 
gave  for  adopting  such  a  course  were,  in 
his  opinion,  no  less  cogent  at  the  present 
moment.  On  the  contrary,  he  thought 
that  circnmstances  had  rather  strength- 
ened them,  and  that  the  general  social  and 
political  condition  of  Ireland  did  not  now 
less  imperatively  demand  a  remedy.  He 
was  not  one  of  those  who  entertained  any 
very  sanguine  hopes  of  the  present  mea- 
sure. He  did  not  believe  that  any  one 
measure^  whether  a  Poor-law  or  otherwise^ 


could  be  a  panacea  for  all  the  etils  under 
which  Ireland  was  suffering.  He  was  quite 
aware  that  the  great  want  of  Ireland  was 
some  means  of  employing  and  relieving  a 
redundant  population,  and    he    did   not 
think  that  this  measure  could  have  that 
effect.     He  felt,  too,  that  there  was  jus- 
tice in  many  of  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in  reference 
to  his  objections  to  all  compulsory  pro- 
vision for  the  destitute.     He  agreed  that 
every  impost  upon  property  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  indigent  was  more  or  less  a  tax 
upon  the  source  of  independent  labour. 
But,  notwithstanding  all  these  theoretical 
and  political  difficulties,  he  felt  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  House,  as  rational  men,  to 
consider  whether  they  could  not  take  some 
step  towurds  the  improvement  of  the  poor 
and  destitute  in  Ireland.     A  state  of  ab. 
ject  destitution  caused  disturbance  of  the 
public    peace,    and     created    turbulence, 
outrage,   and    agitation ;   rendering  both 
person  and  property  insecure,  and  thereby 
preventing  capital,  skill,   and    enterprise 
being  employed  in  their  true  and  legiti. 
mate  course.     These  were  the  causes  of 
the  misery  of  Ireland,  and  of  the  existing 
condition  of  her  people.     While  on  the  one 
hand,  however,  he  thought  they  ought  not 
to  form  too  sanguine  an  estimate  of  the 
benefit  which  this  measure  would  confer 
on  Ireland,  on  the  other  they  ought  not 
to  be  deterred  from  taking  every  practical 
step  towards  improving  the  condition  of 
that  country.     He  agreed  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  whatever  they  did  they  must 
take  care  not  to  do  too  much,  and  to  do 
what  they  did  in  a  safe  direction.     Their 
great  object  ought  to  be  not  to  raise  ex- 
pectations which  they  would  afterwards  be 
obliged  to  disappoint.     In  contrasting  the 
different  circnmstances  attending  the  ad- 
ministration of  a  Poor-law  in  England  and 
in   Ireland,  there  was    one   consideration 
which  onght   not  to  be    lost    sight  of, 
namely,  that  in  any  alteration  proposed  to 
be  made  in  the  Poor-law  in  England  care 
should  be  taken  not  to  deprive  the  poor 
too  suddenly  of  that  relief  which  they  had 
been  accustomed  to  receive,  however  im- 
properly so  accustomed ;    whereas  in  re- 
spect to  Ireland,  inasmuch  as  the  people 
of  that  country  had  not  been  accustomed 
to  receive  relief,  it  behoved  them  to  be 
cautious  that  in  whatever  they  gave  they 
should  give  it  salutarily  and  sa^ly.     Al- 
though he  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  in 
the    principle    which    he    had    adopted 
namely,  the  making  the  workhouse  a  te 
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3,000,000,  of  whom  two-thirds  might  be 
classed  as  destitute  for  a  part  of  the  year, 
and  one- third  for  the  whole  of  the  year. 
Here,  then,  was  a  population  of,   at  least, 
1,000,000   for  whom,    if  the  species  of 
support  which  they  at  present  received 
were  taken  away  from  them,  it  would  be 
necessary  for  the  Legislature  to  provide 
for  by   the   poor-law.      He   begged    the 
House  to  look  at  the  facts  before  it,  and 
to  deal  with  them  as   they  really  were. 
Let  them  have   no   legislation   upon  the 
subject  by  mistake,  nor  deception  or  delu- 
sion of  any  kind.     The  state  of  Ireland 
certainly  was  a  frightful  one.     Taking  its 
poverty  and  every  thing  else  connected 
with  it  into  consideration,  no  one  could 
deny,  that  the  state  of  Ireland  was  fright- 
ful.    It  was  known  from  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners,  that  there  was  a  mass 
of  population  amounting  to  not  less  than 
1,000,000  in  a  state  of  actual  destitution. 
Was  there  no  other  test  to   show   what 
the    destitution    of    the   country    was? 
Take  the  agricultural  labourers  of  the  two 
countries.     The    House   would  probably 
suppose,  that  there  were  more  agricultural 
labourers  in  England  than  in  Ireland ;  that 
was  not  the  fact.     There  were  in  Ireland 
75,000  more  agricultural  labourers  than  in 
England.     The  gross  population  of  Ire- 
land was  much  less  than  that  of  England, 
but  the  number  of  agricultural  labourers 
was,  as  he  had  stated,  much  greater.  The 
actual  number  of  persons   employed   in 
agriculture  in  the  two  countries  was  as 
follows  : — In  Ireland,  1,131,715 ;  in  Great 
Britain,  1,055,982;  giving  an  actual  sur- 
plus to  Ireland  over  the  rest  of  the  king- 
dom of  75,733.  When  it  was  remembered, 
that  the  agricultural  labourer  received  his 
wages  out  of  the  produce  of  the  land,  it 
would  at   once  be  perceived,  how  great 
was  the   disadvantage  under  which   Ire- 
land  laboured,   in    consequence    of    the 
surplus  of  agricultural  population.     Ob- 
serve the  disproportion  between  the  two 
countries.     In  England  about  one-fourth 
of  the  whole  population  was  employed  in 
agriculture ;  in  Ireland  the  proportion  of 
agricultural  labourers  to  the  whole  popula- 
tion was  fully  two-thirds.  The  only  source 
from  which  these  labourers  could  receive 
payment  of  their  wages  roust  of  necessity 
be  the  return  procured  from  agricultural 
produce.  Now  mark  the  difference  that  ex- 
isted between  the  two  countries  upon  that 
point.  Ireland  had  a  greater  number  of  agri- 
cultural labourers  than  Great  Britain  ;  but 


had  she  a  greater  number  of  cuhinied 
acres  of  land?    Far  from    it.     In  Great 
Britain    there  were    32,250,000  acres  of 
cultivated  land ;    in    Ireland    there  vers 
only  14,600,000.     That,  to  be  sure,  was 
nearly  one  half;  and    when   the  greater 
productiveness  of  the  soil  (supposing  it  lo 
be  properly  cultivated)  was  considered,  \ 
might  be  reckoned  as  equal  lo  nearly  tuo- 
thirds.     But  the  soil  of  Ireland   was  no: 
suflBciently  cultivated,  and,  therefore,  not- 
withstanding  its  natural   fertility,  it  wjs 
much   less    productive    than  the  soil  o( 
England.     In  Great  Britain  the  prcxi'ict 
of   agriculture   amounted    in    mooey  tc 
150,000,000/.  a-year,  whereas  in  IrelaiiJii 
amounted  only  to  36,000,000/.  Tlius  it  ap- 
peared, that  although  the  quantity  of  cul- 
tivated land  in  Ireland   was  within  a  /Ac- 
tion of  equal  to  one-half  of  the  quaolily  of 
land  cultivated  in  Great  Britain,  the  ralu-^ 
of  the  produce  of  the   land  cultivated  in 
Ireland  was  less  than  one-fourth  of  the 
land  cultivated  in  Great  Britain.   Whence 
did  this  arise?     The  soil  of  Ireland  was 
more     fertile    than    that     of     En^ljrui. 
Why  did  it  produce    less?    The  cause 
was    well    known.       It    was    the   waiit 
of  capital   to  lay    out    in    the    /and  (o 
make  it  as    productive  as  it  would  be. 
This  was  the  cause  of  the  evil ;  and  whi 
was  the  remedy  1  Truly  a  most  notable  one 
— a  remedy  that  met  the  evil  to  a  miracle. 
The  cultivators  of  the  land  were  too  ponr 
to  improve  its  natural  fertility ;    therefore. 
to  assist  them  in  tiftir  exertions,  and  lo 
make  their  labours  more  profitable,  it  was 
proposed  to  place  an  additional  tax  upo.i 
them.     Was  that  wise  ?     Would  thai  in- 
crease the  produce  of  the  land  ?     Would 
it  tend  to  the  improvement  of  the  conditioo 
of  the  poor?     Did  the  House  forget  that 
every  shilling  taken  in  the  shape  of  taxa- 
tion from  the  capital  employed  in  agricul- 
ture was  in  fact  a  shilling  taken  from  the 
wages  of  the  labourer  ?     Was  it  not  ob- 
vious that  by  adopting  such  a  course  ibe 
House  would  be  taking  away  the  meani 
of  improvement  and  annihilating  all  pros- 
pect of    future   advantage?    There  was 
another   view  of  the  poverty  of  ire/a"^ 
which  he  thought  might  be  interestiog  t^ 
the  House.    The  House  was  aware  tl)au| 
present  all  the  taxes,  except  the  assessed 
taxes,   which    were   payable   in  England 
were  equally  payable  in  Ireland.    He  m 
looked  over  the  finance  returns  which  liid 
been    made  up  to  the   5th  of  }woan', 
I  1837,  to  ascertain  the  relative  productiV* 
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ness  of  the  two  countries.  He  found,  that 
for  the  year  ending  the  5th  of  January, 
1837,  the  total  gross  revenue  of  Great 
Britain  was  55,085,150/.  9s.  Zd.  [Mr. 
Cobbett  used  to  say  that  he  loved  the 
three-farthings  at  the  end  of  the  account 
of  the  national  debt],  whilst  the  gross 
revenue  of  Ireland  during  the  same  period 
amounted  only  to  4,807,402/.  Is.  3e/.  The 
assessed  taxes  were  included  in  the  gross 
revenue  of  Great  Britain ;  but  the  assessed 
taxesaniounledonlyto  3,926,550/.  16s.  6|., 
which,  deducted  from  55,085,1 50/.  9s.  4|e/. 
left  an  amount  of  revenue  derived  from 
the  same  sources  as  in  Ireland  of 
51,158,599/.  12s.  lO^c/.  So  that  Great 
Britain,  with  a  population  of  16,000,000, 
produced  on  the  same  taxation  more  than 
ten  times  and  one  half,  indeed  more  than 
eleven  times,  the  revenue  produced  by 
Ireland  with  a  population  of  8,000,000. 
Could  anything  more  strongly  demonstrate 
the  inferiority  of  Ireland  in  point  of  pro- 
perty ?  And  what  was  the  remedy  pro- 
posed ?  Why,  to  add  another  million  to 
the  amount  of  her  taxation ;  to  increase 
her  taxation  by  one-fifth.  Ireland  certainly 
had  suffered  much— nobody  could  deny 
that — from  her  connexion  with  England. 
Century  after  century  Ireland  had  been 
the  victim  of  harsh  and  tyrannical  laws  : 
for  a  century  education  was  prohibited  in 
Ireland — no  one  of  her  inhabitants  could 
be  educated — it  was  a  crime  to  learn — a 
crime  punishable  with  transportation,  and 
return  from  transportation  was  death. 
For  another  century  there  was  a  law  to 
keep  the  people  from  being  industrious, 
and  to  prevent  their  acquiring  property. 
During  that  century,  if  any  Roman 
Catholic  purchased  an  estate,  the  moment 
he  did  so  it  was  only  necessary  for  any 
one  of  his  Protestant  neighbours  to  make 
a  statement  of  the  fact — to  say,  **  This 
man  is  a  Papist,  and  has  purchased  an 
estate — give  me  his  estate  and  let  him  go 
without  his  money,"  and  the  law  imme- 
diately gave  a  decree  in  his  favour.  Was 
it  surprising,  then,  that  the  country  should 
be  found  unenlightened  and  poor  after  it 
had  been  subject  for  so  long  a  period  to 
the  operation  of  such  laws?  He  did  not 
mean  to  introduce  anything  polemical  or 
litigious  into  the  discussion  upon  that  oc- 
casion ;  but  he  must  be  permitted  to  ask 
were  these  laws  abolished  altogether  now  ? 
Was  there  no  remnant  of  them  in  the  mu- 
nicipal corporations  of  Ireland  ?  Before 
the  House  legislated  for  Ireland  upon  the 
VOL.  XL.  {S?2} 


subject  of  poor-laws,  let  it  reflect  upon 
these  things.  But  when  he  (Mr.  0*Con- 
nell)  showed  such  causes  of  misfortune 
and  distress,  let  it  not  be  supposed  that 
he  was  contending  that  Ireland  had  not 
secured  some  remedy  for  some  of  her 
grievances.  All  that  he  was  contending 
for  was,  that  before  she  was  made  subject 
to  the  operation  of  a  poor-law,  she  ought 
in  all  other  respects  to  be  placed  upon  a 
perfect  equality  with  England.  If  he 
were  asked  what  poor-law  he  would  give 
to  Ireland,  his  answer  would  be  this  :  place 
her  upon  a  perfect  equality  with  yourselves 
— let  her  be  part  and  parcel  of  your  realm 
— give  her  the  advantages  which  you 
enjoy,  and  she  will  maintain  her  poor 
without  difficulty  to  herself,  and  without 
trouble  to  you.  That  was  the  poor-law 
he  would  prescribe.  It  might  be  said,  that 
the  English  Members  in  the  House  were 
interested  in  the  establishment  of  poor- 
laws  for  Ireland.  If,  indeed,  there  were 
any  who  felt  an  interest  of  that  kind,  he 
thought  he  might  appeal  to  their  justice 
as  well  as  to  their  common  sense  upon  this 
point.  It  involved  nothing  of  politics,  nor 
of  religious  distinctions  ;  but  he  wished 
to  put  this  point  to  the  English  Members 
of  the  House.  Mr.  NichoUs  had  reported 
— and  reported  truly — that  in  no  part  of 
the  world  were  the  people  less  disposed  to 
go  into  workhouses  than  the  Irish.  Mr. 
Nicholls  need  not  have  gone  beyond 
Bristol,  Liverpool,  and  Manchester,  to 
ascertain  that  fact.  Everybody  who  knew 
anything  of  Ireland  and  of  the  character  of 
the  Irish  peasantry,  could  have  informed 
him  of  it.  What  was  the  consequence  ? 
Why,  that  the  Irish  adult  labourer  would 
never  go  into  a  workhouse  in  Ireland  as 
long  as  he  could  earn  twopence  a-day  in 
England.  At  present,  if  the  labourer 
remained  in  Ireland  he  had  usually  some 
friends  to  fall  back  upon  when  employ- 
ment was  scant  or  not  to  be  procured  ; 
but  under  the  operations  of  this  Bill  that 
resource  would  be  taken  away  from  him, 
and  the  only  alternative  for  the  labourer 
would  be  to  go  into  the  workhouse  or  to 
seek  employment  in  England,  He  would 
invariably  prefer  the  latter ;  so  that  tue 
effect  of  the  Bill,  instead  of  diir.inishiug 
the  emigration  from  Ireland  into  England, 
would  be  most  materially  to  increase  it. 
The  Irish  poor  would  flock  over  here  in 
troops — they  would  be  content  to  work  at 
the  very  lowest  rate  of  payment — they 
would  thus  diminish  the  wages  of  tlie 
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vagranty  aad  the  impostor ;  for  them^  it , 
was  the  appropriate  resource :  but  if  it  ■ 
were  attemptea  to  extend  it  to  other 
classes,  the  least  coDsideratiou  must  lead 
every  reflecting  man  to  the  conclusion >  * 
that  the  prorbion  capable  of  being  thus 
furnished  would  be  totally  inadequate.  It 
would  be  inadequate  when  in  full  opera*  | 
tion,  but  what  would  they  do  whilst  the  • 
workhouses  were  building?  By  Mr. 
Nicholls's  report,  it  seemed  that  the  total 
number  of  absolutely  destitute  poor 
amounted  to  80,000,  and  if  they  added  to 
these  the  class  of  sick  and  aged  persons 
who  would  become  permanent  objects  of 
relief  they  must  double  that  number,  and 
this  would  be  exclusive  of  the  able-bodied 
and  casual  poor.  To  provide  workhouses, 
even  for  this  number,  not  less  than 
2,500,000^.  would  be  necessary.  But  they 
could  not  confine  the  relief  to  the  aged, 
the  helpless,  and  the  infirm  :  they  ought, 
and  must  extend  it  to  the  able-bodied, 
destitute, .  or  sick  poor.  No  reasonable 
amount  of  money  would  thus  be  sufficient 
to  build  the  workhouses  which  would  be 
required ;  and  he  could  assure  the  noble 
Lord,  that  the  poor  in  Ireland  had  as 
great,  or  a  greater,  horror  of  the  work- 
house as  existed  in  England.  Suppose, 
however,  that  the  workhouse  were  full,  he 
thought  that  they  ought  to  enable  the 
guardians  to  send  the  applicants  to  some 
source  of  employment,  and  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, he*  thought  the  guardians 
ought  to  have  the  power  to  order  at  plea- 
sure either  in-door  or  out-door  relief.  He 
had  often  heard  of  assistance  being  afforded 
by  public  works,  but  he  felt  little  inclina- 
tion to  trust  to  that  source  for  permanent 
help.  No  person  valued  more  highly  than 
he  did  a  system  of  emigration,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  noble  Lord  would  not  with- 
draw the  clauses  to  effect  this  desirable 
object,  in  deference  to  the  wish  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wicklow,  or  of  any  other 
hon.  Gentleman.  From  emigration,  the 
whole  country  derived  a  benefit,  and  he 
thought  that  in  proportion  to  the  value 
derived  by  the  country  a  corresponding 
part  of  the  expenses  ought  to  be  paid  out 
of  the  general  funds.  They  were  going  to 
spend  m  building  workhouses  double  the 
sum  which  would  be  necessary  to  send  the 
poor  as  emigrants  to  the  furthest  part  of 
Upper  Canada.  If  100,000  or  150,000 
labourers  were  to  be  induced  to  emigrate, 
the  wages  of  the  remainder  would,  in  a 
short  time  run  up,  and  would  furnish  a 
resource  for  employment  to  the  willing 


labourer  particularly  applicable  to  the  pre- 
sent state  of  Ireland.     With  respect  ahi- 
to  the  question  of  establishing  the  Boan2« 
of  Commissioners  in  Dublin  or  in  Loodmi 
he  would  not  then  decide,  but  he  oooJr) 
not  comprehend  how  one  Irish    commis- 
sioner could   discharge  all    the    onerous 
duties  which  would  devolve  upon  him.  The 
parties  must  be  seen,  and  the  commnoica- 
tions  must  be  received  in  Dublin;    and 
how  one  individual  could  possibly  under- 
take the  duty  was  to  him  a  mystery,  and 
he  hoped  that^  in  this  respec^t,  the  noble 
Lord  would  review  his  scheme.     Another 
part  of  the  bill,  in  which  powers  were 
given  to  the  Commissioners,  he  trusted 
also  would  receive  tha  reconsideration  of 
the  noble  Lord.     For  himself^  he  thoogfat 
that  the  powers  given  to  the  Commission- 
ers of  appointing  paid  officers  to  assist  the 
guardians,    and    to    order    valuation    of 
parishes,  how  applicable  soever  they  might 
be  to  the  English  system,  ought  to  be 
resisted,  and  ought  not  to  be  introduced 
into  the  bill  for  Ireland.     The  noble  Lord 
proposed  also  to  divide  Ireland  into  100 
unions,  giving  an  average   population  of 
80,000  to  each.  He  (Mr.  O'Brien)  thought 
that  these  were  too  large,  and  that  there 
would  be  difficulty  in  procuring  the  attend- 
ance of  guardians  at  such  a  distance  from 
their  houses.     He  was  of  opinion,  hutr- 
ever,  that  the  noble  Lord  had  done  well  to 
avoid  the  introduction  of  a  law  of  settle- 
ment, for  without  a  legal  title  to  relief 
which  was  not  granted  to  the  poor  by  the 
bill,  any  settlement  law  would  remain  a 
dead  letter.     He  thought,  that  the  small 
class  of  occupiers  so  far  from  being  injured 
would  be  benefitted  by  the  bill  which  he 
had  recommended,  for  one  shilling  in  the 
pound  was  all  that  would  be  Decessary  to 
carry  that  bill  into  effect ;  and  if  one-third 
were  charged  to  the  occupier  and  tvo- 
thirds  to  the  landlord,  the  teiMnt  woul.i 
be  benefitted,  and   there  woul^  be    iV^ 
saving  of  great  difficulty  in  the  imposit'^  iJ 
of  the  rates.  He  had  soine  other  obiecfejpk.v 
with  respect  to  the  Bill  which  ne  would 
state  on  some  subsequent  occasion,  and  he 
would  then  simply  add  that  it  was  hii 
intention  to  submit  to  the  House  a  plan  for^ 
amending  the  scale  of  voting  under  the 
bill,  which  he  considered  unjust  on  lar^ge 
occupiers.     He  should  recommend  a  scale 
more  just  to  the  occupiers,  and  more  in 
accordance  with  what  existed  under  the 
English  bill.     He  had  to  apolo^se  to  the 
Hou^e  for  the  details  into  which  he  had 
entered;  but  as  millions  of  property  as 
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■meW  3B  millions  of  men  would  be  affected 
by  that  bill,  he  thought  it  but  right  that 
tbey  should  thoroughly  discuss  it.  It  was 
a  measure  which  demanded  the  grave  con- 
sideratioD,  as  well  of  the  landlords  as  of 
the  people  of  Ireland;  and  when  so  much 
time  was  daily  wasted  in  party  debntea, 
and  in  discussiog  mere  measures  of  the 
day,  be  could  not  consider  it  a  waste  of 
time  to  consider  its  details.  Having  been 
one  of  the  first  advocates  for  an  Irish  poor- 
luw,  he  was  peculiarly  anxious  ihat,  when 
the  bill  came  inlu  operation,  it  should  not 
call  forth  clamour  and  unpleasant  feelings 
on  the  part  of  tbe  Irish ;  atid  he  gave  his 
cordial  support  to  a.  bill  professing  to  be  a 
bill  for  the  relief  of  tlie  poor  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  Lucas  would  not  support  the 
amcodment  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin,  because  he  could  not  co- 
incide in  his  opinion,  that,  as  there  was  a 
^reat  deal  of  poverty,  perhaps  destitution, 
in  Ireland,  therefore  they  should  make  no 
legislative  attempt  to  afford  relief  to  the 
one  or  the  other.  He  thought  tliey  should 
eDter  upon  the  subject,  as  they  had  done 
last  fear,  free  from  all  party  feeling,  de- 
terrained  patiently  to  consider  the  Bill 
before  them,  to  allow  it  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee, and  there  endeavour  to  render  it, 
as  far  as  possible,  what  it  professed  to  be. 
He  concurred  in  the  principle,  but  not  in  all 
the  details,  of  the  Bill.  It  was  certainly 
highly  desirable,  that  the  poorer  classes  in 
Ireland  should  be  relieved  from  tlie  bur- 
then of  almsgiving  to  which  they  were  at 
present  subjected,  and  he  would,  if  on  that 
account  alone,  give  his  support  to  a  Poor- 
law  Bill.  That  burthen  was  deeply  felt 
in  Ireland.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  in  the  fullest  extent,  as 
to  the  humane  and  meritorious  feelings 
which  induced  the  people  of  Ireland  to 
bear  that  burthen.  There  was  no  people 
under  heaven  who  made  such  sacrifices  to 
relievo  their  distressed  relations,  or  per- 
formed ao  much  casual  charity,  as  the 
people  of  that  country;  hut  he  did  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, that  that  was  not  felt  hv  them  to  be 
vbat  it  was — a  heavy  burthen,  or  that 
they  would  not  be  very  glad  to  get  rid  of 
it,  if  a  substitute  were  provided.  He 
would  mention  a  very  credituble  circum. 
stance  to  bear  out  that  opinion.  An  ex- 
cellent landlord,  watchful  of  the  comforts 
of  his  tenantry,  and  who  was  in  the  habit 
of  having  their  cabins  annually  white- 
washed, was  thus  addressed  by  one  of 
them,  after  the  interior  of  bis  habitation 


had  undergone  that  operation; — "For 
God's  sake.  Sir,  don't  let  my  house  be 
whitewashed  outside.  It  is  a  quarter  of  a 
le  from  the  road,  and  cannot  now  be 
m  by  the  beggars  as  they  pass  along ; 
but  if  It  be  whitewashed,  I  shaA  be  ruined, 
and  shall  never  be  able  to  pay  my  rent." 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  ad- 
vanced topics  unworthy  of  his  talents,  and 
made  use  of  arguments  which  appeared  to 
him  (Mr.  Lucas)  quite  fallacious.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  stated,  that  the  tenant 
was  in  all  cases  to  pay,  at  least,  one  half, 
and,  in  many  cases,  very  nearly  the  entire, 
of  the  rates.  By  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
tlie  tenant  was  no  doubt  to  pay  one-half — 
a  principle  which  he- considered  only  just; 
hut  it  »as  as  clear  as  the  sun  at  noonday, 
as  had  been  observed  by  the  noble  Lord, 
that  whatever  imposition  of  rate  they 
might  malie  by  luw  on  landlord  and  tenant 
— whatever  disturbance  they  might  make 
in  their  esiating  relation,  it  was  perfectly 
clear,  that,  according  as  the  leases  should 
expire,  that  burthen  would  fall  upon  the 
landlord.  Place  the  burthen  as  they  would 
now,  it  would  eventually  come  out  of  the 
pocket  of  the  landlord.  It  was  impossible 
for  anything  to  fall  from  the  hon,  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  would  not  have 
an  important  effect  upon  his  countrymen. 
He  had  not,  however,  addressed  the  House 
that  evening  in  the  same  tone  as  he  had 
lately  adopted  out  of  it.  He  had  written 
two  letters  upon  this  subject  which  diflered 
in  tone  and  temper  from  hie  advocacy  that 
evening  of  the  same  cause.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  for  instance,  had  eluded 
some  of  the  topics  contained  in  those  let- 
ters. In  one  of  them  he  said,  that,  "in 
giving  a  Poor-law  to  Ireland,  they  would 
diminish  wages,  because  they  would  neces- 
sarily  lessen  the  means  of  the  occupiers." 
Now,  if  the  occupiers  were  to  be  burtheaed 
with  a  voluntary  tax,  and  if  no  compulsory 
tax,  as  imposed  by  this  Bill,  existed,  it 
was  quite  clear,  that  the  Bill  was  not  ex- 
posed to  tha'    •-■__.;__    1 1...... 

ting,  as  It  d  it. 
tax.  Whene 
the  people  ol 
discussion  oi 
naturally  tui 
ancc  given  tt 
liberally  dis] 
the  United  F 
the  subsiript 
a  few  person 
were  exceed  i 
bis  own  kuoi 
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they  were  but  as  a  drop  of  water  id  the 
ocean  compared  to  what  was  contributed 
by  the  farmers^  high  and  low.  In  181 7f 
a  period  of  extreme  suffering,  the  farmers 
saved  the  great  mass  of  the  poor  from 
actual  starvation — not  certainly  by  giving 
them  money,  for  that  they  had  not  to 
bestow,  but  by  giving  them  provisions  ; 
this  produced  no  eclnt,  it  made  no  impres- 
sion,  except  upon  the  recipients  of  the 
bounty,  and  on  those  few  who',  being  re- 
sident in  the  country,  had  an  opportunity 
of  witnessing  its  effects.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  treated  the 
proposition  of  compulsory  relief  as  worse 
than  the  union,  alleging  that  the  tenant 
must  pay  the  impost.  This  statement 
was  contained  in  one  of  the  letters  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  In  his  opin- 
ion there  could  not  be  in  the  mind  of  any 
man  a  shadow  of  doubt  that,  eventually, 
the  charge  must  fall  upon  the  landlords ; 
but,  in  the  present  relation  of  landlord 
and  tenant,  it  was  evident  that  the  mea- 
sure might  be  said  to  take  them  unawares ; 
justice,  therefore,  required  that,  under  the 
existing  bargains  between  those  two  classes 
of  the  community,  the  burthen  should  be 
apportioned  equally  on  both.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite,  in  another  of 
his  letters,  said,  in  reference  to  the  pro- 
position for  enacting  a  Poor-law,  that  his 
determination  was  to  double  the  agitation, 
and  to  entreat  the  clergy  to  explain  the 
effects  of  the  intended  measure ;  he  also 
expressed  his  decided  conviction  that  the 
tenant  would  have  to  bear  the  burthen. 
Surely  it  did  not  require  a  moment's  re- 
flection to  see  that  this  was  a  most  errone- 
ous view  of  the  subject.  Every  charge  of 
the  sort  must»  in  the  end,  be  borne  by  the 
landlord.  He  admitted  the  imperfections 
of  the  measure,  but,  under  existing  cir- 
cumstances, he  thought  it  was  in  principle 
the  best  that  could  be  proposed;  he  should^ 
therefore,  vote  for  going  into  Committee, 
though  he  should  object  to  one  or  two  of 
the  details,  and  he  feared  that  if  the  mea- 
sure was  attempted  to  be  worked  with  its 
present  machinery,  it  would  prove  a  failure. 
With  reference  to  the  objections  which  he 
intended  to  make  in  Committee,  he  should 
just  observe^  that  in  England  the  whole  of 
the  Poor-rate  was  to  be  paid  in  the  first 
instance  by  the  occup3dng  tenant;  the 
necessary  result  was,  that  that  class  of  the 
community  watched  over  not  only  mendi- 
cancy itself,  but  over  the  administration 
of  the  funds  intended  for  its  relief.  A 
payment  in  the  first  instance  by  the  oc- 


cupier could  not  be  proposed  with  regard 
to  Ireland;  if  it  were,  the  Bill  could  never 
be  executed;  but  he  thoaght  in  the  maaan 
then  before  the  House  thereought  Co  besMne 
substitute  provided  for  the  vigilaaoe  which 
the   English  practice  superindaced.    He 
thought  it  was  incumbent  on  the  Govern- 
ment to  show  that  they  had  provided  sock 
a  substitute.    He  thought  it  was  aJso  in- 
cumbent on  them  to  show  that  they  had 
provided  a  substitute  for   the  operatioB 
which  the  law  of  settlement  had  in  Eng- 
land.    Another  objection  which  he  enter- 
tained against  the  present  measure,  was 
the  great  size  of  the  unions  proposed  to 
be  created  under  it ;  which  was  sudi^that 
the  means  of  superintendence  would  be 
totally  lost  to  the  rate-payere ;  thej  would 
be  so  numerous  that  there  could    be  no 
discussions  and  no  voting.     From  official 
documents,  accessible  to  any  hon.  Member, 
and  to  the  public  generally,  it  s^ipeared 
that  in  the  province  of  Munster  the  farms 
were  irom  five  to  fifty  acres  ;  twenty-fire 
acres  he  would  take  to  be  the  average,  of 
17 1.   14^.  value.      In    Ulster,   the  fmm 
were  eight  to  twelve  acres,  being  an  aver- 
age of  ten  acres,  at  a  value  of  71-  1'.  8ii. 
In  Leinster,  the  farms  varied  in  extent 
from  one  to  five  acres,  at  a  value  of  £/. 
16^.  Sd.    In  Connaught^  subdivision  at- 
tained its  utmost  extent,  and  almost  defied 
calculation.     There  were  in  Ireland  about 
20,400,000  acres ;  th    highest  average  of 
the  farms  was  in  Munster,  being  twenty- 
five  acres.     It  was  calculated    that  tue 
whole  number  of  farms  in   Ireland  was 
8]  6,000.     Now,  if  hon.  Members  would 
only  look  at  the  number  of  unions,  they 
must  see  that  the  rate-payers  would  con. 
stitute  assemblies  too  unwieldy  for  either 
voting  or  discussion.     Mr.  Nicholls  was 
decidedly  opposed  to  what  he  (Mr.  Lucas) 
called  the  vice  of  the  bill;  he  observed 
that  the  cordial  co-operation  of  all  parties 
was,  as  regarded  the  working  of  a  pow. 
law,  necessary  to  the  well-being  of  aU. 
Bearing  that  opinion  in  their  minds,  he 
begged  hon.  Members  to  look  at  this  fact, 
that  in  Leinster  the  more  numerous  dass 
of  farms  would  be  exempt   from   rates. 
The  majority  would  then  have  no  interest 
in  watching  the  administration  of  the  law, 
but  rather  have  an  interest  opposed  to  its 
effective  and  just  application;   and  that 
was  in  a  greater  or  less  d^ree  true  of  the 
other  provinces.      The  system  of  rating 
proposed  by  the  bill  was  by  much  too  com- 
plicated, and  would  lead  necessarily  to  the 
greatest  inconvemence.     It  woula  act|  no 
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and  learned  Gentleman  must  admit  at 
present  to  exist,  and  which  now  fell  entirely 
on  the  occupier,  would  he  in  future  a 
charge  divided  between  the  owner  and  the 
occupier,  and  of  which  the  absentee  pro- 
prietor would  necessarily  have  to  bear  his 
share  ?  And  having  so  to  do,  the  absentee 
proprietor  would  consider  more  narrowly 
and  closely  what  were  the  means  by  which 
the  land  might  be  improved,  and  by  which 
the  burden  of  destitution  might  be  dimi. 
nished.  He  was  surprised  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  in  the  various 
speeches  and  letters  which  he  had  addressed 
to  the  people  of  Ireland,  should  have  argued 
that  by  this  tax  the  landlord  would  be 
benefitted  and  the  occupier  oppressed.  On 
the  contrary,  he  (Lord  John  Russell)  con- 
ceived that  nothing  was  more  plain  and 
undeniable  than  that  at  present  the  farmer, 
however  poor,  however  bordering  on  a  state 
of  destitution  himself,  had  toJ)ear  the  whole 
burden  of  relieving  the  poor,  while  by  this 
measure  it  would  in  future  have  to  be  | 
borne  equally  between  the  landlord  and 
the  farmer — if,  indeed,  the  landlord  would 
not  have  to  bear  the  greater  part  of  the 
burden  himself.  He  need  hardly  go  into 
a  consideration  of  the  great  advantage  that 
would  arise  from  the  distinction  which 
would  naturally  be  drawn,  when  method 
and  regularity  were  observed,  between  the 
impostor  and  idle  mendicant,  and  the  de- 
serving and  destitute  poor.  That  distinc- 
tion must  and  would  be  made,  when  relief 
came  to  be  administered  regularly  by  a 
board  of  guardians  possessing  the  requisite 
local  knowledge,  and  aware  of  the  real  cir- 
cumstances of  the  country — a  distinction 
which  could  not  now  be  made  by  the  poor 
farmer,  who,  though  he  might  in  general 
give  relief  from  charity,  often,  no  doubt, 
gave  it  because  it  was  almost  impossible  to 
refuse.  In  many  cases  alms  were  demanded 
from  fear,  not  solicited  from  benevolence. 
The  farmer  would,  of  course,  be  relieved 
from  that  portion  of  the  burden^  which  the 
State  would  take  care  should  not  be  ob- 
tained by  persons  who  had  no  clear  or  just 
claim  to  relief.  There  was  another  con- 
sideration deeply  affecting  the  landlord,  to 
which  he  had  already  alluded,  and  which 
he  had  no  doubt  would  before  long  be  felt, 
and  that  was,  ttat  the  landlords  having  to 
pay  a  part  of  this  burden  would  take  a  very 
deep  interest  in  all  the  local  concerns  of 
Ireland,  and  in  the  improvement  of  their 
own  estates — even  those  among  them  who 
had  hitherto  been  the  most  neglectful  in 
that  respect— and  in  the  general  prosperity 


and  advancement  of  that  district  in  which 
they  had  a  more  peculiar  personal  interest. 
Therefore,  in  that  way,  as  well  as  in  others, 
the  general  amount  of  poverty  would  be 
diminished.     The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman   seemed  to    deny    the   distinction 
between  poverty    and    destitution.     But, 
notwithstanding    the     hon.    and    learned 
Gentleman's  denial,  there  appeared  to  him 
to  be  an  obvious  difference.     There  might 
be  a  whole  country  almost  entirely  filled 
with  persons    who    were   in    a    state   of 
poverty,  and  none  of  them  of  large  means  or 
possessing  anything  like  wealth,  and  yet 
there  might  be  none  of  those  persons  so 
near  the  condition  of  destitution  that  they 
would  think  it  necessary  to  submit  to  any 
privation  of  personal  liberty  in  order    to 
obtain  food.     Now  this  he  believed  to  be 
the  condition  of  a  great  portion  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland.     He  conceived  their  condi- 
tion to  be  very  wretched,  very  unfortunate; 
but,  at  the  same  time,   he  thought  that  a 
very  large  proportion    of  them,  if    relief 
were    tendered    to     them    coupled    with 
restrictions   on    their     personal    freedom, 
would    not    be    induced    to    accept    that 
relief.      The    hon.  and    learned    Gentle- 
man    had    asked     what    remedy    would 
be  afforded  for  the  condition   of  all  these 
persons  by  the  adoption  of  a  Poor-law  ? 
Now  he  had  always  expressed  a  desire  that 
neither  in  that  House  nor  in  Ireland  should 
any  extravagant  expectations  of  immediate 
relief  to  the  poor  be  indulged  in.     He  did 
not  believe,  as  some  persons  supposed,  three 
or  four  years  ago,  when  the  question  was 
first  discussed,  that  by  means  of  a  Poor- 
law  they  could  remedy  the  poverty  of  the 
country,  or  that  they  could  make  labourers 
who  were  now  receiving  very  low  wages 
receive  high  wages.     If  they  were  to  at- 
tempt, by  any  project  of  that  kind,  to  raise 
the  condition  of  the  labourer  by  endeavour- 
ing to  make  up  the  rate  of  wages  to  anything 
similar  to  the  rate  of  what  was  received  for 
labour  in  England,  so  far  from  advancing 
the  prosperity  or  curing  the  poverty  of  Ire- 
land, they   would  be  sinking  the   whole 
property  of  the  country  into  one  abyss,  from 
which  it  would  never  be  recovered.  Never- 
theless, he  considered  that  a  Poor-law  was 
one  of  the  means  by  which  the  condition  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  could  be  improved. 
At  the  same  time  he  thought  that  the  House 
would  do  well  when  in  Committee  to  take 
care  that  every  check  was  devised  by  which 
abuse  should  be  prevented.     In  enacting  a 
Poor-law,  they  would  do   so  in  the  most 
prudent  and  cautious  manneri  and  would  be 
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of  property,  and  he  bad  not  lieard  a  single 
word  upon  this  point,  among  all  that  had 
Allien  from  the  hon.  Member  'for  Mona- 
ghan,  which  did  not  support  and  farour 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin.  He  had  always  had 
a  strong  feeling  against  emigration, 
because  he  considered  that  by  it  a  country 
always  got  rid  of  what  might  be  justly 
termed  its  best  seed.  In  Ireland,  there 
were  eleven  millions  of  acres  out  of  culti- 
vation, and  immense  numbers  of  the  popu- 
lation of  that  country  were  most  ready  and 
willing  to  work,  if  they  were  afibrded  the 
opportunity.  Ireland  was  at  the  present 
moment  in  the  same  position  with  regard 
to  the  introduction  of  a  poor>law  as  Eng- 
land was  in  the  time  of  Queen  Elizabeth ; 
and  why  not  give  her  the  benefit  of  some 
such  measure  as  was  then  given  to  this 
country  ?  Another  objection  he  had  to  the 
Bill  was  the  principle  of  centralisation.  It 
would  be  necessary  to  have  a  central  board 
either  in  London  or  Dublin,  with  several 
branches,  all  entailing  a  great  deal  of  un- 
necessary expense  )  and^  taking  all  these 
things  into  consideration,  he  felt  that  he 
must  support  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemun,  in  the  hope  of 
getting  rid  of  the  Bill  altogether. 

Mr.  Litton  considered,  that  the  Bill  was 
at  least  worthy  of  the  attention  of  the 
House,  if  it  should  only  be  found  calculated 
to  settle  two  or  three  important  points. 
At  all  events,  the  destitution  of  the  aged 
and  infirm  ought  to  be  provided  for,  and 
the  least  that  could  be  said  of  this  Bill  was, 
that  it  would  have  the  effect  of  providing  a 
remedy  against  such  distressing  cases;  and 
that  alone  shewed  that  the  subject  was  one 
of  great  national  importance.     It  was  im-> 

f possible  to  frame  a  Bill  that  was  not 
iable  to  objections  of  some  sort,  and  he 
considered  this  measure  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  go  into  Committee,  if  only  on 
the  principle  that  they  were  bound  to  try 
some  remedy  for  destitution.  It  was  a 
work  of  charity  in  which  they  were  en- 
gaged, and  he  had  little  doubt  that  he 
should  see  the  measure  ere  long  supported 
by  all  the  hon.  Members  from  that  country 
for  whose  benefit  it  was  introduced. 

Mr.  Barron  approved  entirely  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  and  agreed  with  most 
of  its  details.  He  considered  it  so  good  a 
measure  as  it  at  present  stood,  that  he  did 
not  see  how  it  could  be  materially  amended 
in  Committee,  With  respect  to  a  law  of 
HcttlonuMit,  it  would  1)0  nii  absurdity  to 
introduro  n  nionsurr  giving  u   settit«inent 


without,  at  the  same  tiroey  giving  Aepoor 
a  right  to  relief.  It  was  neither  fiur  to  the 
supporters  of  the  Bill  nor  to  the  landlorri* 
of  Ireland  to  call  it  a  landlords'  Bill,  wbea 
any  tax  that  would  be  created  by  it  mn«t 
of  necessity  come  out  of  the  laodlord>' 
pockets.  The  motion  of  the  Inm.  ami 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  shonld  bare 
his  most  determined  and  streauoos  oppo- 
sition. With  r^ard  to  the  obserratioDs  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Shropshire,  rehfttivr 
to  the  workhouse  system,  he  coold  inform 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  that  system  had 
been  already  tried  in  Waterford,  and  there 
had  been  no  complaint  whatever  as  to  the 
confinement;  on  the  contrary,  there  wa<i  a 
constant  increase  of  applicants  for  relief 
under  that  system*— and  the  only  com. 
plaint  which  he  had  heard  of  was  that  of 
want  of  funds  to  work  out  the  principle 
more  fully.  This  was  an  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Shropshire,  and  one 
example  must  be  allowed  to  be  better  than 
a  thousand  theories.  The  hon.  (xentleman 
concluded  by  expressing  his  full  approba- 
tion of  the  measure,  and  his  conviction  that 
it  would  have  the  most  beneficial  eiFects 
in  mitigating  the  poverty  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  John  Young  said,  that  amidst  ail 
the  objections  which  had  been  made  to 
the  proposed  measure,  no  one  ofi^sred  any 
plan  in  its  room.  He  was  very  glad  that 
a  plan  of  emigration  formed  part  oi  the 
Bill.  He  was  disposed  to  think  thra 
among  the  best' of  the  means  of  afibrding 
relief  to  the  pauper  population  of  Ireland, 
and  he  preferred  it  infinitely  above  the 
project  of  home  colonization,  to  which 
allusion  had  been  made,  and  with  regard  to 
which  he  thought  that  there  were  reports 
and  papers  enough  on  the  table  to  show 
satisfactorily  that  pauper  labour  never 
could  remunerate  the  state  which  employed 
it.  With  respect  to  the  system  of  poor 
relief  embodied  in  this  Bill,  let  it  be  r?. 
mem  be  red  that  amidst  all  that  had  been 
said  and  written  ou  this  subject  in  this 
country  for  many  years  past,  this  was  the 
only  one  that  came  recommended  by  the 
opinions  of  practical  men.  He  thought 
the  establishment  of  workhouses  would 
prove  most  beneficial  to  the  people  of 
Ireland,  especially  if  managed  on  the  wise 
and  benevolent  system  which  had  been 
adopted  in  most  workhouses  in  Englaod. 
and  which  he  found  detailed  in  the  last  re- 
port  of  the  Poor-law  Commissioners  and 
detailed  (he  was  informed  by  a  gentlexnia 
who  had  paid  great  attention  to  the  state 
of  the  workhouses  in  different  parts  of  the 
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with  this  information  before  them,  the 
House  were  now  prepared  to  say,  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  no  com- 
pulsory relief  should  be  adopted — that  it 
was  an  error  in  legislation  to  recognise  such 
a  principle — that  it  would  be  fatal  to  the 
prosperity  and  injurious  to  the  property  of 
Ireland — let  them  declare  it.  If,  on  the 
contrary,  the  House  were  in  favour  of  the 
adoption  of  a  Poor-law  in  Ireland,  let 
them  go  with  the  Government  in  the  fur- 
ther consideration  of  this  Bill,  taking  every 
care  with  respect  to  all  its  details  that  it 
was  sufficient  for  its  purpose,  at  the  same 
time  that  it  was  not  carried  too  far.  If  the 
House  would  adopt  that  course,  he  believed, 
from  the  attention  which  had  been  given  to 
it,  without  any  reference  to  party  consi- 
derations, by  all  sides,  they  might  hope  to 
succeed  in  framing  a  measure  by  which 
they  would  hereafter  be  enabled  to  say,  that 
they  had  effected  a  great  and  permanent 
good,  and  essentially  contributed  towards 
the  future  improvement  of  that  country. 

Mr.  Sharo  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord 
that  the  time  was  come  when  some  mode 
of  public  relief  must  be  afforded  to  the 
poor  of  Ireland.  When,  on  a  former  even- 
ing, he  ventured  to  say,  that  he  anticipated 
on  all  Bides  of  the  House  a  general  con- 
currence in  the  proposition  that  there  roust 
be  a  Poor-law  in  Ireland,  so  far  as  he  re- 
ferred to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
the  Member  for  Dublin,  he  certainly  rather 
bore  in  mind  the  observations  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  made  on  the 
subject  last  year  than  the  notice  upon 
which  he  had  moved  the  amendment  to. 
night*  For,  if  he  recollected  aright,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  last  year 
that  he  thought  the  time  had  come  when 
it  was  imperative  that  some  legal  provi- 
sions should  be  made  for  the  poor  of  Ire. 
land ;  he  said  that  he  was  not  sanguine  of 
the  success  of  any  such  measure,  still  that 
he  not  only  would  not  vote  against  the 
measure,  but,  if  necessary,  would  give  it 
his  support.  The  reasons  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  on  that  occasion 
gave  for  adopting  such  a  course  were,  in 
his  opinion,  no  less  cogent  at  the  present 
moment.  On  the  contrary,  he  thought 
that  circnmstances  had  rather  strength* 
ened  them,  and  that  the  general  social  and 
political  condition  of  Ireland  did  not  now 
less  imperatively  demand  a  remedy.  He 
was  not  one  of  those  who  entertained  any 
very  sanguine  hopes  of  the  present  mea- 
sure. He  did  not  believe  that  any  one 
measure^  whether  a  Poor-law  or  otherwise. 


could  be  a  panacea  for  all  the  evils  under 
which  Ireland  was  suffering.  He  was  quite 
aware  that  the  great  want  of  Ireland  was 
some  means  of  employing  and  relieving  a 
redundant  population,  and    he    did   not 
think  that  this  measure  could  have  that 
effect.     He  felt,  too,  that  there  was  jus- 
tice in  many  of  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in  reference 
to  his  objections  to  all  compulsory  pro- 
vision for  the  destitute.     He  agreea  that 
every  impost  upon  property  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  indigent  was  more  or  less  a  tax 
upon  the  source   of  independent  labour. 
But,  notwithstanding  all  these  theoretical 
and  political  difficulties,  he  felt  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  House,  as  rational  men,   to 
consider  whether  they  could  not  take  some 
step  towurds  the  improvement  of  the  poor 
and  destitute  in  Ireland.     A  state  of  ab. 
ject  destitution  caused  disturbance  of  the 
public    peace,    and     created    turbulence, 
outrage,  and    agitation ;   rendering  both 
person  and  property  insecure,  and  thereby 
preventing  capital,  skill,   and    enterprise 
being  employed  in  their  true  and  legiti- 
mate course.     These  were  the  causes  of 
the  misery  of  Ireland,  and  of  the  existing 
condition  of  her  people.     While  on  the  one 
hand,  however,  he  thought  they  ought  not 
to  form  too  sanguine  an  estimate  of  the 
benefit  which  this  measure  would  confer 
on  Ireland,  on  the  other  they  ought  not 
to  be  deterred  from  taking  every  practical 
step  towards  improving  the  condition  of 
that  country.     He  agreed  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  whatever  they  did  they  must 
take  care  not  to  do  too  much,  and  to  do 
what  they  did  in  a  safe  direction.    Their 
great  object  ought  to  be  not  to  raise  ex- 
pectations which  they  would  afterwards  be 
obliged  to  disappoint,     in  contrasting  the 
different  circumstances  attending  the  ad- 
ministration of  a  Poor-law  in  England  and 
in  Ireland,  there  was    one  consideration 
which  ought   not  to  be    lost    sight  of, 
namely,  that  in  any  alteration  proposed  to 
be  made  in  the  Poor-law  in  England  care 
should  be  taken  not  to   deprive  the  poor 
too  suddenly  of  that  relief  which  they  had 
been  accustomed  to  receive,  however  im- 
properly so  accustomed ;    whereas  in  re- 
spect to  Ireland,  inasmuch  as  the  people 
of  that  country  had  not  been  accustomed 
to  receive  relief,  it  behoved  them  to  be 
cautious  that  in  whatever  they  gave  they 
should  give  it  salutarily  and  safely.     Al- 
though he  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  in 
the    principle    which    he    had    adopted, 
namely,  the  making  the  workhouse  a  test 
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of  destitution y  yet  he  thought  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  gone  rather  too  far  in 
currying  out  that  principle.  If  the  prin- 
ciple of  making  the  workhouse  a  test  of 
destitution  was  considered  necessary  in 
England,  it  was  in  a  ten-fold  degree  ne- 
cessary in  Ireland.  He  was  persuaded  that 
out-door  relief  in  Ireland  would  increase 
the  objects  of  relief  to  an  extent  that 
would  finally  absorb  all  the  resources  of 
independent  industry,  and  operate  as  a 
confiscation  of  all  the  property  of  the 
country.  But  he  feared  that  in  proposing 
to  give  relief  to  all  the  destitute^  through 
the  medium  of  the  workhouse^  the  noble 
Lord  proposed  to  effect  that  which  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  accomplish.  In  al- 
luding to  the  Tarious  and  very  conflicting 
statements  of  the  Poor.law  Commissioners 
on  the  one  hand^  and  of  Mr.  Nicholls  and 
Mr.  Stanley  on  the  other — to  all  of  whom 
the  House  and  the  country  were  greatly 
indebted  for  the  industry  and  talent  they 
had  applied  to  this  subject — he  owned  he 
was  quite  incompetent  to  come  to  any 
direct  conclusion  with  respect  to  them. 
The  Commissioners  said,  that  there  were 
above  2,000,000  of  destitute  poor,  while 
Mr.  Nicholls  and  Mr.  Stanley  had  said 
that  there  were  not  more  than  80,000. 
He  (Mr.  Shaw)  was  disposed  to  think  that 
the  truth  lay  between  them ;  but  without 
being  able  to  ascertain  the  precise  number, 
this,  he  thought,  must  be  admitted,  that 
the  elements  of  destitution  abounded — that 
on  the  one  side  there  was  a  great  want  of 
demand  for  labour,  while  on  the  other 
there  was  an  over-supply  of  labourers.  If 
that  were  so,  he  was  very  apprehensive 
that  the  workhouse  test  of  destitution 
would  not  be  found  suflicient.  He  feared 
that  the  workhouse  system  would  either  be 
altogether  useless  as  a  means  of  relief  to 
cases  of  ablc-bodied  persons  in  a  state  of 
destitution,  the  system  of  restraint  in  the 
workhouses  rendering  those  places  so  un- 
palatable to  the  able-bodied  poor  as  alto- 
gether to  deprive  them  of  the  benefit  of 
this  law ;  or  that  those  workhouses  would 
be  wholly  inadequate  to  the  wants  of  the 
destitute,  if  the  various  precautions  to 
prevent  the  people  from  improperly  apply, 
ing  to  them  should  not  proauce  that  effect. 
He  owned  that  he  was  apprehensive  that 
the  latter  branch  of  the  alternative  would 
be  the  result.  He  feared  that  the  work- 
houses would  be  found  to  be  totally  inade- 
quate. It  was  very  true  that  the  Irish 
character  was  attached  to  liberty  and  im- 
patient of  restraint,  but  then  distress,  and 


nakedness,  and  destitution  would  break 
down  the  proudest  spirit ;  and  there  was 
also  this  characteristic  about  the  Irisli 
people^  that  if  once  that  difficulty  of  which 
he  had  spoken  were  overcome,  they  weie 
peculiarly  enduring  and  patient,  and  Ikr 
more  re^rdless  of  suffering  than  other 
people.  The  result  of  destitution  on  maxiy 
of  ttie  poor  of  Ireland  was  to  drive  them  to 
the  commission  of  crime,  for  the  sole  pur- 
pose of  finding  a  shelter  and  a  provision 
from  misery  and  starvation  within  the 
walls  of  a  prison,  although,  of  course,  that 
shelter  and  provision  would  be  accompanied 
with  all  the  restraint  of  imprisonment  for 
crime.  He  was,  therefore,  fearful  that  the 
restraints  would  not  be  sufficient  to  deter 
the  able-bodied  from  going  into  the  work- 
house. In  England  the  great  difficulty 
was  to  make  the  able-bodied  work  when 
work  could  be  had,  whereas  in  Ireland  the 
great  difficulty  was  to  find  work  for  those 
who  were  willing  to  do  it.  His  desire  was 
to  provide  for  the  sick,  the  impotent,  tlie 
aged,  and  the  infirm,  though  he  would  not 
draw  a  very  close  line  in  that  respect.  His 
great  objection  was,  that  by  offering  relief 
in  the  workhouse  to  all  classes  they  would 
raise  expectations  which  could  not  after- 
wards be  realised.  Under  all  the  circnm-. 
stances  it  occurred  to  him  that  the  plan  of 
giving  relief  to  the  aged,  impotent,  and 
infirm,  within  the  workhouse  or  asylora 
(aided,  no  doubt  as  it  was  intended,  by  a 
well-considered  system  of  emigration  of 
the  able-bodied  and  by  an  increase  of  em- 
ployment on  public  works,  not  undertaken 
merely  to  give  temporary  relief  to  the 
labour  market,  but  for  the  lasting  improve- 
ment of  the  country),  would  be  found  to 
be,  if  not  sufficient,  the  least  objectionable 
plan  that  could  be  introduced  into  Ireland. 
As  to  the  argument  that  a  compulsory 
provision  would  dry  up  the  sources  of  cba. 
rity  that  now  poured  forth  its  streams  to 
the  relief  of  the  indigent  poor  in  Ireland, 
he  entertained  no  apprehension  that  any 
consequence  of  that  description  could  result 
from  the  present  measure.  It  never  could 
be  supposed  that  a  measure  of  this  kind 
could  supersede  private  charity.  He 
trusted,  as  well  for  the  sake  of  the  giver 
as  of  the  receiver,  that  they  would  always 
find  the  spirit  of  charity  continuing 
amongst  them,  sweetening,  as  it  ever  did, 
all  the  intercourses  of  social  life,  binding 
together  the  different  classes  of  society  and 
promoting  the  best  interests  of  all.  The 
noble  Lord  was  too  sanguine  if  be  ex- 
pected to  put  down  ragrancy  in  Ireland  by 
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freeholder,  the  10/>  house-ti older,  the  free- 
meD,  and  the  scot  and  lot  voters.  The 
abject  of  originally  creating  this  tax 
to  raite  u  fund  for  the  purpose  of  de&aviDg 
tbe  expenses  incurred  under  the  new  sys- 
tem. For  this  purpose  the  tax  had  been 
found  totallj  inudequate.  Whatever  just 
ground  there  might  bare  been  for  imposing 
this  tax  on  any  other  class  of  voters,  it  was 
totally  unjust  aa  rewpected  the  freemen, 
who,  before  the  passing  of  the  Reform 
Bill,  had  been  in  the  possessioa  of  vested 
rights.  Whatever  justice  there  roiglit  have 
been  in  subjectiog  to  this  imposition  the 
50^  and  10/.  voters,  there  was  no  reason 
why  this  tax  should  be  imposed  na  those 
whom  Parliament,  at  the  time  of  the  pas- 
sing of  the  Reform  Bill,  had  found  in  the 
possession  of  those  rights.  The  imposition 
of  this  tax  was  felt  as  a  great  injustice  by 
all  classes  of  voters,  and  two  or  three  Com- 
mittees  had  reported  in  bvourof  itsaboli- 
tioD.  It  was  a  great  instrument  of  tyraiioy 
and  injustice  in  the  hBads  of  the  overseers, 
who,  in  many  instances,  converted  it  into 
a  prolific  source  of  abuse.  He  believed, 
that  both  sides  of  the  House  were  unani- 
mous in  favour  of  its  abolition,  and  he 
thought  the  present  Bill  afforded  a  con- 
venient opportunity  to  effect  that  object. 
The  noble  Lord  had  stated,  that  he  enter- 
tained no  objection  to  the  abolition  of  this 
tux,  but  that  he  would  introduce  a  clause 
for  that  purpose  into  another  Bill.  How- 
ever, when  there  w.ts  so  strong  a  feeling 
in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  this  impost, 
he  thought  uo  further  time  should  be  lost, 
and  be  trusted  that  the  House  would  ac- 
quiesce ■□  his  amendment. 

Lord  yoAniiuMe//waH  exceedingly  sorry 
that  any  thing  should  faavefallen  from  him 
when  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  asked 
him  to  put  off  his  Bill,  which  should  have 
caused  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  any 
irritation  of  mind.  He  could  assure  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  he  (Lord 
J.  Russell)  had  acted  from  what  he  con 
ceived  to  be  his  duty.  He  had  told  the 
faoD.  and  learned  Gentleman,  when  he 
spoke  to  him  in  private,  that  he  considered 
tbat  his  motion  did  not  immediatelv  relate 
to  the  present  Bill.  If  he  thought  that 
the  motion  related  to  the  Bill,  he  sbould 
have  undoubtedly,  out  of  courtesy,  put  off 
the  day  for  proceeding  with  the  Bill ;  but, 
looking  at  the  motion  as  having  nothing 
to  do  with  the  Bill,  be  did  out  consider 
that  be  would  be  acting  justly  by  the  Bill 
if  he  postponed  the  day  of  bringing  it 
forward.     As  to  the  questioa  itself,  the 
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hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  knew  per- 
fectly well  that  he  had  no  objection  what- 
ever to  the  repeal  of  the  payment  of  the 
registration  shilling.  But  what  was  this 
shilling?  It  was  called  the  registration 
shilling,  and  was  imposed  for  the  purposes 
of  registration  in  the  part  of  the  Reform 
Act  which  related  to  the  registration. 
Would  it  not,  then,  be  a  fair  and  simple 
proposition,  wheu  the  subject  of  the  regis- 
tration »a8  before  the  House,  lo  propose 
to  get  rid  of  the  payment  of  the  shilling? 
That,  he  thought,  would  he  the  proper 
time  for  bringing  the  subject  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  He  would 
say,  moreover,  that  whatever  difference  of 
opinion  might  have  existed  on  former  oc- 
casions with  regard  to  the  registration,  his 
opinion  was,  that  though,  upon  certain 
points,  they  did  not  agree,  yet  there  were 
other  points  on  which  the  last  House  of 
Commons  »aa  entirely  agreed  upon  pro- 
viding a  remedy.  It  was  desirable,  if  they 
could  not  pass  a  Bill  with  ail  the  amend- 
ments which  his  side  of  the  House  could 
wish,  yet  that  a  Registration  Bill  should 
be  passed  in  the  course  of  the  Session  which 
should  contain  what  all  sides  of  the  House 
admitted  to  be  reasonable.  As  to  his  own 
disposition  with  regani  to  the  Registration 
Bill,  it  could  hardly  be  doubted  but  that, 
among  other  alterations,  he  would  be  will- 
ing to  repeal  the  payment  of  the  shilling. 
Indeed,  he  believed  that  no  one  had  a  wish 
to  keep  it  up.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's only  case  was,  that  this  present 
Bill  was  sure  to  pass  through  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  and,  therefore,  he 
said,  such  an  excellent  provision  ouuht  to 
be  introduced  into  it.  Now  he  heard  the 
other  Bight,  if  he  whs  not  mistaken,  that 
this  Bill  would  be  sure  to  be  lost  in  the 
other  House.  He  certainly  was  delighted 
that  a  better  prospect  could  be  entertained 
of  the  Bill,  and  nc  was  very  glad  to  my, 
that,  in  that  prospect,  he  was  disposed  tu 
coincide.  He  would  not  say,  that  he  was 
convinced  there  was  no  necessity  for  in, 
troducing  a  clause  of  this  kind,  hut  he 
certainly  did  th' 
necessity  fi-r  intrt 
to  re-coromit  thii 
introducing  so  mi 
accordance  with 
that  if  the  motioi 
be  necessary  to 
the  Bill  might 
jeopardy.  Hect 
friendly  to  this  I 
principles  right, 
2K 
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comcnittiDg  it,   and  thus   placing  it  id 

jeopardy. 

Mr.  Miles  called  upon  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chester,  not  to  allow 
himself  to  be  led  away  from  his  declared 
intention  of  dividing  the  House. 

Mr.  Briscoe  begged  to  join  in  the  re- 
commendation not  to  divide  the  House. 
He  was  as  sincere  a  Reformer  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chester^  but 
there  were  times  when  it  became  the  best 
and  most  sincere  Reformers  not  in  their 
2ea1  to  overstep  the  bounds  of  prudence, 
and  thus  play  the  game  of  the  enemies  of 
Reform.  He  would  suggest  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  whether  the  ap- 
peals of  hon.  MembiTS  of  the  other  side 
of  the  House  could  have  been  made  out 
of  any  feeling  friendly  to  the  cause  in 
which  he,  in  common  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Oentleman  was  engaged.  He 
earnestly  implored  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chester  not  to  persist  in 
dividing  the  House. 

Sir  E.  Knatchhull  was  quite  as  sincere 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  desire  to 
reform  all  that  was  wrong.  The  simple  ques- 
tion before  the  House  was  whether  the  shil- 
ling that  was  now  exacted  on  the  registra- 
tion of  voters  should  continue  to  be  exacted 
or  not?  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Russell)  said^  that  he  believed  that  the 
House  was  unanimous  in  wishing  to  get 
rid  of  the  shilling,  and  he  should  like  to 
know,  if  that  were  the  case,  why  the 
noble  Lord  refused  to  accede  to  the  pre- 
sent motion.  Why  not  seize  on  this 
opportunity  of  effecting  his  object?  If 
hon.  Members  wished  to  get  rid  of  this 
inconvenient  impost^  he  warned  them  to 
take  the  present  opportunity  of  doing  so, 
Hud  to  support  the  motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chester. 

Mr.  Williams  saidj  that  he  for  one 
should  be  most  anxious  to  have  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
introduced  if  there  was  any  chance  of 
passing  it.  He  must  say,  however,  that 
the  proposition  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  present  bill,  and  he  would, 
therefore,  recommend  the  Kon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  not  to  press  it  to  a  division. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  begged 
the  Hou>e  to  understand  how  this  ques- 
tion really  stood.  He  would  take  the 
liberty  of  asking  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  were  anxious  for  a  relaxation  of  the 
mte- paying  clauses,  whether  they  could 
effect  that  purpose  by  impeding  the  pro- 
gress  of    the    present    bill?      The   hon. 


Baronet  (Sir  E.  Knatchhull)  claimed  t' 
be  a  reformer  of  all  he  thought  to  be 
wrong.     He  did  not  mean  to  impugn  the 
hon.  Baronet^s  sincerity,  but  he  must  f>^ 
allowed  to  say,  that>  in  his  opinion,  ih-^ 
hon.  Baronet  was  recommending  a  cour5^ 
which  was  calculated  to  impede  the  pro- 
gress of  a  measure  favourable  to  popular 
rights.    Why  did  not  the  hon.  and  leame^i 
Member  for  Chester  introduce  a  bill  simplr 
to  reject  the  payment  of  the  shilling.    The 
House  would  then  be  enabled  to  discuss 
the  question  on  its  merits.     Bat  in  op- 
posing the  motion  of  the  hon.  and  leameti 
Gentleman,  they  were  apparently  rot i eg 
against  their  own  opinions,  because  ther 
thought  the  motion  was  so  ill-timed  as  to 
be  mischievous  to  the  progress  of  another 
measure.    Did  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Chester  wish  for  the  success  of  the 
bill  as  it  stood  ?     Why,  then,  did  not  the 
hon.  and   learned   Member,    in    place    of 
moving  an  amendment,  move  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  distinct  bill  to  repeal  the  shil- 
ling?    He  warned  the  ^hon«  and  learned 
Gentleman  not  to  be  led   away  hy  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side.     These 
hon.  Members  wished  to  see  the  two  ques- 
tions in  conjunction,  because  they  wished 
to  impede  the  progress  of  the  bill  before 
the  House.     He  appealed  to  all  the  hon. 
Members  on  his  own  side  of  the  House  U> 
support  the  present  measure — the  object 
of  which  was  the  relaxation  of  the  rate- 
paying  clauses,  and  he  appealed   to  thf 
hon.   and   learned    Member   for    Chester 
whether   he  would   not  best   consult  the 
interests  of   reform   by  withholding   hh 
motion. 

Mr.  Jervis  said,  that  if  the  Government 
would  undertake  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  ac- 
complish the  object  of  his  motion,  lie 
would  waive  his  objection  to  the  present 
bill. 

Sir  E,  Sitgden  called  upon  all  hon. 
Men)bers  on  all  sides  of  the  House  to 
support  the  very  reasonable  proposition 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chester.  What  was  the  cause  of  the 
objection  made  by  her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters ?  It  was  not  because  the  proposition 
was  unreasonable,  but  because  it  exhibited 
to  the  House  and  the  country  themselves 
and  their  friends  in  opposition  on  a  public 
question.  He  thought  that  the  subject  of 
thu  motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem* 
ber  properly  belonged  to  the  present  bill. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  suspected  that  the  good- 
natured  suggestions  of  hon.  Members  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  were  intended 
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to  effect  a  temporary  coalition  between 
themselves    and  some  Gentlemen  on  the 
Ministerial  side.      This  was  not  the  first 
time  the  attempt  had  been  made,  and  he 
need  hardly  say  with  what  little  success. 
He  was  the  first  person  who  in  that  House 
had  proposed  to  repeal  the  shilling  upon 
registration.     When   the  bill  was  intro- 
duced  last  Session   for  the  relaxation  of 
the   rate-paying   clauses,  the  right   hon. 
Baronet,  the   Member  for  Tam worth,    in 
adverting  to  the  measure,  said,  that  it  was 
not  sufficiently  large;    that   a  boon  was 
given   to  the  freemen    and  to  the    10/. 
householders,  but  that  no  boon  was  given 
to  the  agricultural  voters;  by  which  he 
supposed  that  the  shilling  on  the  regis- 
tration was  to  be  understood  ;  but,  never- 
theless, when  he  endeavoured  to  obtain 
this  great  boon,  he  was  left  without  sup- 
port by   the    hon.    Gentlemen   opposite. 
He  did  not  believe  that  the  measure  would 
now  be  supported  by  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  if  it  did   not  afford  them   the 
means   of   thwarting   a  bill   which   was 
pressed  forward  by  the  Government.    The 
fair  question  before  the  House  was  as  to  the 
proper  mode  of  repealing  the  shilling,  and 
in  fiis  opinion  the  intr<3uction  of  such  a 
measure  into  the  present  bill  would  have 
an  injurious  effect.     But  when  the  noble 
Lord   pledged  himself  to  bring   forward 
this   point  in  a  bill  of  registration,   he 
could  not  deny,  that  that  was  the  proper 
measure  in  which  to  introduce  it.     Before 
sitting  down  he  had  one  word  to  address 
to  his  non.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Chester. 
He  thought  it  would  be  prudent  in  him 
to  do  these  great  things  somewhat  more 
gradually.     It  would  be  far  more  discreet 
in  him  not  all  at  once  to  profess  excessive 
Radicalism.  [Cheers."^  For  the  very  cheers 
from  the  opposition  benches  with  which 
his  words  were  re-echoed  proved  to  de- 
monstration that  his  hon.  Friend's  sudden 
support  of  Radical  opinions  was  considered 
by  these  competent  judges  as  approaching 
as  nearly  to  pure  Toryism  as  it  was  pos. 
sible  to  approach. 

Mr.  Harvey:  As  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  wais  very  properly 
considered  to  have  a  patent  of  facetious- 
ness,  he  was  not  at  all  surprised  that  he 
should  treat  in  that  light  the  evident  tern, 
porary  coalition  between  the  hon.  Gentle. 
man  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  and 
her  Majesty's  Ministers.  He  was,  then, 
to  understand  that  the  Ministers  were 
distinct  from  the  Radicals,  and  that  they 
desired  to  be  so.     For  his  purpose,  how- 


ever, he  should  unite  them,  and  he  was 
about  to  observe,  that  it  was  in  his  opin. 
ion,  somewhat  ungracious  to  impute  to 
them  merely  a  temporary  coalition.  Were 
it  but  a  temporary  coalition  he  hardly 
knew  what  would  become  of  all  the  mea- 
sures of  the  Government  when  repudiated 
as  they  so  often  were  by  the  Radicals. 
But  he  owned  he  was  disposed  to  vote 
in  favour  of  the  motion  of  the  lion,  and 
learned  Member  for  Chester  for  that  very 
reason.  He  did  not  always  expect  to  find 
the  Gentlemen  who  now  figured  under 
the  guidHUce  of  the  hon.  Haronet,  the 
Member  for  Kent,  in  the  same  patriotic 
humour  they  were  at  present.  It  was 
evident  they  were  for  the  moment  making 
holiday,  and  acting  on  the  principle  of 
each  for  himself.  If,  ho^\ever,  to-morrow 
or  the  next  day,  the  point  under  discus- 
sion chanced  to  be  submitted  to  a  secret 
council  of  their  leaders,  he  had  little  doubt 
that  they  would  receive  different  orders, 
and  that  the  patriotic  zeal  they  so  emi- 
nently displayed  on  this  occasion  would  be 
subdued)  and  they  would  be  found  co- 
operating with  those  with  whom  they  were 
alleged  to  have  this  temporary  coalition. 
He  therefore  wanted  to  catch  the  Gentle- 
men opposite.  If  the  motion  was  sup- 
ported by  their  majority  there  would  be 
no  harm  done ;  and  if  they  should  chance 
to  be  in  a  minority,  there  would  at  all 
events  be  left  a  splendid  record  of  those 
who  for  once  in  their  lives  were  proved 
well-intentioned—  a  record  which  might 
be  applied  to  on  that  promised  occasion 
which  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Kent,  seemed  to  think  might  soon  arise. 
It  was  said  that  the  present  was  an  inap- 
propriate occasion  for  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Chester;  he,  on  the 
other  hand,  thought  it  was  a  most  appro- 
priate one,  and  should  therefore  give  it 
his  support. 

Mr.  Brotherton  hoped  that  Gentlemen 
on  his  side  of  the  House  would  not  be 
deluded  by  the  motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member. for  Chester.  He  con- 
sidered that  the  Registration  Bill  would 
be  the  proper  place  to  introduce  the  sub- 
ject. He  thought  that  the  payment  of 
the  shilling  was  not  a  matter  of  the  im- 
portance attributed  to  it,  for  he  knew  that 
several  revising  barristers  had  declared 
that  it  was  not  necessary  to  entitle  a 
party  to  the  right  of  voting. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  mo- 
tion : — ^Ayes  152  ;  Woes  75;  Majority  77. 
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List  of  the  Ayes. 


Adam,  Sir  C. 
Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Aglionby,  Major 
Anson,  hon.  Colonel 
Baines,  £. 
Ball,  N. 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Barron,  H.  W. 
Barry,  G,  S. 
Beamish,  F.  B, 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Benett,  J. 
Beniinck,  Lord  W. 
Berkeley,  bon.  H. 
Berrial,  R. 
Bewes,  T. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Blake,  W.  J. 
Blewitt,  R.  J. 
Briscoe,  J.  I. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Buller,  C. 
Busfield,  W. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.H. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Chapman,  Sir  M.  L. 
Chester,  H. 
Collier,  J. 

Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Currie,  R, 
Curry,  W. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Denntstoun,  J. 
Divett,  E. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncan,  Viscount 
Dundas,  C.  W.  D. 
Dundas,  F. 
Dundas,  hon.  T. 
Dundas,  Captain  D. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Elliot,  hoa.  J.  E. 
Erie,  W. 
Evans,  G. 
Evans,  W. 

Fergusson,  rt.  hon.  d 
Finch,  F. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
Fitzsimon,  N; 
French,  F. 
Gibson,  J. 
Gordon,  R. 
G rattan,  H. 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Harland,  W.  C. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Hindley,  C. 
Tiobhou8e,rt.hn.SirJ. 
llobhouse,  T.  B. 
Jlodges,  T.L. 


Horsman,  E. 
Howard,  F.  J. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howick,  Viscount 
Hume,  J. 
Hutton,  R. 
Johnston,  General 
Labouchere,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Lefevre,  C.  S. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lister,  E.  C. 
Loch,  J. 
Maher,  J. 
Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Maule,  W.  H. 
Melgund,  Viscount 
Mild  may,  P.  St.  J. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morris,  D. 

Murray,  rt.  hon.  J.  A. 
Muskett,  G.  A. 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  M, 
0*Conor,  Don 
OTerrall,  R.  M. 
Paget,  F. 

Palmerston,  Viscount 
Parker,  J. 

Parnell,  rt.  hn.  Sir  H. 
Parrot,  J- 
Pease,  J. 
Pechell,  Captain 
Pendarves,  E.  W.  W. 
Philips,  M. 
Phillpotts,  J. 
Ponsonby,  hon.  G. 
Power,  J. 
Protheroe,  E. 
Pryme,  G. 
Redington,  T.  N. 
Rice,  K.  R. 
Rice,  right  hon.  T«  S. 
Rich,  H. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Rundle,  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Salwey,  Colonel 
Sandford,  E.  A. 
Scholefieid,  J. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shell,  R.  L. 
Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 
Speirs,  A. 
Stanley,  W.  O. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  V. 
Strutt,  E. 
Talboi,  C.  R.  M. 


Talbot,  J.  H. 
Talfourd,  Sergeant 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thomson,  rt.  hn.  C.  P. 
Thoniley,  T. 
Townley,  R.  G. 
Troubrid^e,  Sir  E.  T. 
Tuffnell,  H. 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
Vivian,  J.H, 
Vivian,  rt.hn.  Sir  R.H. 
Walker,  C,  A. 
Wallace,  R, 


Warburton,  H. 
W^esteura,  hon.  J.  C« 
While,  A, 
Williams,  W. 
Wilsbere,  W. 
Wionington,  H.  J. 
Wood,  C. 
Wood,  G.  W. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Yates,  J.  A. 

TELLERS. 

Stanley,  £.  J. 
Steuart,  R. 


List  of  the  Nobs. 


Acland,  T.  D. 
Alsager,  Captain 
Attwood,  VV. 
Attwood,  M. 
Bailey,  J. 
Baker,  E. 
Barneby,  J. 
Barrington,  Viscount 
Boiling,  W. 
Broadley,  H. 
Broad  wood,  Henry 
Brownrigg,  S. 
Burdett,  Sir  F. 
Burroughes,  H.  N. 
Chisbolm,  A.  W. 
Cole,  Viscount 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Corry,  hon.  H. 
Darby,  G. 
De  Horsey,  S.  H. 
Dick,  Q. 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Dowdeswelly  W. 
Eastnor,  Viscount 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Ellis,  J. 

Farnham,  E.  B. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forester,  hon.  G. 
Fort,  J. 

Freroantle,  Sir  T. 
Goddard,  A. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Harvey,  D.  W. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hodgson,  R. 
Holmes,  hon.  W.  A.C. 
Holmes,  W. 
Hope,  G.  W. 

Report  received. 


Houstoun,  G. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Ingestrie,  Visoonnt 
Irton,  S. 

Jackson,  Sergeant 
Jervis,  S. 
Johnstone,  H. 
Jolliffe.  Sir  W. 
Jones,  W. 
KnatchbuU,  right  bon. 

Sir  E. 
Lockhart,  A  M  • 
Logan,  H. 
Maidstone,  Visoount 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
Neeld,  J. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Parker,  R,  T. 
Perceval,  hon.  G.  J. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Reid,  SirJ.  R 
Rolleston,  L. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Rushbrooke,  Colonel 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Scarlett,  hon.  J.  Y. 
Scarlett,  hon.  R. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Sngden,  rt.  hon.  Sir  E. 
Vemer,  Colonel 
Wakley,  T. 
Whitmore,  T.  C. 
Wilberforce,  W. 
Wilroot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wodehouse,  E. 

TELLERS. 

Jervis,  J. 
Miles,  W. 


Insane  Persons.]  Mr.  Barnetu  roored 
the  third  reading  of  the  Custody  of  Insane 
Persons  Bill. 

Mr.  Warburton  had  strong  objectioos  to 
the  clauses  in  the  Bill,  by  which  property 
could  be  taken  from  an  insaue  person,  and 
by  which  the  restoration  of  that  property 
was  not  enforced  when  the  person  was  de« 
dared  of  sane  mindi  and  dismissed  from  iht 
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asyhim.  He  trusted  the  projector  of  the 
measure  would  postpone  the  third  readings 
in  order  that  the  House  might  consider  the 
objectionable  clauses.  pMr.  Bameby  inti- 
mated a  refusal.]  He  would  then  move  as 
an  amendment^  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
third  time  that  day  six  mouths. 

Mr.  Wakley,  in  seconding  the  motion^ 
said  that  the  clauses  which  enabled  magis- 
trates^ after  having  taken  the  opinion  of  one 
medical  man,  to  sell  the  goods  and  chattels 
of  a  poor  person  declared  to  be  insane,  wa» 
harsn  and  cruel  in  the  extreme.     Insanity 
was  a   temporary  affliction,  and  might  in 
maDjr  cases  be  cured  in  three  months^  and 
it  might  so  happen  bv  this  fiill,  that  when 
the   unfortunate    individual    was    set    at 
liberty,   he  would  find  the  whole  of  his 
goods  and  chattels  gone   for  ever.     But 
there  was  another  objection  to  this  Bill — 
namely,  a  medical  objection ;    and  unless 
the  hon.  Member  consented  to  alter  the 
Bill  so  as  to  obviate  that  objection,    he 
would  not  consent  to  the  third  reading,  and 
would  persist  in  taking  the  sense  of  the 
House  upon  the  subject.     By  this   Bill  a 
power  was  given  to  any  ma^strate  to  sum- 
mon before  him  any  phjrsician,  surgeon,  or 
apothecary,  to  examine  any  person  sup- 
posed to  be  insane.     That  duty  was  at  all 
times  a  most  dangerous  one,  and  nothing 
was  more  against  the   feelings  of  medical 
men  than  to  be  called  upon  to  investigate 
the  condition  of  persons  supposed  to  be  in- 
sane.   There  had,  too,  been  instances  of 
medical  men,  who  had  been  called  on  to 
make  such  investigations,  having  suffered 
severely  from   the  hostile  feelings  created 
in  the  minds  of  insane    persons  who  had 
undergone  their  examination ;  and  notwith* 
standing  all  this,  by  the  measure  before 
the  House,  any  medical  man  was  to  be 
compelled  to  give  an  opinion  on  cases  of 
suppositious  insanity,  and  that,  too,  ^lith- 
out  any  remuneration  whatever.    On  these 
two  grounds,   therefore,  he  opposed  the 
third  reading    of   the    Bill,    and  gladly 
seconded  the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  Bameby  would  not  object  to  poet- 
pone  the  third  reading,  but  he  wished  to 
say  a  few  words  in  regard  to  what  had 
fiulen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury. 
The  word  '*  summon  "  was  not  in  the  Bill ; 
nor  by  the  clause,  as  framed,  could  any 
medi(»I  man  be  obliged  to  attend  on  the 
call  of  a  magistrate  to  investigate  the 
condition  of  persons  supposed  to  be  insane. 
He  might  further  state,  that  he  had  no 
objection  to  leave  out  the  words  "  goods 
m  chatteb"|  so  as  to  adapts  the  clause 


to  the   views  of  the   hon.   Member    for 
Bridport. 

Question  deferred. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Saturday,  February  \0,  1838. 

HiNUTBS.]  The  Royal  Aooit  ww  given  by  Comminion  to 
the  Cinada  Goremment  BilL 

Petitions  pmented.  By  Mr.  Bbotrkrton,  from  Birken- 
head, for  the  abolition  of  Slavery.^By  Sir  W.  SoirjcR- 
▼iLLs.  from  Drogheda,  against  the  Bank  of  Ireland 
monopoly. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  February  12,  1838. 

MiMUTKs.]  Petitions  presented.  By  Lord  Stranoforoi 
from  Coventry,  against  any  system  of  Education  not 
founded  on  leUgioD. 

Presbyterian  Oatiis  (Ireland) 
Bill.]  The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne 
moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Presbyterian  Oaths 
(Ireland)  Bill. 

Lord  Brougham:  I  hope  to  persuade 
your  Lordships  to  throw  out  this  Bill ;  I 
have  the  strongest  objection  to  it. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne:  If  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  means  really  to 
express  his  objection  to  the  Bill- 
Lord  Brougham:  I  will  state  to  your 
Lordships  what  my  objection  is — it  is  not 
one  of  details  but  of  principle.  This  is  one 
of  those  Bills  which  occasioned  su  much 
mischief  to  the  law,  and  he  was  surprised 
that  it  should  have  come  from  the  House 
of  Commons.  No  one  would  suppose, 
that  he  objected  to  extending  any  relief  to 
persons  of  any  religious  persuasion.  His 
objection  to  the  Bill  was  this  —  that 
through  ignorance  of  the  law  on  the  part 
of  those  who  patronised  it,  the  Bill  sanc- 
tioned this  principle — that  the  law  of  oaths 
was  different  in  different  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  The  fact  was,  that  in 
England  and  in  Scotland  the  law  was  at 
this  moment  the  same  with  regard  to 
Presbyterians ;  and  here  he  must  observe, 
that  the  language  of  the  Bill  was,  "  the 
people  called  Presbyterian  ;"  it  mig:ht  just 
as  well  be  said,  the  people  called  Church- 
men, for  the  Presbyterians  were  as  much 
established  as  the  Church  of  England ; 
the  Quakers  were  not  established,  and 
therefore  they  were  termed,  "  the  people 
called  Quakers;*'  but  the  Presbyterians 
were  upwards  of  two-and*a*balf  millions 
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in  number ;  they  were  established  by  law, 
and  they   included  several  of  his   noble 
Friends  opposite,  the  family  of  one   of 
whom  had  been  the  pillar  of  their  Church 
for  centuries  past ;  and  when  the  Presby- 
terians went  to  Ireland  they  were  as  much 
Presbyterians  as  they  would  be  in  England 
or  in    Scotland ;  but  this  Bill  gave   the 
Presbyterians  the  privilege  of  making  oath 
by  holding  up  their  hands,  as  if  this  were 
not  the  law  of  evidence  at  this  day  ;  as  if 
it  had  not  been  acted  upon  for  a  century; 
as  if  a  Presbyterian  had  not  been  sworn  in 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  within  the 
last  twelve  mouths,  in  this  way ;  as  if  a 
man  had  not  been  convicted  capitally,  at 
Newgate,  upon  the  evidence  of  a  Presby- 
terian sworn    in   this   way  ;  as  if,  in  the 
year   1745,  this   question   had   not  been 
raised  at  Carlisle  on  the  trial  of  the  rebels, 
on  a  Presbyterian  refusing  to  take  the  oath 
in  the  accustomed  way,  and  being  allowed 
to  take  it  by  holding  up  his  hand  ;  and 
the  judges,  upon  being  appealed  to,  de- 
cided that  he  had  a  right  to  do  so.     The 
Irish  Parliament  chose  to  bring  in  a  Bill, 
in  ihe  year  1781,  giving  the  seceders  the 
right  of  being  sworn,  namely,  by   holding 
up  the  hand.     But  this  was  no  relief;  it 
was  a  right  which  they  possessed  before; 
and,  instead  of  being  an  extension  of  their 
privileges,  it  actually  abridged  them ;  for 
it  excluded   ihem  from  being  witnesses  in 
criminal  cases,  unless  sworn  in  the  ordi- 
n.try  way :  so  thai  if  a  man  commiited 
murder  or  robbery  in  the  presence  of  a 
seceder  he   was  not  competent  to  become 
evitienre  of  the  fact.     There  never   had 
been  such    ignorance  exhibited  as  in  the 
framing  of  that  Act.     It  astonished  Eng- 
lish   lawyers  at   the  time,  but  what  did 
their  Lordships  think  of  being  now  called 
upon  to  enter  the  same  boat  with  the  Irish 
Parliament,  and  to  give  their  assent  to  a 
measure  exhibiting  equal   ignorance  and 
want  of  knowledge  of  tlie  law  ?  He  would 
show  them  how  this  Bill  had  been  framed, 
in  order  that  they  might  see  in  what  man- 
ner   Bills   were   pressed  through  another 
place.     When  men  professed  to  be  law- 
givers, it  was  not  too  much  to  expect  that 
they  should  know  a  little  of  what  the  law 
was    with    which    they   meddled.     Their 
Lordships  would  see,  that  the  person  who 
sent  the  Bill  up  to  this  House  never  could 
have  read  the  preamble  of  it.   It  professed 
to  give  a  greater  relief  to  seceders  than 
they  now  enjoyed.  It  was  true,  that  the  relief 
which  it  had  been  intended  to  confer  upon 


the  Dissenters  had  been  ineffectual,  hot 
that,  as  he  before  explained,  was  owing  to 
the  Act  of  1781.  The  Bill,  when  it  stater^ 
that  it  was  expedient  to  extend  to  seceders 
further  relief,  gave  them  that  which  was 
no  relief  at  all;  but,  on  the  contrary,  re- 
strained the  privileges  which  they  pos- 
sessed. If  ever  there  was  a  meascire  &ent 
up  to  that  House  which  exhibited  bopele^* 
blundering,  total  incapacity,  and  blio  i 
ignorance,  it  was  this  preposterous  aoi 
ridiculous  piece  of  legislation. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  said,  ihv. 
if  he  had  not  been  interrupted  by  liic 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  when  be  rose  lu 
move  the  order  of  the  day,  he  should  have 
stated   pretty    nearly   the  same  facts  as 
those   which  their  LiOrdships  had   beaitl 
urged  to  them   in  favour  of  the  rejecticr. 
of  this  Bill  as  the  best  and  most  cogetit 
arguments  in  favour  of  ihe  measure.     It 
was  undoubtedly  true,  as  stated   by  tht 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  that  in  England 
and  Scotland  Presbyterians  were  sworn  in 
the  way  most  agreeable  to  their  own  feel- 
ings, and  that  such  would  have  been  the 
case  in  Ireland  but  for  the  Act  of  1781. 
That  Act  took  away  from  the  seceders  io 
Ireland   the  privilege  of  being  sworn,  in 
criminal  cases,  like  the  English  Presbv- 
terians  ;  and  this  exception  had  given  rise 
to  so  much  inconvenience,  that  it  becatne 
absolutely  necessary  to  remedy  the  evil 
As  an  instance  of  that  necessity  he  mighi 
refer  to  the  case  of  Doctor   Cook,  who 
refusing  to  be  sworn  in   a  criminal  case 
unless  in  the  manner  of  the  English  Pres- 
byterians, had  his  evidence    rejected  by 
the  court ;  the  consequence  of  which  was, 
that  a  verdict  which,  had   he  been  exa- 
mined, could  not  have  been  returned  was 
found  by  the  jury.     Here  was  a  positive 
abuse  to  be  done  away   with,  and  as  be 
and  his  noble  Friend   (Lord  Brougham) 
could   have  but   one  object,   namely  to 
show   a    beBtting    respect  to    the  well- 
founded  religious  scruples   of  all  clas«es 
of  men,  he  should  be  ready  to  confer  with 
the   noble  Lord  as   to  the  best  means  of 
remedying  the  evil,   either   by  repealing 
altogether  tbeActofl781,  or  by  proceeding 
with  the  present  Bill.     If  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  desired^  he  was  quite  ready 
for  the  present  to  postpone  the  Bill,  but 
only  on   the   understanding   that  in  the 
course  of  the  Session  the  matter  sbould 
be  considered. 
Second  reading  postponed. 
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MxMUxaBB.]    Bilb.    Ileadaseooadtime:^Pint  FraUsand 
Tenths  t  Waterfofd  Howmot  Indiutry.— Read  a  third 
time  : — ^Banking  Co-partnenhip. 
Petitions  pioented.    By  Mr.  Lb/lobr.  from  Ayr,  and  from 
St.   John,  Westmiiuter,  for  a  ftill  invesfil^Ukm  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Glasgow  Gotton-spinDerk — By  Mr.  S^n- 
roRD,  IVom  Somenetjihire,  for  Negro  Emancipation.'— By 
Sir  R.  Fbrgubson,  flrom  Londonderry,  for  modifications 
in  tile  Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  BilL— By  Lord  F.  Eobktow, 
AxMn  Lonoashixe,  and  by  Mr.  Fiblobn,  from  parishes  and 
hamlets  of  Norwich  and  its  vicinity,  tram  Hunston,  I>on> 
nington.  North  Mundham,  Pagham,  Chichester,  Sussex, 
WestotHunder-Penyavd,  Linton  (Hoefordshire),  the  city 
uf    Hereford,  Bromside  (Durham),  Lockwood  (York), 
Clayton,    in  the  parish  of  Bradford,  Hyde  (Chester), 
Tonge  (Lancaster),  Huddersfleld,  firom  a  pubUe  meeting 
at  Shertff>hiU,  NewoMtte.  Ossett-ciun-Gawthorp  (York), 
Gawthorp,    flrom  the  township  of   Fixby,   Linthwaite 
(York),  and  flrom  Golcar,  idso  in  Yorkshire,  alT  for  the 
tepeal  of  the  New  Poar*hiw. — By  Mr.  M.  PHruPS.  from 
inhabitants  of  Maneliester,  for  a  system  (tf   National 
Education. — By  Sir  C.  Burrbll,  firom  Worthing,  for 
proCectioo  against  French  Fishermen. — By  Mr.  Hm di.bt, 
ftem  AahtoD»uiider-Line,  and  by  Lord  DuitCANt  from 
SouthampUHu  for  Vote  by  Ballot— By  Sir  G.  Stbick- 
LAND,  from  Ledbury,  for  the  abolition  of  Negro  Appren- 
lk!eship.->-By  Mr.  PaNOAHirBS,  from  St.  Ives,  for  a  re- 
duction of  the  duty  on  Post-hones.^-By  Mr.  Rbdinoton, 
from  Dundalk,  for  the  abolition  of  Tithes  in  Ireland 

Breach  of  Privilege.]   Mr.  Wakley 
said,  it  was  always  with  regret  that  he  had 
to  speak  in  the  language  of  complaint,  but 
unfortunately  he  had  too  often  occasion  to 
address   that    kind   of  language    to   the 
Hou.se.      He   had   strong    objections    to 
every  thing  in  the  shape  of  injustice  ;  and 
the  manner  in  which  a  large  portion  of 
the  people  were  treated  by  those  who»  day 
by  day,  were  allowed  to  commit  a  breach 
of  the  privileges  of  that  House,  was  most 
annoying  to  his  feelings.     He  alluded  to 
the  press.     With  regard  to  the  press,  he 
had,  individually,  no  cause  to  complain  of 
its  conduct,  either  before  or  since  he  had 
been  a  Member  of  the  House;  for,  ou  the 
contrary,  it  had  done  him  the  greatest  ser- 
vice, as  it  was  to  the  press  he  owed  the 
attainment  of  the  high  station  he  had  the 
honour  to  hold  as  a  representative  of  tlie 
people.    He  had  been  for  a  long  series  of 
years  exposed  to  the  abuse  of  the  press, 
and  it  was  to  that  abuse  he  was  indebted 
for  his  seat  in  that  House.     Individually, 
therefore,  he  bad  no  cause  to  complain  ; 
and  it  was  on  the  part  of  the  working 
millions  who  came  to  that  House  com- 
plaining, by  petition,  of  the  grievances  to 
which  they  were  subjected,  and  to  seek 
for  redress  of  those  grievances — it  was  on 
the  part  of  those  who  uttered  their  com- 
plaints to  that  House  that  he  stood  for- 
ward to  complain  of  the  injustice  of  the 


press.  On  Friday  last,  he  had  presented 
seven  or  eight  petitions  in  favour  of  the 
Glasgow  cotton-spinners,  against  whom  a 
sentence  of  transportation  had  been  passed. 
He  was  sorry  to  go  into  such  a  discussion, 
he  did  so  with  reluctance,  but  if  the  pri- 
vileges of  the  House  were  to  be  violated^ 
it  ought  to  be  done  with  the  strictest  im- 
partiahty.  The  petitions  to  which  he  had 
alluded,  complained  of  the  severity  of  the 
sentence,  and  prayed  for  a  miti^^ation  of 
the  punishment.  But  in  The  Morning 
Chronicle  of  Saturday,  there  was  an  entire 
omission  of  every  one  of  those  petitions — 
they  were  not  even  alluded  to,  although 
one  of  them  was  signed  by  upwards  of 
18,000  persons.  That  fact  might  be  of 
little  importance ;  but  what  followed  ? 
The  hon.  and  teamed  Member  for  Diibiin 
immediately  after  presented  a  petition,  and 
that  petition  being  from  the  merchants, 
bankers,  and  respectable  traders  of  Dublin, 
a  description  was  given  of  its  contents  in 
The  Morning  Chronicle.  In  TJte  Times 
newspaper,  there  were  only  two  lines  of  a 
notice  of  the  petitions  which  he  had  pre- 
sented. It  was  stated,  that  "  Mr.  Wakley 
presented  several  petitions  in  favour  of  a 
remission  of  the  punishment  awarded  to 
the  five  Glasgow  cotton-spinners;"  but 
in  the  following  paragraph  it  was  men- 
tioned that — '*  Mr.  O'Connell  presented  a 
petition  signed  by  the  Lord  Mayor  and 
4,000  inhabitants  of  Dublin,  praying  for 
an  inquiry  into  the  system  of  combination 
amongst  workmen."  Now,  he  would  ask, 
was  that  House  prepared  to  witness,  day 
by  day,  a  violation  of  its  privileges  ;  and, 
at  the  same  time,  to  witness  without 
notice  such  an  act  of  injustice?  Some 
hon.  Members  might  consider  the  Glasgow 
cotton-spinners  guilty  ;  but  it  ought  not 
to  be  kept  from  the  public,  that  there 
were  thousands  upon  thousands  who  con- 
sidered the  sentence  upon  those  unfortu- 
nate men  as  far  too  severe,  and  who  prayed 
by  petition  to  that  House  for  a  mitigation 
of  punishment.  He  did  not  intend  to 
make  any  motion  on  the  subject,  but  he 
wished  to  state  for  the  information  of  the 
House  and  of  the  public,  that  on  Friday 
last,  he  had  presented  petitions  from 
Manchester  and  Salford,  from  the  com- 
mittee of  the  trades  of  Edinburgh,  from 
the  united  labourers  of  Edinburgh,  from 
the  operative  masons  of  Scotland,  from  the 
operative  cork-cutters  of  London,  from 
Lin  wood,  and  from  the  working  classes  of 
Dundee,  praying  for  a  remission  of  the 
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sentence.  He  had  now,  in  conclusion,  to 
state,  that  whatever  might  be  the  conse- 
quences to  himself,  or  whatever  might  be 
the  consequences  to  that  House,  he  would, 
if  a  similar  course  of  injustice  were  pur- 
sued on  future  occasions,  fearlessly  and 
perseveringly  exercise  the  privilege  to 
which  he  was  entitled — he  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  Chair  to  the  fact  of 
strangers  being  in  the  House,  and,  as  the 
consequence,  have  every  stranger  rigor- 
ously excluded  ;  for,  in  his  opinion,  it  was 
better  that  none  of  their  proceedings 
should  be  reported,  than  that  a  partial  and 
incorrect  account  should  go  forth,  giving 
rise  to  delusion  and  misconception  in  the 
public  mind.  The  hon.  Member  concluded, 
by  presenting  several  petitions. 

Poor-laws  (Ireland).]  Lord  John 
Russell  moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
a  Committee  on  the  Poor-law  (Ireland) 
Bill. 

Lord  Clements  asked  permission  of  the 
House  to  make  a  few  observations  on  the 
general  principles  of  this  bill,  as  he  had 
been  deprived  of  the  opportunity  of  doing 
so  during  the  discussion  on  the  second 
reading.  The  subjects  to  which  he  wished 
to  speak  more  particularly  on  the  present 
occasion  were,  the  patronage  which  would 
be  created  by  the  till,  out-door  relief,  and 
the  law  of  settlement.  These  were  ques- 
tions of  a  general  nature,  which  he  should 
be  incompetent  to  treat  at  any  other 
period  than  the  present.  He  wished  to 
express  his  sincere  thanks  to  the  noble 
Lord  (the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment) for  introducing  the  present  bill,  with 
the  main  features  of  which  he  most  cor- 
dially concurred.  He  thought  that 
nothing  could  be  effectually  done  to  ame- 
liorate the  condition  of  Ireland,  unless  the 
state  of  the  poorer  classes  was  taken  into 
most  serious  consideration.  He  rejoiced 
that  the  bill  was  in  the  hands  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and,  without  wishing  to  say  any- 
thing to  raise  a  party  discussion,  he 
thought  that  a  great  debt  of  gratitude  was 
due  from  the  people  of  Ireland  to  that 
noble  Lord  for  the  introduction  of  it.  It 
was  a  most  important  measure,  and  he 
thought  that  its  success  depended  very 
much,  if  not  entirely,  upon  the  manner  in 
which  the  patronage  it  created  was  dis- 
posed of.  He  knew  that  many  of  his  con- 
stituents considered  that  the  powers  of  the 
Poor-law  Commissioners  were  much  too 
large.     In  answer  to  this  objection,  it  bad 


lb 


u 


?_ 


been  said,  that  there  was  no 
for    the   Commissioners    to   abuse 
powers.     He  could  not  see  Ibe 
that  observation,   because   muck 
evils  might  arise  from  the  ignortvoe  of  t*  t 
central  commission  than  from  any  ^rtsk  h- 
do  anything  wrong.     There  ought  U>  be 
some  understanding  that   the 
Commissioners,  who  were  to  instroct  ibc 
Commissioners  and  the  Boards  of  Guard- 
ians, should  be  persons  who  were  perfcctlj 
cognizant  of  the  habits  and  circamstacccs 
of  the  poorer  classes  in  Ireland,  amoi^f 
whom  they  were  to  discharge  thedatie?  of 
their  office.     It  would  be  useless  Co  ap- 
point a  staff  of  officials,  who  were  ignorarit 
of  the  customs  and  character  of  the  people. 
He  was  afraid,  that  there  never  would  be 
much  or  any  good  done  to  the  tuSemg 
poor  in  Ireland  without  a  very  extessnre 
system  of  out-door  relief,  and  also  without 
an  extensive  system  of  voluntary  oot-docr 
relief.     Much  had  been   said    respecting 
the  way  in  which  the  clergy  were  to  wet 
with  respect  to  this  Poor-law  Bill.    It  had 
been  said,  that  the  principle  of  excluding 
clergymen  from  taking  an  active  part  m  a 
Poor-law  would  be  beneficial  ultimateh- 
It  might  be  so.     He  felt  that  there  yrn 
much  weight  in  the  arguments  of  tho% 
who  supported  that  principle ;  but,  con- 
sidering the  present  condition  of  Ireland, 
he  thought  that  facilities  should   be  given 
to    the    clergy    for    inducing    voluntary 
assessments   in    their  respective  parishes. 
He  knew  no  class  of  persons  who  had  been 
so  much  maligned  and  unfairly  dealt  with 
as  the  clergy  of  both  persuasions  in  Ire* 
land.     He  was  well  acquainted  with  many, 
both  of  the  Protestant  and  Roman  Catho- 
lic clergy  there,  and  he  must  say,that  the? 
had  not  been  duly  praised  for  their  zeal 
and  anxiety   in    the    discharge    of    their 
duties,  and,  above  all,  for  the  universal 
principle  of  charity  which  they  exemplified. 
The  clergy  had  been  placed  in  a  hostile 
position  with  their  fellow-countrymen,  and 
they  were  supposed,  in  that  House,  to  be 
mere  politicians,   but   every  person  who 
knew  them  well,  knew  that  they  were  ever 
on  the  alert  for  the  purpose  of  relieving 
those  who  were  objects  of  charity.     He 
thought  the  Poor-law  Commissioners  ought 
to  encourage  the    clergy  and  charitable 
people  in  general  to  come  forward  in  the 
way  he  knew  many  did  at  present  to  assist 
persons  out  of  the  workhouse,  and  unless 
that  was  done,  and  the  system  was  per- 
fectly organised,  he  was  afraid  the  bill 
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woold  turo  out  a  complete  failure.  With 
lespect  to  the  law  of  settlement,  he  thought 
that  many  erroneous  notions  prevailed. 
He  was  very  anxious  that  some  plan  of 
•ettlemeut  should  be  laid  down,  and 
thought  that  the  bill  would  be  incomplete 
without  it.  He  knew,  that  in  the  western 
districts  of  Ireland,  from  the  unfortunate 
way  in  which  the  lands  were  managed, 
great  poverty  prevailed,  and  consequently 
a  great  number  of  mendicants  was  to  be 
found  there.  He  thought  that  the  bill 
should  be  first  introduced  into  the  western 
districts,  for  unless  it  succeeded  there,  it 
would  certainly  fail  altogether.  It  would 
not  be  wise  to  stop  the  administration  of 
out-door  relief  suddenly  and  simulta- 
neously throughout  Ireland,  for,  though 
there  was  no  written  law,  there  was  a  cus- 
tomary law,  that  all  mendicants  should  be 
relieved  by  those  to  whom  they  applied. 
He  suggested  that  the  bill  should  be  first 
tried  in  the  poorer  districts  of  the  country, 
in  the  same  manner  as  the  English  Poor- 
law  Amendment  Act  had  been  introduced 
into  those  parishes  in  England  in  which 
pauperism  was  most  prevalent. 

Sir  E,  Sugden  would  not  rise  to  address 
the  House  on  the  present  occasion,  but 
that  his  connexion  with  Ireland  had  given 
him  a  deep  interest  in  all  matters  that  re- 
lated to  the  welfare  and  prosperity  of  that 
country ;  he  hoped,  therefore,  the  House 
would  excuse  him  if  he  oflTered  a  few  ob- 
servations upon  the  subject  now  under  its 
consideration.  He  entirely  agreed,  that 
the  time  had  arrived  when  some  system  of 
Poor-laws  was  necessary  for  Ireland,  and 
he  believed,  that  the  calculations  which 
bad  been  made  and  spoken  of  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  were  of  little  or  no 
importance  ;  for  if  the  views  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  were  cor- 
rect, there  was  a  great  deal  more  destitu- 
tion exbting  in  Ireland  ^than  the  framers 
of  this  measure  supposed,  and  that  great 
extent  of  destitution  rendered  this  measure 
still  more  necessary  than  if  the  framers 
were  accurate  in  their  calculations.  It  had 
been  said,  that  it  was  very  difficult,  in 
speaking  on  this  subject,  to  know  what 
was  destitution  and  what  was  poverty. 
He  thought  that  what  was  poverty  in 
Ireland  would  be  destitution  in  England, 
and,  therefore,  in  speaking  of  poverty  and 
destitution,  the  one  was  so  much  mixed  up 
with  the  other  that  it  was  impossible  to 
separate  them,  or  to  state  what  was  the 
amount  or  number  pf  those  in  a  state  of 


destitution  in  Ireland.  Thinking,  how- 
ever, that  a  poor-law  was  necessary,  he 
was  under  the  necessity,  on  looking  at  the 
Bill,  and  without  referring  to  the  question 
of  out-door  relief,  of  coming  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  was  insufficient  for  its  own 
object.  He  could  not  disguise  from  him- 
self that  the  erecting  of  large  workhouses, 
as  was  proposed,  at  great  distances  from 
the  places  where  the  most  considerable 
masses  of  the  population  were  congre- 
gated, would  hardly  afford  that  relief  to 
which,  if  a  poor-law  was  necessary,  as  he 
admitted  it  was,  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  justly  entitled. ,  Under  the  Bill  as  it 
now  stood,  and  with  which  he  did  not  find 
fault,  no  general  right  to  relief  was  given, 
but  relief  was  limited  to  lame,  impotent, 
infirm,  and  aged  persons,  who  were  unable 
to  maintain  themselves,  and  the  extent  or 
amount  of  the  relief  was  left  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Commissioners,  while  no 
limit  was  placed  to  the  extent  of  the  ex- 
penditure. He  thought  that  relief  ought 
to  be  extended  to  able-bodied  labourers. 
Nothing  in  his  judgment  could  be  more 
unwise  than  the  proposed  expenditure  of 
a  million  of  money  in  the  erection  of  edi- 
fices for  workhouses  before  it  could  even 
be  guessed  how  the  Bill  would  work.  He 
was  disposed,  therefore,  to  go  economi- 
cally to  work  at  first,  for  there  was  no  man 
wise  enough  to  say  how  this  measure  would 
operate  in  Ireland.  This  expenditure  was 
not  at  all  necessary  at  the  outset,  especially 
as  the  relief  was  to  be  confined  to  the 
lame,  aged,  and  infirm,  and  was  not  to  be 
extended  to  the  able-bodied  destitute  poor. 
He  therefore  thought  the  experiment  ought 
to  be  tried  first  on  a  small  scale  before  so 
large  an  outlay  was  lavishly  made.  There 
was  one  provision  of  this  Bill  of  which  he 
entirely  disapproved — he  alluded  to  the 
clause,  which  as  yet  had  passed  unnoticed, 
but  by  which  it  was  proposed  to  place 
under  the  direction  and  absolute  control 
of  the  Poor-law  Commissioners  all  the 
hospitals  and  other  charities  for  the  relief 
of  the  poor  now  existing  in  Ireland.  He, 
for  one,  would  certainly  never  agree  to  that 
or  any  other  clause  which  would  take  from 
the  poor  of  Ireland  that  relief  to  which 
they  were  entitled,  and  were  in  the  enjoy* 
ment  of,  under  existing  foundations.  By 
that  clause,  the  Commissioners  would  be 
entitled  to  take  those  chanties  into  their 
own  control,  and  bring  the  funds  of  those 
charities  in  aid  of  the  general  Poor-law 
Relief  Bill.    This  was  not  consistent  with 
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justice,  and  was  not  authorised  by  the  pro- 
visions of  the  English  Poor-law  Act,  and^ 
in  his  opinion,  there  was  no  right  in  law 
to  interfere  with  the  grants  or  funds  with 
which  those  charities  were  endowed.  He, 
for  one,  would  not  consent  to  take  away 
those  vested  rights  which  the  poor  enjoyed 
at  present  in  Ireland.  But  on  other 
grounds  he  objected  to  that  clause.  If  no 
provision  were  made  for  the  granting  of 
out-door  relief,  the  charities  now  existing, 
if  uninterfered  with,  would  afford  a  sort  of 
safety-valve  during  the  first  working  of  the 
measure,  and  he  was  satisfied  no  greater 
mistake  could  possibly  be  made  than  to 
place  those  .charitable'  institutions  upon 
the  same  footing  as  this  Bill.  Parliament 
would  be  guilty  of  a  great  inconsistency  if 
it  took  those  charity  funds  and  perverted 
them  from  the  purposes  of  the  original 
founders,  according  to  the  views  of  the 
framers  of  the  present  measure,  and  of 
those  who  might  be  charged  to  carry  that 
measure  into  operation.  The  clause  to 
which  he  adverted  was  the  46th,  which 
provided — 

"  That  the  Commissioners  should  be  author- 
ised from  time  to  time  to  visit,  inspect,  and 
inquire  into  the  management  of  every  hospital, 
asylum,  infirmary,  dispensary,  mendicity,  or 
other  charitable  institution,  not  wholly  sup- 
ported by  voluntary  contributions,  and  not 
being  an  institution  dedicated  exclusively  to 
religious  purposes  or  a  school,  and  to  require 
from  all  persons  in  whom  any  estate,  property, 
or  funds,  should  be  vested  or  held  in  trust  for 
any  such  charities,  a  true  account  in  writing 
of  the  estates,  funds,  rents,  &c  ,  and  the  appro- 
priation thereof,  and  of  all  other  particulars 
relating  thereto,  as  the  Commissioners  should 
think  nt ;  and  that  the  Commissioners  might 
from  time  to  time,  having  reference  to  the 
statutes,  charters,  deeds  of  foundation,  or  en- 
dowment, will  of  donor,  or  by-laws,  by  which 
any  such  hospital,  asylum,  infirmary,  dispen- 
sary, mendicity,  or  other  charitable  institu- 
tion, should  be  by  law  governed,  make  and 
issue  all  such  orders  as  they  should  think 
proper  for  the  government  of  every  such  hos- 
pital, &c,,  and  the  officers  thereof,  as  the  Com- 
missioners might  deem  necessary  for  the  pre- 
vention of  any  conflict  between  the  objects  and 
purposes  of  any  such  institution  and  the 
objects  and  purposes  of  this  Act.'' 

Now,  what  right  had-the  House  thus  to 
take  away  the  vested  righu  of  the  poor  iu 
these  charitiea  ?  Let  the  HoQ6e  mould  its 
laws  to  harmoniBe  witli  those  charitable 
institatioos,  but  let  it  oot  take  away  those 
charities  from  the. poor;  let  it  not  take 
away  their  vested  rights  in  order  to  avoid 


any  confUct  between  those  charities  and 
the  Bill.  By  this  clause,  as  he  read  it, 
the  whole  property  of  these  charities  would 
be  confiscated  in  order  to  be  brought  in 
aid  of  the  provisions  of  this  measure.  It 
would  be  extremely  hard,  after  denying  to 
able-bodied  labourers  out-door  relief,  to 
deprive  them  of  the  relief  those  charities 
afforded  ;  and  it  would  be  a  mockery,  after 
this  interference  with  those  charities,  to 
tell  the  poor  infirm  pauper  that  he  must 
travel  some  forty  miles  to  the  workhouse 
before  relief  could  be  administered  to  him. 
Now,  he  could  not  but  think  that  a  little 
relief  for  a  short  time  at  home  was  much 
better  than  relief  in  a  workhouse,  though 
continued  for  a  period  of  twelve  months. 
There  was  no  ground  whatever  for  taking 
away  the  benefits  arising  from  the  existing 
charities,  and  he  could  not  but  object  to 
these  new  restrictions  upon  the  poor  with- 
out giving  them  a  right  to  relief  under  this 
Bill.  He  thought,  also,  it  was  of  great 
importance  to  provide  some  limitations  to 
the  amount  of  rates  to  be  levied,  in  order 
that  some  restraint  and  control  should  be 
exercised  over  the  Commissioners,  in  whom 
these  great  powers  were  to  be  confided. 
As  to  the  omission  of  any  provision  in 
respect  to  the  law  of  settlement,  he  did 
not  regret  it,  as  in  this  country  it  had  led 
to  expensive  litigation,  and  its  evils  were 
not  compensated  by  any  benefits  it  af- 
forded;  but,  at  the  same  time,  this 
omission  created  a  difficulty  with  respect 
to  the  operation  of  the  emigration 
clauses  in  the  present  Bill.  There  being 
no  law  of  settlement,  the  union  to  be 
formed  might  be  filled  at  any  given  time 
with  paupers  from  all  neighbourhoods  and 
districts — men  might  choose  their  own 
place  of  living,  and  seek  relief  from  the 
union  of  that  place,  and  then,  when 
emigration  began,  when  the  money  was 
raised  for  emigration  and  charged  upon 
that  particular  union,  it  would  not  be 
relieved,  because  it  would  be  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  emigration  of  its  casual,  and 
not  its  own  natural,  pauper  population. 
The  moment  emigration  took  place,  the 
vacuum  would  soon  be  filled  up,  and  that 
particular  union  safier  severely.  Though 
friendly  to  emigration  generally,  he  would 
not  give  a  premium  to  emigration,  by 
which  some  of  the  best  and  most  sub- 
stantial peasantry  of  Ireland  might  be  lost 
to  that  country.  When  the  unions  were 
to  be  opened  to  people  from  all  parts  of 
Freland,  be  could  not  see  how,  in  the 
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absence  of  any  law   of  settlement,  the 
emigration  clauses  could  work   benefici- 
ally,  and  he,  therefore,  was  of  opinion, 
that  they  must  be  re-considered.     He  re- 
peated, that  in  all  tlie  clauses  for  raising 
money,  some  limitation  must  be  provided. 
Such  was  the  case  in   the  English  Act, 
and  Ireland  had  a  right  to  the  same  con- 
trol and  restraint  over  the  commissioners, 
who  were  to  have  such  ample  powers  and 
authority.     If  such  a  limitation  were  not 
inserted  in  those  clauses,  he  should  vote 
against  them.     On  the  whole,  he  thought 
that,  in  the  matters  he  had  named,  the 
Bill  required  great  alteration,  or  it  must 
be  withdrawn.    But  there  still  remained  a 
great  many  other  provisions  in  this  Bill  to 
which  he  entirely  objected.     It  had  been 
said,  that  this  Bill  would  tend  very  much 
to   put   an   end  to  vagrancy  in    Ireland. 
This,   however,  he  much  doubted.      On 
ttie  contrary,  he  was  of  opinion  that  it 
would  serve  to  encourage  it,  for,  as  every 
workhouse  would  be  open,  and  as  every 
man  had  a  right  to  go  to  any  part  of 
Ireland,  he  might  demand  relief  anywhere, 
and  thus  he  would  be  incited,  as  it  were, 
to  travel  about  the  country.     As  regarded 
mendicancy,  he  thought  that  it  was  utterly 
impossible,  under  the  clauses  of  this  Bill, 
to  put  an  end  to  or  stop  it.     There  were 
also  some  other  clauses  m  the  Bill  which 
he  hoped  the  House  would  not  be   in- 
duced to  pass  in  their  present  shape.     He 
alluded  to  the  clauses  inflicting  punish- 
ment and  penalties  on  individuals  for  such 
ofiences  as  the  non-maintenance  of  their 
wives  and  families,  though  the  Bill  gave 
them  no  right  to  relief  in  their  destitution. 
By  the  clauses  to  which  he  referred,  cer- 
tam  liabilities  were  imposed  on  the  poor 
of  Ireland.     By  the  first  of  them  it  was 
provided  that  every  married  woman  should 
be  bound  to  maintain  her  own  children, 
and  every  child  of  her  husband.     Now, 
could   any   thing  be    more  preposterous 
than    this?      If   such   a   provision   were 
carried  into  effect,  a  woman  would  have 
to  maintain  every  child  which  her  hus- 
band might  have  had  by  a  former  mar- 
riage.     There  was  another  part  of  the 
clause  to  which  he  begged  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House,  and  about  which 
a  great  deal  had  been  said   in  another 
place  with  regard  to  its  policy  as  applied 
to  England.     The  Bill  threw  the  main- 
tenance of  illegitimate  children  on   the 
mother.     Now,  he  believed,  that,  at  pre- 
sentj  there  was  no  law  in  Ireland  by 


which  the  father  was  bound  to  support 
his  illegitimate  children,  nor  the  mother 
either.  Therefore,  when  this  clause  said, 
that  there  should  be  no  liability  on  the 
father  to  maintain  his  reputed  offspring, 
the  Government  ought  to  have  known 
that  no  such  provision  was  necessary.  He, 
however,  was  not  prepared  to  visit  the 
frailty  of  the  woman  and  the  profligacy 
of  the  man  wholly  on  the  woman ;  and, 
it  was  his  opinion,  that  we  could  not  read 
a  worse  moral  lesson  to  the  people,  than 
by  teaching  them  how  to  avoid  what 
ought  to  be  the  inevitable  consequence 
of  indulging  their  own  passions.  He,  for 
one,  should  certainly  oppose  this  part  of 
the  Bill.  The  clauses  to  which  he  had 
referred  were  extremely  harsh.  They  gave 
no  rights,  they  conferred  no  immunities, 
but  they  imposed  burthens  and  liabilities 
on  the  people  of  Ii eland.  There  was  yet 
another  clause  to  which  he  would  invite 
the  attention  of  hon.  Members.  The 
House  would  hardly  believe  that,  if  a 
person  refused  to  maintain  a  child  which 
had  been  left  in  his  care,  he  might  be 
treated  as  a  delinquent,  and  kept  to  hard 
labour.  This  clause  rendered  it  penal  for 
any  person  to  desert  a  child  under  the 
age  of  seven  years,  so  that  any  person 
who  had  the  custody  of  a  child  under 
that  age,  either  casually  or  as  its  parent, 
or  relative,  or  nurse,  might,  if  the  child 
were  deserted,  be  imprisoned  for  three 
months.  Now,  was  there  ever  a  more 
absurd  proposal  than  this?  If  the  clause 
were  allowed  to  stand,  an  unhappy  ser- 
vant, in  whose  care  the  child  might  have 
been  left  by  its  unnatural  parent,  would 
be  liable  to  imprisonment  for  three  months 
for  leaving  another  person's  offspring,  and 
a  person  who,  like  Don  John,  in  Beau- 
mont and  Fletcher's  play,  had  an  infant 
popped  into  his  arms,  and  refused  to  take 
care  of  it,  would  be  liable  to  the  same 
penalty.  It  might  not  be  intended  to 
carry  the  operation  of  the  clause  quite 
so  far,  but  there  ought  to  be  no  penal 
provisions  in  the  Bill  which  it  was  not 
meant  to  enforce.  On  the  whole  be 
meant  to  give  his  support  to  the  Bill,  not 
in  its  details,  for  he  certainly  should  feel 
it  his  duty  to  vote  against  several  of  them, 
but  be  knew  of  no  better  plan,  and  not 
having  any  better  measure  of  his  own  to 
propose,  he  should  give  a  general  support 
to  the  principle  of  the  Government  mea- 
sure. He  must  say,  however^  tl^at  in 
carrying  the  Bill  into  0|;eratiou,  be  bad 
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no  with  that  any  great  expense  should 
be  incurred  at  the  outset. 

Viscount  Morpeth  hoped  that  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Clements),  and  the  ri^ht 
bon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down, 
would  not  suppose,  that  it  was  from  any 
disrespect  to  them  that  he  abstained  from 
following  them  into  the  details  of  this 
measure,  particularly  after  the  opinion 
which  the  House  had  expressed  in  a  very 
intelligible  manner  the  other  evening, 
that  it  would  be  desirable  to  go  at  once 
into  Committee.  He  did  not  understand 
that  his  noble  Friend  or  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  opposed  to  this  Bill  on 
principle,  and  he  thought  that  it  would 
be  most  in  accordance  with  the  feelings 
of  the  House  to  go  now  into  Committee, 
and  then  use  their  best  endeavours  and 
utmost  exertions  to  make  the  present 
such  a  measure  as  would  conduce  to  the 
welfare  of  Ireland.  He  had,  therefore, 
only  to  thank  those  hon.  Members  who 
had  given  their  opinions  on  subjects  con- 
nected with  the  details  of  the  Bill,  and  he 
could  assure  them  that  their  suggestions 
should  be  carefully  considered  by  the 
Government,  in  order  to  make  the  Bill 
perfect  if  possible.  He  had  the  more 
satisfaction  in  recommending  the  adoption 
of  this  course,  as,  after  all  the  censures 
which  had  been  cast  on  the  Bill,  no  other 
measure  had  been  proposed  which  pre- 
sented any  feasible  alternative. 

Sir  Francis  Burdett  wished  before  the 
question  was  put  to  express  his  strong 
feelings  of  opposition  to  the  measure.  He 
thought  it  was  not  maintainable  in  prin- 
ciple ;  that  many  of  its  clauses  were  most 
objectionable,  and  he  was  persuaded  it 
never  would  be  carried  into  effect.  It 
might  be  said  :  '*  Why  object  to  the  Bill 
in  this  stage,  since  the  clauses  may  be 
altered  in  Committee  ?"  Certainly,  from 
the  examples  which  they  had  had  of  other 
Bills  that  had  gone  out  of  this  House  in 
so  totally  different  a  shape  from  that  in 
which  they  had  come  into  it,  they  might 
fairly  expect  that  this  Bill  would  undergo 
many  modifications  before  it  got  through 
the  Committee.  But  he  objected  to  the 
Bill  altogether.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
her  Majesty's  Ministers  had  not  even 
taken  the  trouble  of  applying  to  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  who  belonged  to  that 
part  of  the  empire,  and  whose  advice,  opi- 
nions, knowledge,  and  information  would 
undoubtedly  have  been  of  the  greatest  pos- 
fible  importance.    It  was  a  BiU  totally 


inapplicable  to  Ireland  ;  for  none  of  those 
general  principles  by  which  the  noble  Lord 
sustained  himself,  and  which  were  to  be 
found  in  all  the  modem  treatises  on  poli- 
tical economy,  were  in  the  slightest  degree 
applicable  to  Ireland.  To  attempt  to 
impose  a  measure  of  this  kind  on  the 
people  of  that  country  evinced  a  tola] 
disacquaintance  with  all  their  feelings, 
habits,  customs,  and  prejudices,  if  you 
will,  which  were  totally  and  entirely  op- 
posed to  it.  Then,  the  relief  which  was 
offered  to  them  was  nothing.  No  person 
in  that  House  would  be  more  anxious  than 
himself  to  adopt  a  real  measure  of  relief 
for  the  people  of  Ireland.  Indeed  the 
House,  he  was  sure,  would  gladly  catch  at 
any  thing  that  offered  the  probability  of 
relief;  but  what  he  contended  was,  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  at  present  better 
off  than  they  would  be  under  this  Bill,  if, 
by  its  operation,  they  attempted  to  take 
from  them  the  right  to  which  they  had 
been  long  accustomed,  of  going  about  the 
eountry.  But  the  Legislature  never  coold 
prevent  them  from  following  up  that  habit. 
Something  very  superior  indeed  to  what 
this  Bill  proposed  giving,  must  be  held  out 
to  them,  in  order  to  reconcile  them  to  the 
privation  of  that  right.  To  fancy  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  could  be  shut  up  in 
workhouses  all  over  the  country,  or  to 
imagine  that  they  would  submit  to  that 
provision  without  some  better  equivalent 
than  was  now  offered  to  them,  appeared  to 
him,  one  of  the  greatest  illusions  that 
could  possibly  deceive  the  mind  of  man. 
He  was,  however,  not  disposed  at  this 
moment  to  go  into  the  general  question, 
because  he  felt  that  it  would  be  inconve- 
nient to  the  House ;  but  no  opportunity 
would  again  occur  in  which  he  could  so 
strongly  protest  against  the  measure  in 
toto  as  the  present.  The  feelings  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  ought  to  be  consulted 
more  than  they  had  been  by  those  who 
propounded  this  Bill.  Neither  did  he  see 
the  possibility  of  answering,  among  other 
arguments  urged  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  the  other  night,  that 
one  in  which  the  hon.  Member  pointed 
out  the  inability  of  the  poorer  classes  of 
farmers  to  pay  the  tax  intended  to  be 
levied  upon  them.  It  was  true  that  those 
poor  occupiers  did  afford  relief  to  the 
destitute;  for  undoubtedly  it  was  a 
characteristic  of  the  people  of  Ireland  that 
they  were,  of  all  nations  upon  earth,  the 
most  charitable.    But  how  were  they  to 
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pay  the  rate  to  be  imposed  on  them? 
f  bey  might,  as  they  now  did,  give  a 
certain  portion  of  their  produce ;  but  it 
was  impossible  to  raise  from  that  class  of 
people  any  thing  like  a  toll  in  coin.  It 
appeared  to  him,  therefore,  that  this  mea- 
sure was  altogether  impracticable ;  and 
he  would  venture  to  predict  that  it  would 
never  go  out  of  that  House.  He  con- 
ceived that  all  the  arguments  advanced  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin, 
the  other  night,  against  the  Bill,  were 
unanswerable,  or,  at  least,  had  been  left 
unanswered.  After  a  great  waste  of  time 
in  discussing  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and 
of  its  clauses  in  Committee,  the  incon- 
veniences and  hardships  of  it  would  be 
made  apparent,  and  he  was  confident  it 
never  would  get  through  the  House.  Be- 
sides, another  thing  to  be  considered  was, 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  had  not  called 
for  this  measure  ;  no  portion  of  the  people 
had  asked  for  it.  Unless,  therefore,  some 
measure  a  great  deal  more  applicable  than 
this  seemed  to  be,  something  much  better 
digested,  and  based  upon  a  much  sounder 
foundation  could  be  proposed,  it  was  his 
firm  persuasion  that  it  would  be  far  more 
advisable  to  stop  it  at  the  present  moment, 
than  to  waste  a  vast  deal  of  time  in  dis- 
cussing it,  when  it  was  impossible  that  it 
could  ever  be  made  useful  or  palatable  to 
the  people  of  Ireland.  ,  Another  consider- 
ation was  the  enormous  expense  which 
this  measure  would  entail  upon  the 
country.  There  would  be  an  outlay  of 
nearly  a  million  of  money  for  the  erection 
of  workhouses.  Now,  that  million  of 
money  might  be  very  serviceably  applied 
to  the  relief  of  the  people  of  Ireland  ;  but 
the  way  in  which  that  money  was  now  to 
be  expended,  would  do  them  no  benefit 
whatever.  What  was  the  number  that 
would  be  relieved  ?  Eighty  thousand. Why, 
it  bad  been  stated  that  there  were  occa- 
sionally two  millions  and  upwards  of  per- 
sons in  a  state  demanding  that  kind  of 
relief  which  the  people  received  from  one 
another;  probably  those  who  received 
relief  one  part  of  the  year  contributed  to 
the  relief  of  others  at  another  period  ;  and 
thus  a  sort  of  reciprocity  of  benefits  was 
going  on  amongst  them,  and  keeping  up 
the  feelings  of  benevolence  and  kindness 
that  bound  them  together  in  mutual  cha- 
rily. But  the  present  measure  was  to  in- 
troduce a  system  that  would  do  away  with 
all  those  things  to  which  the  people  were 
Qccustoiped^    and   in   their  stead    would 


impose  the  most  irksome  restraints.  But 
it  would  be  found  utterly  impracticable  to 
prevent  the  people  of  Ireland  from  going 
about  the  country  wherever  they  pleased. 
The  House  might  just  as  well  attempt  to 
prevent  the  winds  from  passing  over  the 
tops  of  the  mountains.  Another  thing  that 
occurred  to  him  was,  that  if  they  intended 
to  proceed  upon  the  same  principle  which 
they  had  introduced  in  the  application  6f 
the  Poor-law  in  England,  they  must  make 
the  restraint  and  inconveniences  accom- 
panying a  residence  within  the  workhouses 
such  as  would  place  the  poor  in  a  worse 
condition  than  they  would  be  in  their 
mendicant  state.  The  Poor-law  in  Eng- 
land had  certainly  not  produced  such  bene- 
ficial effects  as  to  induce  him  to  sanction 
the  adoption  of  a  similar  measure  in  Ire-^ 
land.  As  to  preventing  the  poor  of  Ireland 
from  going  about  to  their  friends  and 
asking  relief,  it  was  the  wildest  and  most 
mischievous  notion  that  could  enter  into 
the  minds  of  a  government.  He  would 
not  trespass  upon  the  House  any  further, 
having  availed  himself  of  the  opportunity 
to  declare  the  strong  objections  that  he 
felt  to  this  measure. 

Mr.  Barron  could  not  help  congratulat- 
ing the  people  of  Ireland  upon  the  sym- 
pathy which  had  been  shown  for  them  by 
the  hon.  Baronet.  It  was  certainly  quite 
consistent  with  all  his  past  conduct.  It  was 
quite  in  consonance  with  his  subscription 
to  the  Spottiswoode  fund.  He  could  not 
but  congratulate  the  people  of  Ireland 
upon  the  appearance  of  a  new  advocate 
in  their  behalf.  Still,  he  owned  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  advocacy  appeared  in  rather 
a  suspicious  light.  He  believed  he  knew 
somewhat  more  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
than  the  hon.  Baronet;  and  what  he  did 
know  of  them  convinced  him  that  they 
would  receive  this  bill  as  the  greatest 
boon  and  the  best  practical  measure  that 
had  ever  been  propounded  for  their  benefit. 
The  lame,  the  blind,  the  decrepid,  and  the 
aged  would  be  protected  by  this  bill ;  and 
he  would  ask  any  man  of  common  sense 
whether  that  would  not  be  a  great  step 
gained  towards  ameliorating  the  condition 
of  the  poor  of  Ireland  ?  He  begged  to 
tell  the  hon.  Baronet  and  all  those  who  ob- 
jected to  this  bill,  that  he  had  attended 
public  meetings  in  Ireland,  and  he  had 
found  only  one  opinion  expressed,  as  to  the 
usefulness  of  this  bill,  and  as  to  its  prob- 
able practical  working.  In  the  county 
and  city  of  Waterford  there  bad  been  pt 
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measure  in  existence  for  the  last  fifty 
years  in  perfect  accordance  with  all  the 
principles  laid  down  in  this  bill.  It  bad 
worked  in  a  most  practically  useful  man- 
ner, in  relieving  annually  from  400  to  500 
of  the  poor  of  that  city  :  and  so  far  from 
the  poor  objecting  to  go  to  the  workhouse 
they  wer^  most  anxious  to  obtain  admit- 
tance, and  frequently  were  the  governors 
of  the  institution  obliged  to  refuse  from 
thirty  to  forty,  nay,  sometimes  fifty,  indi- 
viduals who  applied  for  admission,  because 
there  was  not  sufficient  room  nor  sufficient 
means  for  their  support ;  although  ihey 
were,  as  the  hon.  Baronet  described  it, 
confined  in  prisons  and  locked  up  in 
gaols.  It  was  from  total  ignorance  of  the 
feelings  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  of 
the  condition  of  the  poor,  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  attempted  to  impede  this 
measure  ;  or,  perhaps,  it  was  worse  — 
perhaps  it  was  a  desire  to  wound  others — 
and  not  sympathy  for  the  poor  of  Ireland, 
that  had  dictated  this  philanthropic  out- 
break on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Sir  W.  Brabazon  was  strongly  opposed 
to  the  bill.  He  had  received  communica- 
tions and  letters  not  only  from  his  consti- 
tuents, but  from  large  bodies  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  declaring  their  decided  opposi- 
tion to  the  measure.  He  felt  himself 
called  upon,  therefore,  to  oppose  it.  Found- 
ed, as  it  was,  upon  the  workhouse  system, 
he  entertained  a  sincere  conviction  that  it 
was  not  calculated  to  meet  the  ends  pro- 
posed. The  numerous  objections  to  the 
bill  had  been  ably  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin,  on  the  former  day's 
discussion,  and  in  the  arguments  then  ad- 
duced he  most  fully  concurred.  He  enter- 
tained very  unfavourable  impressions  of  the 
bill,  and  he  had  formed  them  after  a  careful 
perusal  of  the  clear  and  lucid  report  of  the 
poor-lawCommissioners,  the  resultof  a  care- 
ful investigation  in  Ireland,  during  three 
years,  which  they  had  passed  in  the  execu- 
tion of  the  trust  reposed  in  them.  It  appear- 
ed tohim  strange  that  all  their  trouble  was  to 
go  for  nothing — that  the  valuable  mass  of 
evidence  collected  by  them  was  to  be  laid 
aside,  and,  as  he  might  say,  considered  as 
so  much  waste  paper,  while  the  sugges- 
tions of  another  gentleman  sent,  indeed, 
on  the  same  mission,  but  who' had  only 
the  experience  of  a  few  weeks  in  that  coun- 
try, were  adopted.  Why  was  that  ?  Why 
did  Ministers  so  pertinaciously  adhere  to 
this  measure  ?  It  must  be  from  a  decided 
conviction  ihat  this  bill  of  relief  would  act 


as  the  great  panacea  for  the  evils  of  that 
country,  and  that  therefore  the  able  opin- 
ions and  authorities  of  the  first  Commission- 
ers should  have  no  weight  in  the  scale,  when 
opposed  to  this,  the  favourite  Goremmeni 
measure.  He  was  inclined  to  give  Mioisters 
the  merit  of  good  intentions  in  producing 
this  bill.  He  could  only  have  wished,  how- 
ever,    that   before   the   noble    Lord     bad 
acted  in  a  matter  of  such  vast  importaoce 
to   the  sister  country,  he  had  taken    the 
trouble  to  go  over  to  Ireland — all  io    lb  at 
country  would  have  been  most  happy  to 
see  and  receive  him — that  he  would  ha^e 
exercised    his  own  good  judgment,    aod 
would  have  made  himself  acquainted,   by 
personal  observation,  with  the  real  state 
of  Ireland— with  its  wants  and  its  desti- 
tution. He  (Sir  W.  Brabazon)  was  certain 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  have  arrived  at 
a  very  different  result  to  that  which  be 
had   now  come.     A  great  difference  of 
opinion  prevailed  even  in  this  country,  as 
to  the  benefit  of  a  system  of  indoor  relief 
as  it  existed  under  the  new  Poor-law  Bill. 
He  had  lately  visited  different  parts  of  the 
rural  districts  of  England,    and    though 
he   roust  admit  that  the  new  Poor-law 
had    been    generally     acknowledged    as 
a  vast  improvement  on  the  former  system, 
yet  with  such  a  diversity  of  opinion  exist- 
ing as  to  the  utility   of  the   workhouse 
system   in    this  country,    and   with    the 
doubts  necessarily  attending  the  working 
of  a   new   measure,   he  did  not  think  it 
right  to  introduce  a  similar  system  into  a 
country  like  Ireland,  so  little  prepared 
for  its  reception.      Before   sitting   down 
he    must  briefly  allude    to  the  state  of 
things   to  which   he  thought    might    be 
fairly   attributed   the  poverty,  want,  and 
indigence  of  Ireland.     They  arose,  in  his 
opinion,  from  the  vast  drains  of  money 
annually  leaving  her  shores  without  any 
return  being  made,  and  from  the  state  of 
absentee  property.     These  evils  had  pre- 
vailed ever  since  the  period  of  the  union 
with  this  country.     If  he  might  be  per- 
mitted to  allude  to  a  subject  which  he 
knew   met  with   little  countenance   and 
had  few  advocates  in  that  House  on  the 
mere  mention  of  which  the  House  always 
evinced   its   desire  to  prevent  discussion, 
he   would  state  his   firm  belief  that  the 
union  was  the  true  source  of  the  miseries 
of  Ireland  ;  and  though  it  might  be  danger* 
ous  to   the  friendly   connection  b< 
the  two  countries,  to  dissolve  thf»  \ 
this  moment,  yet  lie  could  not  il(V< 
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self  of  the  belief  that  the  repeal  of  that 
union  was  the  only  sure  means  of  re- 
generating his  country.  Under  all  the 
circumstances,  however,  he  was  an  advo- 
cate for  a  modified  system  of  Poor-laws 
for  Ireland,  and  he  was  anxious  that  pro- 
vision should  be  made  for  the  relief  of 
those  who  were  unable  to  earn  for  them- 
selves a  livelihood. 

Mr.  C,  A.  Walker  was  of  opinion  that 
the  noble  Lord,  in  introducing  this  bill, 
had  acted  in  accordance  with  the  opinion 
generally  entertained  upon  this  subject  by 
the  Irish  landlords. 

House  went  into  Committee. 

On  the  first  clause  being  proposed, 

Mr.  Shaw  objected  to  the  mode  of  ap- 
pointing the  Poor-law  Commissioners  for 
Ireland.  He  desired  to  see  them  resident 
in  Ireland,  and  consequently  possessed  of 
local  knowledge.  He  thought  it  alto- 
gether impossible  that  the  English  Poor- 
law  Commissioners  could  comprehend  the 
necessities  of  the  rural  districts  in  Ire- 
land. 

Lord  John  Russell  observed,  that  the 
English  Poor-law  Commissioners  were 
possessed  of  very  considerable  experience 
in  the  operation  of  the  existing  poor  law, 
and  were,  therefore,  properly  prepared  to 
superintend  its  execution  in  Ireland.  At 
the  same  time,  he  was  by  no  means  dis- 
posed to  deny  that  it  was  desirable  to 
have  individuals  resident  in  Ireland  to 
administer  so  much  of  the  act  as  would 
require  local  knowledge  and  management. 
The  right  Ijon.  Gentleman  would,  however, 
find  at  the  end  of  the  act  the  power  speci- 
fically given  of  sending  one  of  the  Com- 
missioners to  Ireland,  at  the  same  time 
that  the  whole  operation  of  the  act  would 
be  under  the  superintendence  of  the  board 
in  London,  with  a  view  to  insure  regu- 
larity. 

Mr.  O'Connell  objected  to  the  idea  of 
English  Commissioners  being  permitted  to 
override  Ireland.  One  of  the  chief  objec- 
tions which  he  found  to  this  bill  was,  that 
it  gave  to  persons  unconnected  with  Ire- 
land the  power  to  carry  its  provisions  into 
effect;  that  it  not  only  took  away  this 
power  from  individuals  identified  with 
Ireland,  but  intrusted  it  to  persons  who 
he  would  not  say  were  aliens,  but  who  were 
remote  from  Ireland.  He  should  be 
happy  to  get  rid  not  only  of  this  particular 
plan,  but  of  the  bill  altoii^ether. 

Sir  E,  B.  Suffden  thought,  that  the  re- 
sidence of  at  least  one  Commissioner  in 


Ireland  should  be  made  absolute,  and  that 
it  should  not  be  left  at  the  discretion  of 
any  party. 

Mr.  Goulburn  suggested  that  there 
should  be  an  office  in  Dublin  for  the  re- 
ception of  information  of  every  description 
connected  with  the  operation  of  the  pro- 
posed law,  whether  under  the  control  of 
resident  Commissioners  or  not.  The  ob- 
ject of  his  right  hon.  Friend  near  him  (Mr. 
Shaw)  was  to  secure  the  existence  of  some 
constant  resident  authority  in  Dublin, 
capable  of  giving  information  upon  every 
subject  which  might  arise. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  observed,  that  the  Eng- 
lish bill  was  a  remedy  against  dishonest 
mendicancy,  while  in  Ireland  the  great 
object  to  be  attained  was  the  introduction 
of  a  system  merely  to  provide  relief  for 
the  destitute,  they  not  having  hitherto 
been  entitled  to  it.  The  circumstances 
of  the  two  countries  were,  therefore,  dif- 
ferent ;  and  being  so,  he  thought  it  would 
be  most  unfit  that  the  persons  appointed 
to  administer  a  poor-law  in  Ireland  should 
be  the  same  persons  who  were  intrusted 
with  a  similar  law  under  perfectly  differ- 
ent circumstances  in  England.  He  was 
of  opinion,  that  there  should  be  estab- 
lished for  Ireland  an  entirely  independent 
board. 

Mr.  /.  Grattan  thought,  that  a  board 
composed  of  Irishmen,  and  resident  in 
Ireland,  would  be  the  most  ineligible 
thing  possible.  By  the  bill  they  were  to 
have  one  Commissioner  to  attend  in  Dub- 
lin, and  that,  in  his  opinion,  would  be 
sufficient,  acting  as  he  would  in  co-opera- 
tion with  the  English  Commissioners,  who 
he  felt  convinced  would  discharge  their 
duty  fairly,  effectively,  and  justly. 

Lord  Clements  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard,  that  there  was  a 
difference  between  the  circumstances  of 
the  two  countries,  at  the  same  time  there 
would  be  also  found* many  points  of  simi- 
larity. The  same  law  might  be  good  for 
both  countries,  although  governed  by  dif- 
ferent principles.  He  thought  that  the 
assistant  commissioner  would  be  able  to 
attend  to  the  duties  required  under  the 
bill,  and  give  every  necessary  informa- 
tion. 

Mr.  Lucas  was  of  opinion,  that  in  order 
to  prevent  delay  by  the  transmitting  of 
information  and  communications  to  Lon- 
don, there  should  be  a  permanent  board 
in  Dublin  ;  but  that  board  should  be 
1  removed   Trom  all   Irish  prejudices.     In- 
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deed  he  had  no  desire  to  try  Irish  boards 
again.  English  Commissioners  could  very 
well  carry  on  the  operations  of  the  bill ; 
and  he  confessed  that  he  should  rather 
trust  to  the  ignorance  of  an  English  board, 
leaving  them  to  the  chance  of  acquiring 
the  necessary  information,  than  to  estab- 
lish two  boards,  and  one  of  these  liable  to 
be  acted  upon  by  local  prejudices. 

Mr.  0*Connell  conceived  it  to  be  a 
great  defect  in  the  bill  that  the  working 
of  it  should  be  carried  on  at  Somerset- 
house,  or  else  that  a  Commissioner  should 
be  appointed  to  attend  in  Dublin,  who 
would  have  to  inform  himself  upon  all 
local  circumstances.  He  apprehended 
that  every  part  of  the  bill  would  be  found 
to  be  full  of  these  defects,  which  he 
wished  hon.  Members  would  consider 
when  considering  the  bill  altogether.  He 
would  propose  an  amendment  at  the  pre- 
sent stage,  but  that  it  would  not  corre- 
spond with  the  working  out  of  a  bill  of 
the  kind — a  bill  founded  upon  the  abuses 
of  the  English  system,  which  created  a 
pauper  population  of  a  particular  kind, 
shrinking  from  work,  and  throwing  them- 
selves on  the  parish.  In  Ireland  there 
was  no  such  shrinking  ;  the  labouring 
classes  were  most  anxious  to  procure 
wages  to  live  upon.  It  was  known  to  all 
England  that  they  walked  to  the  remotest 
part  of  it  in  order  to  earn  wages,  and  it 
might  therefore  be  readily  supposed  that 
they  would  earn  them  at  home  if  they 
could.  The  English  Poor-law  served  as 
a  kind  of  screw  upon  the  English  labourer 
who  wished  to  be  idle  ;  the  Irishman 
required  no  such  stimulant,  and  yet  the 
same  principle  was  applied  to  both.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  moved  as  an 
amendment  to  the  first  clause,  that  instead 
of  the  words  '*the  Poor-law  Commissioners 
for  the  time  being  shall  be  the  Commis- 
sioners to  carry  this  Act  into  execution," 
these  words  be  inserted— that"  the  Poor- 
law  Commissioners  for  Ireland  be  the 
Commissioners  to  carry  this  act  into  exe- 
cution." 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  original 
motion:— Ayes  117;  Noes  23:  Ma- 
jority 94. 
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Kedington,  T.  N.  Yates,  J,  A. 

Hoche,  W.  TELLERS. 

Somerville,  Sir  W .  M ,    O'Connell,  D. 
AVeslenra,  hon.  H.  R.    Beamish,  F.  B. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  the  12th  Clause,  which  provides, 
that  assistant  cooimissioners  may  examine 
on  oath  or  on  declaration, 

Mr.  Goulburn  observed,  that  this  clause 
left  to  a  witness  called  before  the  assistant 
commissioner  the  option  whether  be  would 
be  examined  on  oath  or  not.  Now,  if 
two  witnesses  were  examined,  one  on  oath 
and  the  other  not  on  oath,  he  thought 
that  the  Committee  would  know  which  of 
the  two  witnesses  would  be  most  credited. 
The  assistant  commissioner  in  the  English 
Poor-law  Bill  had  power  to  examine  a 
witness  on  oath  or  on  his  declaration, 
according  to  his  discretion.  Why  did 
this  bill  differ  from  the  English  bill,  in 
leaving  the  option  with  the  witness  instead 
of  leaving  it  with  the  assistant  commis- 
sioner ? 

Viscount  Morpeth  said,  that  the  dis- 
cretion had  been  left  with  the  assistant 
commissioner,  because  the  current  of 
legislation  for  some  years  back  had  run 
in  favour  of  dispensing,  as  far  as  possible, 
with  the  administration  of  oaths.  Whe- 
ther the  witness  gave  his  evidence  on  his 
oath  or  on  his  declaration,  he  would  be 
equally  liable,  in  case  his  evidence  were 
false,  to  the  penalties  of  perjury. 

Mr.  Goulburn  thought  the  answer  of 
the  noble  Lord  anything  but  satisfactory. 
He  thought  that  it  would  be  far  better 
to  leave  the  option  with  the  assistant 
commissioner  than  with  the  witnesses. 

Mr.  O^Connell  thought  the  best  way 
of  amending  the  clause  would  be  to 
abolish  the  oath  altogether,  and  allow  of 
no  other  form  of  giving  evidence  than 
upon  a  declaration.  He  moved  that  the 
words  *'  upon  oath,"  be  omitted. 

Sir  E,Sugden  said,  it  surely  ought  not  to 
be  attempted  to  alter  the  existing  laws  re- 
lative to  the  obligation  of  taking  oaths, 
or  making  a  declaration  by  a  sidewind. 
What  he  would  propose  was,  not  to  take 
away  or  to  extend  the  obligations,  but  to 
leave  it  just  as  the  law  now  stood.  This 
was  not  the  fitting  occasion  to  settle  such 
a  question. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  they  were  now,  on 
the  12th  clause,  discussing  a  point  which 
ought  to  have  been  raised  on  the  second 
reading.     He  could  not  advise  the  appli- 
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cation  of  the  principles  of  the  English 
Poor-law  to  Ireland,  because  he  thought 
that,  as  far  as  regarded  this  question,  they 
were  completely  erroneous. .  In  certain 
cases,  parties  summoned  to  give  evidence 
before  Courts  of  Justice  were  exempted 
from  taking  an  oath,  but  the  English  Poor- 
law  em  powered  the  assistant  Commissioners 
to  impose  an  oath,  and  if  the  witness  de- 
clined to  take  it,  to  reject  his  testimony. 
It  was  unadvisable,  in  his  opinion,  to 
have  one  rule  with  respect  to  the  validity 
of  testimony  in  Courts  of  Justice,  and  a 
diflTerent  rule  regarding  that  given  before 
the  Poor-law  Commissioners.  If  it  were 
left  to  the  conscience  of  the  party  to  de- 
termine by  what  sanction  he  was  to  be 
bound  in  the  one  case,  the  same  course 
ought  to  be  taken  in  the  other.  The  ques- 
tion regarding  the  validity  of  testimony 
ought  to  be  reserved  for  separate  consi- 
deration, and  by  far  the  best  course  would 
be  to  allow  all  who  in  Ireland  were  ex- 
empted from  taking  an  oath  before  Courts 
of  Justice  to  make  a  declaration  before  the 
Commissioners. 

Mr.  O'Connell  remarked,  that  the 
House  had  already  acted  on  the  princi- 
ple of  abolishing  superfluous  oaths,  in 
the  case  of  Excise  and  Custom-house 
oaths,  and  of  the  oaths  formerly  taken  by 
persons  receiving  half-pay.  He  was  per- 
fectly prepared  to.  go  the  length  of 
abolishing  oaths  in  all  civil  cases  heard 
before  the  courts,  and  he  thought  the  se- 
curity of  a  declaration  amply  sufficient  in 
the  present  instance. 

Viscount  Howick  felt  himself  compelled 
to  resist  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  (Mr.  0*Con- 
nell),  from  the  inconvenience  to  which  it 
would  lead.  Whatever  opinions  he  might 
entertain  about  the  desirableness  or  expe- 
diency of  abolishing  unnecessary  oaths,  he 
thought  that  that  object  could  only  be 
effected  by  a  separate  and  exprei^s  Bill. 
It  would  be  highly  inconvenient  that  tlie 
power  proposed  to  be  granted  to  the 
Commissioners  to  examine  on  oath  should 
be  withheld. 

Tlie  Committee  divided  on  the  oriji^inal 
clause: — Ayes  148;  Noes  77;  Majoiiiy 
71. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Acland,  T.  D. 
Alexander,  Viscount 
Alsager,  Captain 
Alston,  R. 
2  L 


Archbold,  R. 
Attwood,  W. 
Bagge,  W. 
Bailey,  J^ 
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Baker,  E. 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Barrington,  V^iieouat 
Barron,  H.  W. 
Bateman,  J. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Benett,  J. 
Bentinck,  Lord  0. 
Blackstone,  W.S. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Bake,  W.  J. 
Blennerhassett,  A. 
Boiling,  W. 
Broad  ley,  H, 
Buller,  SirJ.  Y. 
Burdett,  Sir  F. 
Burr,  H. 

Burroughes,  H.  N. 
Busfield,  W. 
Chetwynd,  Major 
Chisholm,  A.  W. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
Clements,  Viscount 
Olive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Cole,  Viscount 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Coote,  Sir  C.  H. 
Corry,  hon.  H. 
Courtenay,  P. 
Carrie,  R. 
Curry,  W. 
Dalmeney,  Lord 
Darby,  0. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £» 
Dowdeswell,  W, 
Dundas,  hon«  J.  C. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Ellis,  J. 
Feilden,  W. 
Forf,  J. 
Gibson,  T. 
Glynn,  Sir  S.  R. 
Gordon,  hon.  Captain 
Goring,  U  D. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
G  rattan,  J. 
Greenaway,  C. 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Gri  mad  itch,  T. 
Halse,  J. 
Hasiie,  A. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Hayler,  W.  G. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Holmes,  hon.  W.  A'C. 
Hope,  O.  W. 
Houstoun,  G. 
Howard,  F.J. 
Howick,  Viscount 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Jackson,  Sergeant 
James,  Sir  W.  C. 
JoUiffe,  Sir  W. 


Jones,  W. 
Jones,  T. 
Kemble,  H. 
Knatchbull,  ho.  Sir  E. 
Lanabton,  H. 
Liddell,  hon.  H.  T. 
Litton,  E. 
Lockhart,  A.  M. 
Logan,  H. 
Lucas,  E. 

Lygon,  hon.  General 
Macleod,  R. 
Marsland,  T. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Maunsell,T.  P. 
Mildmay,  P.  St.  J. 
Miles,  W. 
Monypenny^  T.  G. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morris,  D. 

O^Callaghan,  hon.  C. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Parker,  J. 
Parker,  M. 
Parker,  R.  T. 
Pamell,  rt.  hon  Sir  H. 
Parrotl,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  right  hon.  Sir  R. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Philipps,  Sir  R. 
Pliilips,  M. 
Phillpotts,  J. 
Planta,  right  hon.  J. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Pringle,  A. 
Rice,  rt.  hon.  T.  S. 
Riciiards,  R. 
Rickford,  W. 
Rose,  right  hon.  Sir  U 
Rttshbrooke,  Colonel. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sand  on.  Viscount 
Sand  ford,  E.  A. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Shaw,  right  hon.  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Sinclair,  Sir  G. 
Stanley.  E.J. 
Stanley,  W.  O. 
Stan&field,  W.  R.  C. 
Stuart,  H. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  V. 

Sugden,  rit.  hn.  Sir  E. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tancred,H.W. 
Thomson,  rt.  hn.  C.P. 
Thornley,  T. 
Tollemache,  F.  J. 
Trench,  Sir  F. 
Verner,  Colonel 
Vivian,  Major  C. 
Vivian, rt.  hn.S'r  R.H. 
Walker,  R. 


White,  L. 
Whitmore,  T.  C 
Wilkins,  W. 
Winnington,  T.  E. 
Woulfe,  Sergeant 


Young,  J. 


TELLERS. 

Adams,  Sir  C. 

The  Solicitor-General 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Aglionby,  Major 
Barry,  G.  S. 
Beamish,  F.  B. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H. 
Blewitt,  R.  J. 
Bodkin,  J.  J. 
Bowes,  J. 
Brabazon,  Sir  W. 
Bridgeman,  H. 
Briscoe,  J.  I. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Byng,  right  hon.  G.  S. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Chapman,  Sir  M.L.C. 
Chester,  H. 
Collier,  J. 
Collins,  W. 
Divett,  E. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Dundas,  F. 
Dundas,  hon.  T. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Evans,  W. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A.  . 
Fitzgibbon,  hon.  Col. 
Fitzsimon,  N. 
Gibson,  J. 
Grattan,  H. 
Hindley,  C. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Button,  R. 
Jephson,  C.  D.  O. 
Johnston,  General 
Kinnaird,  hon.  A.  F. 
Langdale,  hon.  C. 
Lefevre,  C.S. 
Lister,  E.  C. 
Maher,  J. 


Marshall,  W. 
Marsland,  H. 
Martin,  J. 
Maule,  W.  H. 
Muskett,  G.  A. 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
0*firien,  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  J. 
0*Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  M. 
0*Conor,  Don 
Pease,  I . 
Power,  J. 
Redington,  T.  N. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Roche,  W. 
Salwey,  Colonel 
Seymour,  Lord 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 
Stuart,  J. 
Strutt,  E. 
8<tyle,  Sir  C. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Tuffnell,  H. 
Turner,  E. 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Westenra,  hon.  H.  R. 
Westenra,  hon.  J.  C. 
White,  S. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  G.  W. 
Wrighteon,  W.  B. 
Wyse,  T. 
Yates,  J.  A. 

TELLERS. 

O^Connell,  O. 
Hume,  J. 


Clause  agreed  to. 

On  the  15th  clause,  which  provides  for 
the  formation  of  unions, 

Mr.  S,  0*Brien  said,  that  this  was  a 
very  important  clause.  It  gave  the  com- 
missioners power  to  throw  into  one  union 
any  amount  of  territory,  or  of  population, 
they  might  choose.  They  might  include 
a  whole  province  in  one  union.  He  thought 
that  some  limit  ought  to  be  placed  on  this 
power. 

Viscount  Morpeth  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion  of  the  size  of  the  unions  had  been 
discussed  very  much  last  year,  and  it  had 
been   considered   very  seriously  whether 


1 029        Poor-Laws  f  Ireland  J.        (Feb.  13}  Pontefract  Election. 


It  was  possible  to  adopt  any  limitation. 
It  was  felt,  after  much  consideration,  that 
any  limitation  or  restriction  would  pro- 
bably very  much  shackle  the  beneficial 
operation  of  the  Bill.  To  a  certain  de- 
gree the  Bill  was  an  experiment,  and  he 
thought  that  at  first  the  Commissioners 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  exercise  their  own 
discretion. 

Captain  W,  D,  Dundas  said,  that  from 
bis  experience  of  the  working  of  the  new 
Poor-law  in  England,  he  could  state,  that 
large  unions  had  been  found  very  incon- 
venient. He  thought  that  there  ought 
to  be  some  limit  to  the  unions. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Woulfe  said,  that  no 
doubt  the  unions  ought  not  to  go  beyond 
a  certain  extent,  but  the  cireumstilknces 
of  locality  must  and  ought  to  affect  the 
extent  of  every  union,  and  it  would  be 
impossible  to  make  any  general  rule  upon 
the  subject. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  that  in  the  bill  of 
last  year  it  was  provided  that  the  uniokis 
should  be  of  such  an  extent  as  that  no 
person  should  be  distant  more  than  ten 
miles  from  the  workhouse.  According  to 
the  present  Bill  it  was  impossible  to  know 
how  many  workhouses  there  would  be,  or 
what  distance  those  persons  who  sought 
relief  would  have  to  travel  before  they 
could  reach  a  work  house. 

Mr.  Ooring  said,  that  in  the  English 
Act  it  was  provided  that  no  parish  should 
be  included  in  a  union  which  was  distant 
more  than  ten  miles  fVom  the  union  work- 
house, and  that  provision  was  found  to 
work  well.  He  should  wish  to  place  some 
specific  restrictions  on  the  size  of  the 
unions,  and  in  order  to  do  so  he  would 
move  as  an  amendment,  "  That  no  parish 
should  be  included  in  a  union  if  it  were 
more  than  eight  Irish  miles  distant  from 
the  union  workhouse. 

Viscount  Howick  said,  that  in  his  dwn 
county  some  of  the  unions  were  very 
large;  and,  indeed,  it  would  be  utterly 
impossible  in  some  instances  to  limit 
them  without  great  inconvenience. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  of  opinion  that  it 
would  be  most  unwise  to  confine  the  pow- 
ers of  the  Commissioners  within  too  nar- 
row limits.  If  the  unions  that  were  at 
first  established  were  found  to  work  well, 
nothing  would  be  more  easy  than  to  ex- 
tend them.  He  considered  it  an  objec- 
tionable provbion  that  in  every  instance 
the  workhouse  should  be  erected  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of  «""»«ia'' 
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Mr.  O'Connell  was  persuaded  that 
though  the  Government  introduced  thfs 
Bill  for  the  purpose  of  conferring  a  be- 
nefit on  Ireland,  they  had  not  estimated 
the  expense  of  erecting  these  union  work- 
houses. He  thought  the  expense  would 
be  twice  or  three  times  as  much  as  what 
was  calculated  upon.  It  was  last  year 
said  that  one  hundred  workhouses  would 
be  suflficient.  Did  any  one  now  imagine 
that  number  would  be  sufficient  ?  It  was 
easy  to  begin  with  a  limited  number  of 
workhouses  in  England,  because  where 
they  were  not  established  parochial  relief 
was  continued.  But  what  would  be  the 
case  in  Ireland?  The  workhouses  would 
riot  be  stifHeient  to  afford  adequate  relief, 
whereas  the  belief  would  exist  that  a  right 
to  relief  was  secured  from  the  imposition 
of  taxation.  If  they  were  to  have  Poor* 
laws  in  Ireland  let  them  be  established 
simultaneously,  their  expense  estimated, 
and  relief  be  placed  within  the  reach  of 
every  individual. 

Amendment  withdrawn.   Clause  agreed 
to. 

The  House  resumed.    The  Committee 
to  sit  again. 
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Petitioni  praMnted.  By  the  Earl  of  Durhaw,  from  Hull, 
Suoderlaod,  Dumftles,  and  Hammersmith,  in  favour  of 
the  Ballot — ^By  Earl  Stanbops,  Arom  Huddenfleldj  for 
a  reminion  of  the  lenteaee  of  the  Glaigow  Cotten^U' 
ner«.>-By  Lord  Raylbioh,  fixnn  Whitham,  by  the 
Marquess  of  LavaoowNH,  ftom  Chipping  Wycombe, 
and  by  the  Eaft-1  of  rK.CRj(8TiER  ftom  Bridgewater  and 
Langport,  fbr  the  abolitloD  of  Negro  Apprcntioediip. — 
By  the  Earl  of  IjXBnrxs,  ftoin  the  Guardians  of  the 
poor  of  Axbridge,  for  an  alteration  in  the  Beer  Acts. 
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have  not  nCuned  to  Englaii(d^*-By  Mr.  A.  SAxroRO, 
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had  to  present  a  petition  from  Sir  Culling 
Smith,  who  stated  that  he  was  a  candidate 
at  the  last  election  for  the  borough  of 
Pontefract,  and  that  it  had  long  been  the 
practice  with  the  candidates  for  that 
borough  to  give  to  the  voters,  after  the 
election  had  been  decided,  3/.  each,  which 
was  comnionly  known  by  the  name  of 
head-money.  Sir  Culling  Smith  then 
went  on  to  state,  that,  at  the  election  in 
1830,  he  had  complied  with  that  custom ; 
but  that,  from  the  year  1835  down  to  the 
last  election,  he  had  resisted  it,  being  de- 
termined, if  returned  at  all,  to  be  returned 
upon  a  purer  system.  The  result  was 
what  his  friends  told  him  it  would  be — 
his  defeat.  Sir  Culling  Smith  regarded 
this  as  a  personal  grievance,  having  had 
to  maintain  an  unequal  contest  with  those 
who  were  less  scrupulous.  He  determined, 
therefore,  to  bring  it  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House.  With  that  view  he 
had  prepared  the  present  petition,  which 
prayed  that  the  House  would  be  pleased 
to  appoint  a  Select  Committee,  before 
which  he  (Sir  Culling  Smith)  might  be 
allowed  to  enter  into  an  investigation 
of  the  practices  which  prevailed  at  the 
elections  for  Pontefract,  with  the  view  of 
introducing  into  that  borough  household 
suffrage  and  the  vote  by  ballot,  as  the 
only  remedy  for  the  abuses  which  at  pre- 
sent existed.  Having  thus  stated  the  sub- 
stance of  the  petition^  he  (Mr.  Ward)  had 
now  only  to  move  that  it  be  laid  on  the 
Table,  be  printed  in  the  votes,  and  be 
taken  into  consideration  that  day  fort- 
night. 

Mr.  Milnes  said,  that  if  he  were  anxious 
to  bring  forward  reasons  why  this  petition 
should  not  be  presented  at  all — if  he  were 
anxious  to  prevent  such  a  petition  from 
appearing  upon  the  journals  of  the  House, 
he  believed  it  would  be  no  difficult  task ; 
but  he  proposed  acquiescing  in  the  prayer 
of  the  petition,  at  the  same  time  asking 
permission  of  the  House  to  offer  a  very 
few  remarks  upon  its  character  and  nature. 
He,  for  one,  could  have  no  objection  to 
the  fullest  inquiry  upon  the  subject,  re- 
maining secure  and  satisfied  upon  the 
simple  fact  that  he  individually  had  not 
given  any  head-money.  He  begged  the 
House  to  remark,  that  this  petition  came 
forward  under  two  aspects;  in  one  point 
of  view  it  was  to  be  regarded  as  bringing 
large  and  wholesale  allegations  against  the 
constituency  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent^  and  in  the  other,  it  waa  tp  be 


viewed  as  one  of  those  petitions  against 
the  Reform  Bill  which  emanated  so  very 
freely  from  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House.  The  House  was  perfectly  aware 
that  the  Reform  Act  reserved  a  life  inter* 
est  to  the  scot  and  lot  voters.  The  voters 
of  that  class  in  the  borough  of  Pontefract 
had  been  reduced  since  the  passing  of  the 
Reform  Act  from  800  to  less  than  400  ; 
and  it  was  upon  that  point  that  the  peti- 
tion just  presented  was  so  insidiously  and 
unjustly  silent.  Any  body  who  heard 
the  allegations  of  that  petition  not  know- 
ing the  fact,  would  suppose,  that  the 
whole  of  the  constituency  of  Pontefract 
had  received  head  -  money.  One  of 
the  allegations  advanced  by  the  peti- 
tioner was,  that  he  had  lost  his  election 
in  consequence  of  refusing  to  give  head- 
money. 

The  Speaker  reminded  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  the  present  could  not  be  regarded 
as  a  convenient  time  upon  which  to  enter 
into  the  merits  of  the  question,  espe- 
cially as  a  day  had  been  appointed,  by 
the  hon.  Member  by  whom  the  petition 
was  presented  for  taking  it  into  consi- 
deration. 

Mr.  Milnes  felt  very  much  the  incon- 
venience of  troubling  the  House  at  that 
moment ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  be  did 
not  like  that  a  petition  of  that  kind  should 
go  abroad  upon  the  journals  of  the  House 
without  some  means  being  afforded  to  the 
public  of  coming  to  a  right  understanding 
of  its  character  and  nature.  As  the  best 
apology  he  could  offer  for  trespassing 
upon  the  patience  of  the  House  at  all,  he 
would  endeavour  to  confine  his  remarks 
to  within  the  narrowest  possible  limits* 
Sir  Culling  Smith  declared  that  his  elect- 
ion failed  because  he  did  not  give  head- 
money  ;  but  he  could  tell  the  House  why 
and  how  it  was  that  Sir  Culling  Smith 
failed.  Sir  Culling  Smith  first  went  down 
to  Pontefract  under  Conservative  banners 
and  professing  Conservative  principles, 
and  he  was  then  elected.  In  1835  he 
attempted  the  same  thing  under  Radical 
banners  and  professing  Radical  principles, 
and,  therefore,  as  was  very  natural,  was 
not  elected.  Whatever  course  might  be 
taken,  whether  head-money  were  given  or 
not,  it  was  impossible  that  any  two  per- 
sons,  professing  Radical  principles  could 
ever  become  the  representatives  of  the 
borough  of  Pontefract.  He  would  reserve 
himself,  however,  until  the  day  appointed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffieia^  when 
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the  qaestion  would  be  brought  forward  in 
a  regular  and  formal  manner. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table,  ordered 
to  be  printed,  and  to  be  taken  into  further 
consideration  on  the  27th  of  February. 

Slioo  Election.]]  Mr.  Fitzetephen 
French^  in  bringing  forward  the  motion  of 
which  he  had  last  night  given  notice,  would 
only  detain  the  House  by  laying  before  them 
the  precedents  which,  on  searching  the 
journals  he  had  found,  and  which  appeared 
to  him  to  prove,  that  both  before  and  since 
the  passing  of  the  Grenville  Act,  it  had 
been  the  uniform  practice  of  the  House  to 
reject  all  petitions  which  were  not  duly 
subscribed  by  the  petitioners.  It  might  be 
considered  by  some  Members  unnecessary 
for  him  to  refer  further  back  than  the  1 0th 
of  George  3d;  but  there  were  reasons 
connected  with  the  ulterior  steps  which  it 
might  be  necessary  to  take  in  this  case, 
which  made  him  anxious  the  House  should 
be  in  possession  of  all  the  cases  which  ap- 
peared to  him  similar,  and  on  which  the 
House  had  already  decided.  Three  peti- 
tions had  been  presented  to  the  House, 
complaining  of  an  undue  election  for  the 
borough  of  Sligo;  these  petitions  severally 
purported  to  be  signed  by  John  Wood, 
James  Winterscale,  and  Robert  George 
Tyler.  The  signature  of  Tyler  to  two  of 
these  petitions  appeared  to  be  written  by 
the  same  hand  ;  but  his  name  to  the  third 
petition,  which  was  the  only  one  on  which 
recognizances  had  been  entered,  appeared 
to  l^  written  in  a  different  hand.  The 
sitting  Member  was  prepared  with  evidence 
to  prove,  first,  that  Tyler  asserted  he  had 
only  signed  two  petitions ;  and  secondly, 
to  prove  by  the  evidence  of  persons  well 
acquainted  with  his  handwriting  that  the 
signature  to  the  petition  now  before  the 
House,  and  purporting  to  be  his,  had  not 
been  written  by  him.  The  House  of 
Commons  by  its  resolution  of  1689,  had 
declared  that  all  petitions  presented  to  it, 
ought  to  be  signed  by  the  petitioners  with 
their  hands  or  marks,  and  he  would  show 
by  the  precedents  he  held  in  his  hand  that 
where  this  was  not  the  case,  the  House 
steadily  adhered  to  its  resolution  and  inva- 
riably rejected  the  petitions ;  that  where 
any  doubt  existed  as  to  the  authenticity  of 
the  signature  before  the  Grenville  Act, 
the  matter  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
of  privileges  and  elections,  to  inquire  into 
and  report  thereon,  or  else  evidence  was 
beard  at  the  bar:    and  that  aince   the 


passing  of  the  Grenville  Act,  if  the  sig- 
natures being  authentic  were  a  matter  of 
doubt,  a  Select  Committee  was  appointed 
to  investigate  the  truth,  and  report  their 
opinion  to  the  House.  The  precedents 
upon  which  he  relied,  and  to  which  he 
begged  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House, 
were  as  follow :— -On  the  12th  of  May, 
1628,  the  4th  year  of  the  reign  of 
Charles  the  1st,  it  was  recorded  in  the 
journals  of  the  House  that  *'  Mr.  Bur- 
gess sendeth  in  a  petition,  but  it 
being  not  signed,  the  House  signifieth  to 
him  that  brought  it,  (by  the  Sergeant), 
that  they  would  not  meddle  with  it  in  that 
respect."  On  the  14th  day  of  November, 
1689,  the  first  year  of  the  reign  of  WiU 
liam  and  Mary,  a  petition  of  the  bailiffs, 
wardens,  and  assistants  of  the  Company 
of  Weavers  of  London,  was  presented  to 
the  House  and  read,  setting  forth  that  cer- 
tain persons  had  lately  presented  a  petition 
to  the  House,  and  the  weavers  whose  names 
were  thereunto  subscribed,  had  declared 
that  they  never  subscribed  the  same,  and 
praying  to  be  heard  before  any  proceed- 
ings should  be  had  upon  the  said  petition. 
It  appeared  that  the  petition  objected  to 
had  been  a  short  time  previously  presented 
to  the  House,  and  purported  to  be  a  pe- 
tition of  Abraham  Lovenne  and  others, 
whose  names  were  thereunto  subscribed, 
but  on  examination  it  was  found  that  the 
names  to  the  said  petition  appeared  to  be 
written  by  the  same  hand  ;  and  Lovenne, 
when  examined  at  the  bar  of  the  House, 
acknowledged  that  they  were  written  by  a 
scrivener,  under  his  directions,  but  he 
endeavoured  to  justify  himself  by  asserting 
that  he  had  directions  from  the  persons 
whose  names  were  thereunto  subscribed  to 
put  their  names  down.  Upon  this  a  de- 
bate arose,  and  the  House  unanimously 
passed  the  following  resolution ;  viz., 
"  That  all  petitions  presented  to  the 
House  ought  to  be  signed  by  the  peti- 
tioners with  their  own  hands  by  their 
names  or  marks."  And  the  petition  was 
delivered  back  to  Lovenne.  On  the  3d  of 
March,  1713,  a  petition  of  Theophilus 
Oglethorp,  Esq.,  was  presented  to  the 
House,  and  read,  setting  forth  that  at  the 
(then)  last  election  for  the  borough  of 
Haslemere,  in  the  county  of  Surrey,  the 
petitioner  was  duly  elected,  but  in  wrong 
of  petitioner,  that  Thomas  Onslow,  £sq., 
was,  by  means  of  bribery,  &c.,  unduly 
returned  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the 
said  borough.    The  House  being  informed 
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that  it  was  not  believed  (hat  the  said 
Tbeophilus  Ogle  thorp  did  or  could  sign 
the  said  petition,  aa  he  ought  to  have 
done,  he  being  abroad  beyond  the  aeas» 
and  it  appearing  to  have  been  delivered 
to  the  clerk  of  the  House  soon  after  the 
election  for  the  said  borough  by  one  Mr. 
Orby  ;  it  was  ordered  *'  that  the  petition 
do  lie  on  the  table,  and  that  Mr,  Orby  do 
attend  at  the  bar  of  the  House,''  Mr. 
Oiby  did  attend  accordingly,  and  was  ex* 
a  mined  at  the  bar,  and  acknowledged 
that  he  had  delivered  the  petition  to  the 
clerk  of  the  House,  declaring  that  he  had 
received  it  from  Lady  Oglethorp  to  be 
delivered,  but  that  he  knew  nothing  as  to 
the  signing  of  such  petition.  And  such 
petition  not  appearing  to  have  been  signed 
by  Mr.  Oglethorp,  it  was  resolved  without 
a  division  that  it  be  rejected.  On  the 
9th  of  March  in  the  same  year  the  House 
was  informed  that  a  petition  of  Colonel 
John  Erskine,  which  had  been  a  short 
time  before  presented  to  the  House,  com- 
plaining of  an  undue  election  and  return 
for  the  Borough  of  Stirling,  Culross, 
Dunfermline,  Inverkeithing,  and  Queens- 
ferry,  was  not  signed  by  the  petitioner. 
It  was,  he  presumed,  known  to  every 
Member  of  the  House,  that  at  this  period, 
although  it  was  occasionally  ordered  that 
petitions  con)plaining  of  undue  elections 
and  returns  should  be  heard  at  the  bar  of 
the  House,  yet  they  were  generally  tried 
by  a  Committee  called  '*  A  Committee  of 
Privileges  and  Elections/'  appointed  at  the 
commencement  of  each  Session,  and  con- 
sisting of  certain  Members  of  the  House 
specially  named  for  that  purpose,  but  with 
a  proviso  that  all  Members  who  came  to 
any  such  trial  sliould  have  voices.  The 
Committee,  upon  hearing  the  evidence, 
came  to  certain  resolutions  touching  the 
disputed  election,  which  were  laid  before 
the  House  with  theirreport,  and  upon  which 
the  House  afterwards  decided.  The  last- 
mentioned  petition  of  Colonel  J.  Erskioe 
had  been  referred  to  this  Committee,  but 
upon  being  informed  that  it  was  not  signed 
by  him,  the  House  ordered  '*  that  it  be 
an  instruction  to  the  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges and  Elections,  before  they  proceed 
on  the  said  petition,  that  they  do  examine 
into  the  manner  of  signing  the  same.** 
The  Committee,  after  having  examined  all 
the  parties  connected  with  the  petition, 
reported  accordingly  to  the  House  ''  that 
the  said  Colonel  John  Erskine  did  not 
sign  the  said  petition,  but  that  he  had 


given  authority  to  have  his  name  sub- 
scribed thereto.*'  On  the  6th  of  May  fol« 
lowing,  it  was  unanimously  ordered  by  the 
House,  **  that  the  petition  of  Colonel  Joha 
Erskine  be  discharged,  the  same  not  hav- 
ing been  signed  by  the  petitioner."  On 
the  I2th  of  March  in  the  same  year  (1713) 
the  House  was  informed  that  the  petition 
of  James  Barry,  Ear)  of  Barry  more,  in  the 
kingdom  of  Ireland,  which  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House,  complaining  of  an 
undue  election  and  return  for  the  borough 
of  Wigap,  in  the  county  of  Lancaster,  vas 
not  signed  by  the  petitioner.  The  House, 
thereupon  ordered  '*  that  it  be  an  instruc- 
tion to  the  Committee  of  Privileges  and 
Elections  (to  whom  the  said  petition  had 
been  referred),  that,  before  tney  proceed 
on  the  said  petition,  they  do  examine  into 
the  manner  of  signing  the  same."  The 
Committee  reported,  **  that,  in  pursuance 
of  their  instructions  from  the  House,  they 
had  examined  Edward  Harvey,  esq.,  who 
had  delivered  the  petition,  and  also  the 
petitioner,  the  Earl  of  Barrymore  ;  and  it 
appeared,  that  his  Lordship  had  given 
Mr.  Harvey  authority  to  set  his  name  to 
the  petition;  and  that  his  Lordship  had 
declared,  that  he  owned  the  petition,  and 
was  ready  to  proceed  upon  it."  After 
this  report  had  been  read  in  the  House,  a 
motion  was  made  *'  That  the  Committee 
of  Privileges  and  Elections  be  discharged 
from  proceeding  upon  the  said  petition." 
Two  amendments  to  this  were  proposed 
and  acceded  to  by  the  House ;  the  first, 
that  the  following  words  be  added,  viz., 
*'  the  said  petition  not  having  been  signed 
by  the  said  Earl  himself ;"  and  the  second, 
that  a  further  addition  be  made  of  these 
words,  viz.,  <'  but  having  been  signed  by 
the  order  of  the  said  Earl,  and  owned  by 
him."  The  motion,  so  amended,  having 
been  put,  the  question  was  carried,  that 
the  Committee  of  Privileges  and  Elections 
be  discharged  from  proceeding  upon  the 
petition  of  the  Earl  of  Barrymore.  A 
second  motion  was  made,  that  the  Earl  of 
Barrymore  be  at  liberty  to  present  a  new 
petition,  signed  by  himself,  and  containing 
the  same  allegations  which  were  contained 
in  the  former  petition,  and  no  other; 
which  motion  was  negatived  by  a  large 
majority.  On  the  13th  of  April,  1735, 
the  eighth  ^ear  of  the  reign  of  George 
2nd,  a  petition  of  certain  persona,  tnha* 
bitants  and  free  burgesses  of  the  city  of 
Bristol,  was  presented  to  the  House  and 
read,  setting  forth  that  they  had  heard 
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m%h  gr^at  surprise,  that  a  pelition  had 
been  presented  to  the  House  complaining 
of  the  return  of  John  Coster,  esq.,  to 
serve  in  Parliament  for  that  city,  and  that 
their  names  appeared  subscribed  to  that 
petition,  although  they  never  signed  it, 
nor  authorised  any  one  so  to  do.  It  was 
thereupon  ordered  by  the  House,  that  the 
matter  of  such  petition  be  heard  at  the 
bar.  It  was  so  heard  accordingly  ;  and 
on  the  22nd  of  the  same  month  of  April, 
it  was  ordered  by  the  House,  without  a 
division,  that  the  petition  complained  of 
might  be  withdrawn,  and  the  order  which 
had  been  previously  made  for  the  hearing 
of  the  said  petition  was  discharged.  On 
the  2nd  of  December,  1742,  the  16th  year 
of  the  reign  of  George  2nd,  the  House 
being  informed  that  the  petition  of  Ni- 
cholas Robinson,  esq.,  complaining  of  an 
undue  election  and  return  for  the  borough 
of  Wotton  Basset,  in  the  county  of  Wilts, 
presented  to  the  House  on  the  precedin|; 
Tuesday,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Privileges  and  Elections,  was  not  signed 
by  the  petitioner,  it  was  ordered  ''  that  it 
be  an  instruction  to  the  said  Committee, 
that  before  they  proceed  on  the  said  peti- 
tion they  do  examine  into  the  manner  of 
signing  the  same,  and  make  report  thereof 
to  the  House/'  On  the  10th  of  the  same 
month,  it  was  ordered  by  the  House,  that 
Nicholas  Robinson,  esq.,  be  at  liberty  to 
withdraw  his  petition.  It  would  be  tedious 
to  multiply  examples;  but  from  the  pre- 
cedents he  had  quoted,  and  which  were 
taken  from  the  Journals  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  it  would  be  obvious  that  the 
House,  before  the  passing  of  the  Grenville 
Act  (10  George  3rd),  steadily  acted  on  its 
resolution  of  the  14th  of  November,  1689, 
and  rejected  all  petitions  which  were  not 
signed  by  the  petitioners ;  and  when  any 
doubt  existed  as  to  the  authenticity  of  the 
signatures,  the  House  either  referred  the 
matter  to  the  Committee  of  Privileges  and 
Elections,  to  report  thereon,  or  received 
evidence  at  the  bar.  Since  the  passing  of 
the  Grenville  Act,  a  more  stringent  en- 
forcement  of  the  law  of  Parliament  with 
respect  to  the  signing  of  petitions  presented 
to  the  House  bad  prevailed,  based  on  a 
resolution  of  the  House  of  the  2nd  of 
June,  1774,  which  declared  the  setting 
the  name  of  any  person  to  any  petition 
presented  to  the  House  by  any  other  per- 
son to  be  a  breach  of  privilege.  And 
when  any  doubt  had  arisen  as  to  the 
authenticity  of  the  signatures,  it  had  since 


heeu  the  practice  of  the  House  to  appoint 
a  Select  Committee  to  take  evidence  as  to 
the  facts,  and  report  thereon  to  the  House ; 
a  change  which  had  been  rendered  necessary 
by  there  being  no  longer  any  standing 
tribunal  for  the  trial  of  election  petitions, 
to  which,  as  before  the  passing  of  the 
Grenville  Act,  the  question  might  be  re- 
ferred. On  the  28th  of  February,  1774, 
the  14th  year  of  the  reign  of  George  3rd, 
a  petition  was  presented  to  the  House 
from  the  mayor,  aldermen,  and  bur- 
gesses of  Barnstaple,  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  bill  for  building  a  market- 
bouse  in  that  bqrough,  and  for  other 
fmrposes.  On  the  9th  day  of  March  foU 
owing  a  petition  was  presented  to  the 
House  purporting  to  be  from  the  mer- 
chants, tradesmen,  and  freeholders  of  the 
said  borough,  praying  to  be  heard  against 
such  Bill.  On  the  16th  day  of  May 
following,  a  petition  was  presented'to  the 
House  from  several  persons,  whose  names 
appeared  to  be  subscribed  to  the  last- 
mentioned  petition,  and  declaring  the 
same  to  be  without  their  knowledge.  It 
was  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  there- 
upon appointed  to  investigate  the  n^atter 
and  report  thereon  to  the  House.  On  the 
2nd  June  following  the  Select  Committee 
reported  "  that  the  names  of  several  per- 
sons to  the  petition  objected  to  were  not 
subscribed  by  them,  but  were  set  thereto 
by  others  without  their  authority,  privity, 
or  consent."  The  resolution  of  the  14th 
November,  1689,  was  then  read,  and  the 
House  unanimously  resolved,  "  That  it  is 
highly  unwarrantable  and  a  breach  of  the 
privilege  of  this  House  for  any  person  to 
set  the  name  of  any  other  person  to  any 
petition  to  be  presented  to  this  House." 
On  the  3rd  of  June,  1784,  the  24th  year 
of  the  reign  of  George  3rd,  a  petition, 
complaining  of  the  election  and  return  of 
Matthew  Bricklade,  esq.,  for  the  city  of 
Bristol,  appearing  to  consist  of  two  pieces 
of  paper  pinned  together,  on  one  of  which 
papers  the  petition  was  written,  and  on 
the  other  the  petitioners*  names,  the  same 
was  stated  by  Mr.  Speaker  to  the  House ; 
and  the  Member  who  delivered  the  peti- 
tion in  at  the  table  having  informed  the 
House,  that,  upon  inquiry,  he  had  found, 
that  the  nameswere  written  on  the  paper  on 
which  they  appeared  before  it  was  pinned 
to  the  petition  itself,  and  that  the  petition 
had  not  been  signed  as  required  by  the 
orders  of  the  House,  it  was  directed  by  the 
House,  that  the  said  petition  be  re-deli- 
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vered  to  the  Member  who  gave  it  in,  which 
was  done  accordingly.  On  the  Ist  of 
June,  1809,  the  49ih  year  of  the  reign  of 
George  the  3rd,  a  petition  of  several  no- 
blemen, gentlemen,  clergy,  and  freeholders 
of  the  county  of  Cavan,  in  Ireland,  was 
presented  and  read,  complaining  of  the 
inadequacy  of  the  laws  for  the  prevention 
of  illicit  distillation  and  the  protection  of 
his  Majesty's  revenue.  And  it  appearing, 
that  the  signatures  to  the  said  petition 
were  all  in  the  same  handwriting,  the  said 
petition  was,  with  leave  of  the  House, 
withdrawn.  On  the  28th  of  January, 
1819,  the  59th  year  of  the  reign  of  George 
the  3rd,  a  petition  of  John  Moxon  and 
others,  regarding  the  case  of  Robert 
Christie  Burton,  esq.,  a  Member  of  this 
House,  who  had  claimed  the  privileges 
of  the  House,  he  having  been  elected  to 
represent  the  borough  of  Beverley  whilst 
in  the  custody  of  the  warden  of  the  prison 
of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  for  debt, 
was  offered  to  be  presented  to  the  House; 
and  it  appearing  that  the  said  petition 
was  not  signed  by  the  petitioners  accord- 
ing to  the  order  of  the  House,  but  by  an 
agent  only,  the  said  petition  was  not  re- 
ceived. On  the  1st  December,  1826,  the 
7th  year  of  the  reign  of  George  4th.,  a 
petition  was  presented  to  the  House,  pur- 
porting to  be  a  petition  of  certain  persons 
inhabitants  of  the  borough  of  Athlone, 
there  undersigned,  complaining  of  the 
undue  election  and  return  of  Richard 
Hancock,  esq.,  for  the  borouj^h  of  Athlone. 
On  the  14th  of  March,  1827,  the  House 
was  moved,  that  a  petition  of  James 
Hannan  and  others,  complaining  that  their 
names  were  forged  to  the  above-menti- 
oned petition  against  the  return  of  Richard 
Hancock,  esq.,  presented  to  tlie  House  on 
the  preceding  day,  might  be  read,  and  the 
same  being  read,  it  was  ordered,  *'  that 
the  said  petition  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  to  examine  the  matter  thereof, 
and  to  report  their  opinion  thereon  to  the 
House.*'  And  a  Committee  was  appointed, 
consisting  of  Mr.  Hancock  and  twenty- 
one  other  Members  (five  to  be  a  quo- 
rum), to  whom  the  petition  was  ordered  to 
be  referred.  On  the  25th  of  May  follow- 
ing the  Select  Committee  reported,  "  that 
certain  signatures  to  the  said  petition  were 
not  the  signatures  of  the  persons  whose 
names  were  thereunto  subscribed,  and 
that  Thomas  Flannagan  was  privy  to  and 
cognisant  of  the  forgery  of  such  names.'* 
On  tlie  14th  June  following,  the  House 


was  moved,  that  Thomas  Flannagan,  being 
so  privy  to  and  cognisant  of  such  forgery, 
had  been  guilty  of  a  high  breach  of  ihe 
privileges  of  the  House,  and  that  he  should 
be  taken  into  the  custody  of  the  Sergeant- 
at- Arms,  which  was  ordered,  and  the 
Speaker's  warrant  issued  accordingly.  On 
the  19th  of  June  he  was  committed  to 
Newgate.  On  the  15th  November,  1830, 
the  1st  year  of  the  reign  of  King  William 
4th,  a  petition  was  presented  to  this 
House,  purporting  to  be  a  petition  of 
certain  freemen  ("there  undersigned)  of  the 
borough  of  Carrickfergus,  complaining  of 
the  election  and  return  of  Lord  George 
Hill  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  that  bo- 
rough at  the  then  preceding  election.  On 
Thursday,  the  16th  day  of  December,  a 
petition  was  presented  from  Lord  George 
Hill,  stating  that  several  of  the  names 
subscribed  to  the  said  petition  against  his 
return  were  forgeries,  and  praying  for 
inquiry.  It  was  thereupon  ordered,  that 
the  petition  objected  to  should  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  to  examine  into 
the  manner  of  signing  the  same,  and  that 
the  said  Committee  should  report  their 
opinion  thereon  to  the  House.  On  the 
4th  day  of  February,  1831,  the  Committee 
reported,  **  that  fourteen  out  of  thirty 
signatures  to  the  said  petition  were  forged, 
and  that  Hutchinson  Posnet  and  John 
Morison  Eccleston  were  privy  to  the 
forgery  of  such  signatures."  On  the  22nd 
of  February  it  was  moved  "  that  the  Hoase 
doth  agree  with  the  Committee,  on  the 
resolution  reported  on  the  4th  of  Feb* 
ruary ;"  and  a  debate  thereon  arising,  such 
debate  was  adjourned  until  Tuesday,  the 
8th  of  March.  On  the  25th  of  February 
the  Select  Committee  appointed  to  try 
and  determine  the  merits  of  the  return  or 
election  of  Lord  George  Hill  reported  that 
the  said  Lord  George  Hill  was  duly 
elected,  and  the  debate  on  the  forged 
petition  of  the  freemen  was  not  resumed* 
He  would  not  detain  the  House  by  quoting 
any  further  precedents ;  he  thought  that 
the  last  two  he  had  mentioned  were 
strongly  applicable  to  the  present  case; 
and  he  certainly  did  not  anticipate  any 
opposition  from  the  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford, 
by  whom  the  petition  in  the  Carrickfergas 
case  had  been  brought  utider  the  consi- 
deration of  the  House,  nor  from  several 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  by  whom 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet  was  sup* 
ported,    Thanking   the   Hoase   for  Ui« 
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with  great  surprise,  that  a  petition  had 
been  presented  to  the  House  complaiQing 
of   the  retura   of  John  Coster,  esq.,    to 
serve  in  Parliaroent  for  that  city,  and  that 
their  names  appeared  subscribed  to  that 
petition,  although   they  never  signed  it, 
nor  authorised  any  one  so  to  do.     It  was 
thereupon  ordered  by  the  House,  that  the 
matter  of  such  petition  be  heard  at  the 
bar.     It  was  so  heard  accordingly  ;    and 
on  the  22nd  of  the  same  month  of  Aprils 
it   was  ordered  by  the  House,  without  a 
division,  that  the  petition  complained  of 
might  be  withdrawn,  and  the  order  which 
had  been  previously  made  for  the  hearing 
of  the  said  petition  was  discharged.     On 
Ihe  2nd  of  December,  1742,  the  16th  year 
of  the  reign  of  George  2nd,  the  House 
being  informed  that  the  petition  of  Ni- 
cholas Robinson,  esq.,  complaining  of  an 
undue  election  and  return  for  the  borough 
of  Wotton  Basset,  in  the  county  of  Wilts, 
presented  to  the  House  on  the  preceding 
Tuesday,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Privileges  and  Elections,  was  not  signed 
by  the  petitioner,  it  was  ordered  *'  that  it 
be  an  instruction  to  the  said  Committee, 
that  before  they  proceed  on  the  said  peti- 
tion they  do  examine  into  the  manner  of 
signing  the  same,  and  make  report  thereof 
to  the  House."     On  the  10th  of  the  same 
month,  it  was  ordered  by  the  House,  that 
Nicholas  Robinson,  esq.,  be  at  liberty  to 
withdraw  his  petition.    It  would  be  tedious 
to  multiply  examples;  but  from  the  pre- 
cedents he  had  quoted,  and  which  were 
taken  from  the  Journals  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  it  would  be  obvious  that  the 
House,  before  the  passing  of  the  Grenville 
Act  (10  George  Srd),  steadily  acted  on  its 
resolution  of  the  14th  of  November,  1689, 
and  rejected  all  petitions  which  were  not 
signed  by  the  petitioners;  and  when  any 
doubt  existed  as  to  the  authenticity  of  the 
signatures,  the  House  either  referred  the 
matter  to  the  Committee  of  Privileges  and 
Elections,  to  report  thereon,  or  received 
evidence  at  the  bar.     Since  the  passing  of 
the  Grenville  Act,  a  more  stringent  en- 
forcement  of  the  law  of  Parliament  with 
respect  to  the  signing  of  petitions  presented 
to  the  House  had  prevailed,  based  on  a 
resolution  of  the'  House  of  the  2nd  of 
June,  1774,  which  declared  the  setting 
the  name  of  any  person  to  any  petition 
presented  to  the  House  by  any  other  per- 
son to  be  a  breach   of  privilege.     And 
when  any  doubt  had  arisen   as  to  the 
authenticity  of  the  signatures,  it  had  since 


beeu  the  practice  of  the  Hotise  to  appoint 
a  Select  Committee  to  take  evidence  as  to 
the  facts,  and  report  thereon  to  the  House ; 
achange  whichhad  been  rendered  necessary 
by  there  being  no  longer  any  standing 
tribunal  for  the  trial  of  election  petitions, 
to  which,  as  before  the  passing  of  the 
Grenville  Act,  the  question  might  be  re- 
ferred. On  the  28th  of  February,  1774, 
the  14th  year  of  the  reign  of  George  3rd, 
a  petition  was  presented  to  the  House 
from  the  mayor,  aldermen,  and  bur- 
gesses of  Barnstaple,  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  bill  for  building  a  market- 
house  in  that  borough,  and  for  other 
f)urposes.  On  the  9th  day  of  March  fol- 
owing  a  petition  was  presented  to  the 
House  purporting  to  be  from  the  mer- 
chants, tradesmen,  and  freeholders  of  the 
said  borough,  praying  to  be  heard  against 
such  Bill.  On  the  16th  day  of  May 
following,  a  petition  was  presented'to  the 
House  from  several  persons,  whose  names 
appeared  to  be  subscribed  to  the  last- 
mentioned  petition,  and  declaring  the 
same  to  be  without  their  knowledge.  It 
was  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  there- 
upon appointed  to  investigate  the  niatter 
and  report  thereon  to  the  House.  On  the 
2nd  June  following  the  Select  Committee 
reported  '*  that  the  names  of  several  per- 
sons to  the  petition  objected  to  were  not 
subscribed  by  them,  but  were  set  thereto 
by  others  without  their  authority,  privity, 
or  consent."  The  resolution  of  the  14th 
November,  1689,  was  then  read,  and  the 
House  unanimously  resolved,  "  That  it  is 
highly  unwarrantable  and  a  breach  of  the 
privilege  of  this  House  for  any  person  to 
set  the  name  of  any  other  person  to  any 
petition  to  be  presented  to  this  House." 
On  the  3rd  of  June,  1784,  the  24th  year 
of  the  reign  of  George  3rd,  a  petition, 
complaining  of  the  election  and  return  of 
Matthew  Bricklade,  esq.,  for  the  city  of 
Bristol,  appearing  to  consist  of  two  pieces 
of  paper  pinned  together,  on  one  of  which 
papers  the  petition  was  written,  and  on 
the  other  the  petitioners*  names,  the  same 
was  stated  by  Mr.  Speaker  to  the  House  ; 
and  the  Member  who  delivered  the  peti- 
tion in  at  the  table  having  informed  the 
House,  that,  upon  inquiry,  he  had  found, 
that  the  names  were  written  on  the  paper  on 
which  they  appeared  before  it  was  pinned 
to  the  petition  itself^  and  that  the  petition 
had  not  been  signed  as  required  by  the 
orders  of  the  House,  it  was  directed  by  the 
House,  that  the  said  petition  be  re-deli- 


|n  Ii) 


Shijif  hUvition, 


{COMMONS} 

vnvil  (o  tliv  Mvinbvr  who  gftvo  it  in,  which 
wiu  iK»iio  miHiniiii^ly.  C)n  the  Ist  of 
Jm»o.  \<o\K  ll>v  IMih  year  of  tho  reign  of 
i«viM>iv  ilio  tul,  n  pvtittoii  of  several  no- 
t»ii  u»i'i«,  t;i.4alv4i)cn»  clergy,  and  freeholders 
i»l  iho  ciMiutv  of  C*uvati»  til  Ireland,  was 
l»u  >«iiUil  iuiil   itMvl,  Ci>iiipiuiiiin«>^   of  the 


Sligo  Election* 


m 


was  moved,  that  Thomas  FlaDnagan,bei&ff 
so  privy  to  and  cognisant  of  sach  forgm, 
had  been  guilty  of  a  high  breach  of  iht 
privileges  of  the  House,  and  Ihat  heshoQli 
be  taken  into  the  custody  of  the  Seigeact* 
at-Arms,  which  was  oideied,  and  tike 
Speaker's  warrant  issoed  accordingiy.  0: 
)i«.uU^((Ki^  V  v»l  i))c  UiwH  tor  lite  prevention  |  the  19th  of  June  lie  was  conmitted  t: 
*'t  'liu  u  ^luiillaiiou  aud  liic  proieclioii  of!  Newgate.  On  the  15th  November,  b.;, 
^.1  M  t|v  %i>\  iv^t'imc.  And  it  vippearing.  I  the  1st  year  of  the  reigm  of  King  WlI^ 
t^.**  'MO  vii;»».umc5i  to  llic  :Mid  petition  4th,  a  petition  was  preaeoted  to  li^ 
\w.v  iA  n  iu' N^i.iK- '.Kuivixvtttiuij,  the  said  ,  House,  purponin^  to  be  a  pett.::  :•' 
'*»»'»v'«i    >^..v  N^ikH   \\tvo    o(  IMC    House,    otf r tain  freemen  / there  ttfl' ' 
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patience  with  which  it  had  listened  to  him, 
he  woald  now  conclude  by  fnoving,  that 
a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  manner  of  signing  the  peti- 
tion  against  the  return  for  the  borough  of 
Sligo,  and  to  report  their  opinion  there- 
upon to  the  House. 

Colonel  Perceval  felt  it  to  be  his  duty 
to  move  an  amendment  to  the  motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Roscom- 
mon,  not  for  the  purpose  of  stifling  inquiry 
into  the  allegations  of  the  petition  pre- 
sented hy  that  hon.  Gentleman,  because  he 
had  no  douht  whatever  of  the  authenticity 
of   the  signatures  to  the  election  petition  ; 
but  he  was  induced  to  adopt  this  course 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  great  incon- 
venience and  unnecessary  expense  to  cer- 
tain parties  connected  with  the  case  in 
question.     It  was,  therefore,  his  intention 
to  move  that  a  witness  should  be  called  to 
the   bar  of  the  House  and  examined  on 
oath,  that  the  House  itself  might  decide 
as  to  the  course  which  was  proper  to  be 
taken   after  hearing  the  evidence  of  that 
witness.     He  could  not  but  express  his 
regret  that  his  hon.  Friend^  did  not  give 
him  a  few  days*  notice  of  this  petition  and 
its  contents,  because  in  that  case  he  should 
have  made  it  his  business  to  produce  at 
the  bar  of  the  House   the  three  persons 
who  had  signed  the  petition.     It  was  true 
that  his  hon.  Friend  had  told  him,  more 
than  a  week  ago,  that  he  would  present  a 
petition  bearing  strongly  on  the  case  ;  but 
he  did  not  intimate  its  purport,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  his  hon.  Friend  was  not  then 
aware  of  the  subjects  of  which  the  petL 
tion  would  treat.     He  now,  therefore,  on 
the  part  of  the  petitioners,  and  as  the  re- 
presentative of  the  county  of  Sligo,  com- 
plained that  the  materials,  or  purport,  or 
subjects  of  the  petition  had  not  been  made 
known  to  him  before,  or  he  would  have 
secured  the  attendance  of  the  subscribing 
petitioners  at  the  bar  of  the  House.      He 
thought  he  had  a  right  to  complain,  be- 
cause now  at  the  eleventh  hour,  this  peti- 
tion was  brought  forward  for  the  purpose 
of  stifling  investigation  into  the  merits  of 
the  election  petition.      It  was  now  the 
13th  of  February,  that  this  petition,  and 
the  motion  founded  on  it,  were  brought 
under  the  consideration  of    the  House, 
while  the  order  of  the  day  for  the  ballot 
for  the  committee  on  the  original  election 
petition  was  fixed  for  Thursday  next,  the 
15th   of    February.      The    consequence 
would  be,  that  if  (his  motion  were  agreed 


to,  the  time  must  be  extended,  and  the 
witnesses  who  had  been  brought  up  to 
town  in  support  of  the  case  of  the  petition- 
ers, would  have  to  be  retained  here  at  a 
heavy  and  an  unnecessary  expense*  He 
was  the  last  man  in  the  House  who 
would  attempt  to  stem  the  current  of 
fair  justice,  but  he  would  ask,  was  it 
justice  to  come  down  at  the  eleventh  hour 
with  such  a  petition  as  this,  proposing 
to  do  that  which  the  House  was  already 
fully  competent  to  do  if  it  thought  proper? 
He  should  be  able  to  satisfy  the  most 
scrupulous  that  the  names  of  Robert 
George  Tyler,  John  Wood,  and  James 
Winterscale,  attached  to  the  petition  were 
the  genuine  signatures  of  those  persons. 
He  should  be  able  to  prove  that  by  the 
evidence  of  a  professional  gentleman  of 
Dublin,  who  was  present  when  the  petition 
was  signed,  and  at  whose  desk  Mr.  Tyler 
signed  it.  If  necessary  documentary  evi- 
dence consisting  of  letters  and  other 
papers  could  be  produced  in  confirmation 
of  that  testimony  ;  under  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  he  thought  the  House  could 
not  hesitate  to  adopt  the  amendment  he 
would  propose,  namely,  that  Mr.  John 
George  Moffat  be  forthwith  called  to  the 
bar  and  examined.  The  witness  was  a 
professional  gentleman,  as  he  had  already 
stated,  and  was  known  and  respected  by 
many  hon.  Members  around  him.  He 
was  in  attendance,  and  ready  to  be  called 
in  to  prove  the  handwriting  of  the  parties. 

Mr.  fVarburton  was  understood  to  say 
that  the  course  proppsed  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Sligo  was  not  perhaps 
the  most  convenient,  and  that  the  party 
who  had  denied  the  authenticity  of  the 
signatures  was  the  party  who  should  begin, 
and  who  should  be  prepared  with  evidence 
to  prove  his  allegations.  If  it  could  be 
proved  that  only  one  of  the  signatures  was 
genuine,  he  apprehended  that  the  petition 
would  be  valid. 

Sir  R,  H.  Inglis  said,  that  in  the  case 
of  the  Carrickfergus  petition,  which  had 
been  referred  to,  the  petition  which  was 
from  the  sitting  Member,  stated  that  a 
number  of  signatures  to  the  petition 
which  had  been  sent  in  against  his  return 
were  forgeries,  and  prayed  the  House  to 
inquire  into  the  allegations,  and  that  the 
petition  against  his  return  might  be  forth- 
with discharged.  The  House  granted  the 
first  prayer,  but  refused  the  second.  In 
the  present  instance,  the  House  was 
called  on  to  appoint  a  Select  Committer 
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for  the  purpose  of  examining  into  the 
aUegatioos  of  the  second  petition,  and  to 
report  thereon.  Upon  that  motion  his 
hoa.  and  ^ilant  Friend  had  proposed  a 
very  simple  amendment,  namely,  that  a 
certain  individual  be  called  to  the  bar  of 
the  House,  who,  on  being  sworn,  would 
g^ve  evidence  that  he  saw  the  petition 
signed  by  one  of  the  parties.  It  was  said 
that  evidence  could  be  produced  to  verify 
the  signatures  of  all  the  parties,  but  proof 
of  the  genuineness  of  oue  would  be  suffi- 
cient. He  saw  no  reason  why  the  inquiry 
should  be  postponed »  since  the  necessary 
evidence  was  at  hand. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
thonght,  all  parties  were  agreed  that  the 
subject  matter  of  the  complaint  was  such 
that  Ihe  House  was  bound  to  inquire  into 
it,  in  order  to  satisfy  their  own  minds. 
The  only  question  between  the  hon.  and 
gallantOfficer  opposite  and  his  hon.  Friend 
behind  him,  was,  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
the  inquiry  should  be  conducted — whether 
by  an  examination  at  the  bar  of  the 
House,  or  by  a  Select  Committee.  It  re- 
mained, then,  for  the  House  to  say  whe- 
ther it  was  disposed  in  matters  of  this  kind 
to  bring  more  questions  under  the  imme- 
diate cognizance  of  the  House,  than  it  had 
been  customary  for  Parliament  to  do.  It 
was  a  better  mode,  he  conceived,  to  have 
this  subject  examined  before  a  Commit- 
tee, than  to  call  witnesses  to  the  bar  of 
the   House.      That  had  been   the  usual 

gractice.  A  Committee  of  five  or  seven 
lerobers  would  be  able  to  collect  the 
evidence  on  all  the  allegations,  in  a  satis- 
factory manner,  and  then  to  report  thereon 
to  the  House. 

Mr.  French  had  been  informed  there 
was  a  witness  ready  to  depose  that  Tj^ler 
had  told  him  that  he  had  not  signed  the 
petition.  If  one  of  the  signatures  should 
prove  to  be  spurioas,  the  whole  petition 
would  fall  to  the  ground. 

Mr.  Omilburn  agreed  with  an  hon. 
Member  opposite,  that  it  was  perfectly 
competent  to  the  Committee  under  the 
Orenville  Act,  to  inquire  whether  a  peti- 
tion had  been  properly  signed  or  not,  and 
if  not  signed  by  the  proper  parties,  they 
had  the  remedy  in  their  own  hands,  and 
might  saddle  the  offending  party  with  the 
costs  of  a  frivolous  and  vexatious  petition. 
Ho  did  not  wish  to  interfere  and  stop  a 
due  inquiry  into  the  transaction,  but  at 
the  same  time  he  was  averse  from  per- 
miiiing    preliminary    statements    to    be 
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made  of  such  a  kind  as  mast  oecetfa 

to  some  extent  prejudice  the  tkllk^t- 
tions  of  the  Committee.  If  there  wc:: 
an  allegation  that  the  party  did  not  Sf.. 
and  such  a  statement  or  charge  of  in^ 
was  made  a  day  or  two  before  the  merrj 
of  the  petition  came  on  to  be  ind, 
and  a  Select  Committee  were  giaab! 
thereupon,  such  a  coarse  of  proceed^^ 
must  inevitably  tend  to  postpone  the  pti.- 
tion  inquiry,  and  would  virtually  open. 
to  repeal  the  Grenville  Act.  If  theSek.. 
Committee  were  to  wait  for  wttoesses frjc 
Ireland,  they  might  have  to  morrow  i: 
application  for  the  postponement  of  'h; 
election  petition,  instead  of  a  resolct^ 
of  the  committee,  unless  it  was  andento^i 
that  the  proceeding  of  the  Select  Comm::- 
mi t tee  should  not  interfere  with  the  Cc^ 
mittee  appointed  to  try  the  merits  of  Vj^ 
petition. 

The  Attorney- General  was  disposed  --j 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman » iu 
election  petitions  should  not  be  impe-it^ 
by  useless  delay,  and  that  the  petit  i&jt. 
ought  to  be  able  to  make  oat  his  C2x 
before  the  ballot  took  place^  as  otbera^. 
the  order  to  take  the  petitioo  into  cu- 
sideration  might  have  to  be  dischargeii. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,   that  in   the  prer.-: 
instance,  the  House  should  not  devolve  ^ 
powers  of  inquiry  upon  a  Select  Coiki^  • 
tee.     The  facts  of  the  case  were  these  .- 
a  petition  stood  over  for  consideratiori 
Thursday  next,  the  day  after  to-morr.«. 
A  petition  was  presented  on  the  Tues).. « 
two  days  before  the  ballot    should  Uv 
place,  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  preseL.^ 
it  having  ten  days  ago  intimated  to   '-. 
sitting  Member  that  a  petition  wouiu  - 
presented,    but  not  having  stated 
that  petition  was.     Two  days  before 
Committee  is  to  be  nominated,  the 
Member  presents  this    petition,    aLe^. 
that  he  is  prepared  to  prove  that  oli 
the  signatures  to  the  original  petition  c  i 
plaining    of     an     undue    return     b    : 
authentic,    and    that   he   heis  reasoa 
believe  that  the  two  other  signature^  . 
also  not  authentic,  but  that  one  signa:  ■ 
at  least  is  not  so  he  is  prepared  to  p^  ■ 
The  inquiry  must,  therefore,  be  brou^t 
a  close  to-morrow,  because  the  Comn^ : 
will  be  ballotted  for  on  Thursday.     Le*  . 
House  beware  of  establishing  as  a  pre 
dent    the    instituting    of    a    prelim  i:< 
inquiry,  which   may    possibly     have 
effect  of  rendering  it  impossible  for  ' 
Election  Committee  to  proceed  with  u 
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V7&8  shot,  as  he  was  returning  home  be- 
tween eleven  and  twelve  o'clock,  and  it 
was  on  the  following  Wednesday  that  the 
proclamation  was  issued.     On  the  3rd  of 
August,  the  Sheriff  of  Glasgow,  with  a 
posse  of  constables,  visited  the  committee 
of  the  cotton  spinners,   and  they  seized 
eighteen  persons,  and  took  possession,  in 
addition,  of  #11  the  papers  and  documents 
found  in  the  room.  The  individuals  seized 
were  all  consigned  to  a  gaol,   and  from 
that  time  until  the  1 0th  of  October,   the 
public  prosecutors,  it  was  to  be  supposed, 
were    engaged    in      collecting    evidence 
against  them.     Their  trial,  however,  was 
postponed  from  time  to  time,   and  the  in- 
dictment which  was  at   first  delivered   to 
the  agents  of  the  prisoners  was  withdrawn, 
and   a  second   served,  through  which  it 
would  have  been  imagined  that  it  was  im- 
possible for  the  prisoners  to  have  escaped, 
and  the  trial,  atlength  after  various  further 
postponements,  came  on  in  the  first  week 
in  January.  The  Lord  Advocate  was  public 
prosecutor,  and  was  therefore  present  at 
the  trial,   and  he  was  glad  to  see  him  now 
in  his  place,   because  the  learned  Lord 
would  be  able  to  give  a  distinct  account  of 
all  the  transactions  which  hdd  passed  in 
court  under  his   own   tiotice ;     but  the 
House,  in  receiving  those  statements  from 
the  learned  Lord^  must  not   forget   the 
character  in   which   he  appeared  at  the 
trial,  and  could  not  expect  that  he  could 
entirely  divest  himself  of  the  feeling  which 
he  must  have  entertained  there  ;  the  posi- 
tion in  which  he  was  placed  being  that  of 
counsel  for  the  crown,  and,  in  fact,  he 
being  in  that  House  in  the  same  capacity, 
and  to  defend  his  own  conduct,  and  that 
of  the  individuals  who  had  acted  under  his 
advice.     He  was  unacquainted  with  the 
nature  of  law  proceedings  of  Scotland,  and 
he  was  much  rejoiced  at  it,  if  the  proceed- 
ings in  this  case  were  to  be  taken  as  a 
sample  of  the  manner  in  which  they  were 
carried  on.     But  it  was  said  that  the  law 
was  so  made,  that  large  flies  should  escape 
while  the  little  insects  should  be  caught  in 
the  meshes  of  the  net  set  for  them.  This  ap- 
peared to  have  been  the  case  in  the  present 
instance;  but  it  was  extraordinary  how 
the  prisoners  had  escaped  the  full  punish- 
ment of  the  law.    The  indictment  con- 
tained twelve  counts,  on  three  only  of 
which    had   the    prisoners  been    found 
guilty,  notwithstanding,  at  the  trial,  the 
witnesses  had  been  allowed  to  state  facts 
connected  with  meetings  which  bad  taken 


place  years  before,  at  a  time  when  none  of 
the  prisoners  were  more  than  six  or  seven 
years  of  age,  and  with  which  the  witnesses 
themselves  were  acquainted  only  by  hear- 
say ;  but  such  a  mode  of  trial  was  utterly 
inconsistent  with  justice.  In  the  indict- 
ment there  was  a  count  for  vitriol  throw- 
ing, a  coiint  for  arson  or  fire  raising,  a 
count  for  murder,  and  others,  which  al- 
leged crimes  to  have  been  committed,  of 
which,  if  the  prisoners  had  been  guilty, 
they  might  well  have  been  thought  the 
vilest  culprits  who  were  ever  brought  into 
a  court  of  justice.  The  fiist  count  was, 
that  the  prisoners  agreed  to  use  intimida- 
tion, molestation, find  threats,  to  spinners, 
and  deter  them  from  taking  work  ;  the 
second  was,  that  the  guard  committee  and 
the  prisoners  agreed  to  set  upon  the  spin- 
ners, and  assault  and  molest  the  new 
hands  employed ;  the  third  count  was  to 
the  same  effect,  and  alleged  the  molesta- 
tion and  assaults  to  have  been  on  the 
return  from  work  of  the  spinners;  the 
fourth  count  alti^ged  that  the  prisoners  and 
others  had  conspired  to  set  fire  to  IMessrs. 
Hussey'a  factory,  arid  hired  a  person  to 
carry  that  object  into  effect,  to  whom  they 
oflTered  a  reward  of  20/.  to  complete  the 
act,  by  throwing  a  packet  of  combustibles 
into  the  yarn  toom.  The  fifth  count  was, 
that  the  prisoners  and  others  appointed  a 
secret  Select  Committee,  who  were  hired 
to  send  threatening  letters  to  employers, 
and  to  set  fire  to  a  cotton  mill,  and  forcibly 
to  invade  (he  dwelling  house  of  a  spinner, 
and  to  commit  assaults  on  spinners,  and 
to  shoot  and  murder  a  spinner,  and  that 
these  acts  were  done  and  committed. 
The  sixth,  seventh,  eighth,  ninth,  tenth, 
and  eleventh  counts  set  out  the  various 
acts  alleged  to  have  been  committed  in  the 
fifth  count,  and  the  twelfth  count  alleged 
the  murder  of  John  Smith.  These  men, 
then,  were  grievously  and  foully  calumni- 
ated, for  they  were  only  convicted  of  a 
conspiracy,  to  raise  wages,  and  also  for 
assault,  for  which  a  most  severe  sen- 
tence was  passed  upon  them.  He  should 
now  proceed  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  what  was  said  by  the  judge  who 
summed  up  the  evidence  and  passed  sen- 
tence on  the  prisoners.  With  regard  to 
the  charge  of  mnrder,  it  was  most  empha- 
tically stated,  that  if  the  evidence  of 
Christie  was  not  believed,  the  prisoners 
must  be  acquitted.  It  was  also  stated 
that  the  charge  against  the  four  prisoners 
of  hiring  Maclean  was  deficient  in  proof, 
2M2 
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Christianf  wai  continued,  that  ships  were 
seized  to  times  of  peace,  or  that  consuls 
and  public  agents  were  insulted  in  despite 
of  treaties  and  engagements.  France  at 
length  was  roused  by  some  outrage  of 
these  barbarians  on  their  consul,  and,  at 
an  enormous  expense  and  great  sacnBce 
of  men  succeeded  in  achieving  the  de- 
struction of  that  nest  of  piracy  which 
many  powers  of  Europe  had  attempted  at 
various  ages,  and  with  different  success, 
but  none  before  had  been  able  to  accom- 
plish. For  this  act  France  was  entitled 
to  the  gratitude  and  thanks  of  Europe ; 
and  this  act,  I  say,  France  had  a  right  to 
perform  in  accordance  with  the  rights  of 
men  and  the  laws  of  nations. 

The  intended  capture  of  Algiers  was 
known  long  before  it  took  place,  from  the 
extensive  preparations  made  in  the  ports 
of  France  on  the  Mediterranean,  and  it 
does  not  appear  that  either  Turkey  or 
any  other  state  opposed  an  attempt  which 
could  not  but  prove  beneficial  to  the  dif- 
ferent states  of  Europe,  and  to  the  entire 
civilized  world.  France,  it  must,  there- 
fore, be  admitted,  having  occupied  Algiers, 
having  remained  in  possession  of  that  place 
for  several  years,  had  as  much  right  to 
proceed  against  Bona  and  Constantine  as 
we  had,  in  India,  to  wage  war,  and  to 
occupy  the  territory  of  the  Burmese.  I 
do  not  mean,  in  making  this  assertion,  to 
justify  the  aggression  of  one  state  over  the 
other,  or  to  bring  in  Qrotius  or  Puffendorf 
or  Vattel,  to  sanction,  to  justify,  or  even 
to  excuse  those  attacks  of  a  powerful 
nation  on  a  weaker  one,  which  for  cen- 
turies are  recorded  in  the  page  of  history 
to  the  disgrace  of  former  governments, 
and  the  degradation  of  human  nature :  I 
mean  to  assert,  that  we,  the  people  of 
England,  have  acted  in  such  a  manner 
that  we  are  precluded  from  opposing  our 
neighbours  who  imitate  our  example. 

By  some  individuals  in  England,  it  is 
true,  apprehensions  were  entertained  that 
a  settlement  on  the  coast  of  Africa  by 
France,  might,  in  time  of  war,  prove  in- 
jurious to  the  trade  of  the  Mediterranean 
by  the  advantage  gained  to  the  French  of 
possessing  a  sea-port  on  the  African  side. 
By  others  it  has  been  said,  that  such  a 
position  might  become  injurious  to  our 
Indian  possessions,  by  opening  to  France 
the  way  to  Egypt,  to  the  Red  Sea  ;  in 
short  a  variety  of  dangers  either  to  the 
maritime  or  colonial  influence  of  England 
has  been  conjured  up,  and  advanced  on 


the  subject ;  let  us  for  a  momeDt  eonnder 
whether  any  of  these  are  really  of  any  im- 
portance.    The  apprehension  excited  from 
Algiers  being  in  possession  of  France,  are 
stated,  I  believe,  to  be  the  possibility  €4 
penetrating  by  Egypt  to  India ;  and  the 
possession  of  an  harbour  in  Africa,  id  tbt 
event  of  war,  by  our  neighbours  od  il^ 
Continent     With  regard   to  the  former, 
the  distance  between  Algiers  and  Egypt 
is  far  too  great  to  admit  of  the  poisibihtv 
of  French  troops  marching  overiand;  ii 
France  was  inclined  to  make  an  attospt 
on  Egypt,  it  would  be  done  by  landing  at 
once  near  the  Nile,  not  by  the  circuitons 
route  of  going  to  Algiers,  and  then  pro- 
ceeding by  land  to  Egypt  and  India  ;  the 
apprehension,  in  fact,  of  such  an  attempt 
is  quite  absurd,  and  needs  no  farther  com* 
ment.     In  regard  to  the  annoyance  that 
might    arise    from  privateers    or   steam- 
vessels,  sheltered  in  Algiers  to  our  com- 
merce in  the  Mediterranean  in   case  o( 
war,  it  cannot  but  occur  to  every  one,  that 
if   our  naval  superiority  enabled   us  to 
blockade  Algiers  by  the  squadrons  under 
Lord  Exmouth  and  Sir  Henry  Neale,  the 
same  naval  superiority  might  enable  us  to 
blockade  again  with  equal  facility,  whe- 
ther Algiers  was  in  possession  of  France 
or  the  Dey.     From  the  various  sources  of 
information  that  I  have  been  able  to  ob^ 
tain  from  distinguished  naval  officers,  I 
cannot  say,  that  much  apprehension  is 
entertained  by  them  on  the  subject.     Let 
any  hon.  Member  also   who  doubts  this 
assertion,    refer  to   the  debates   in   tbb 
or  rather   the  old   House  of  Commons, 
on  the  treaty    with   France   and   Spain, 
for     giving    up    of    Minorca    in    1782; 
he   will    there    find,  that    the    harbour 
of    Port    Mahon,   as   was   said    in     the 
Debates  of  that  day  on  the  cession  of 
Minorca,  was  one  of.  the  finest  harbours 
in  the  world,  capable  of    holding   with 
safety  the  entire  navy  of  England,  where 
ships  could  anchor  in  perfect  safety  shel- 
tered from  every  wind.     If  such  a  port, 
situated  in  the  centre  of  the  Mediterranean 
sea,  could  be  given  up  to  our  enemies  for 
the  sake  of  peace  in  1783,  shall  we  mo 
the  risk  of  a  war  on  the  subject  of  Algiers 
being  kept  by  our  allies  in  1838,  and  per* 
feet  security  afforded  to  our  commerce 
and  that  of  the  rest  of  the  world  by  the 
destruction  of  piracy?    Port  Mafaon»  m 
every  point  of  view,  was  superior,  as  t 
naval  station,  to  Algiers ;  it  was  given  op, 
and  in  the  subsequent  war  that  took  place 
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in    1792,  did  we  find  our  commerce  an- 
noyed by  its  occupation  ?  Much  the  same 
may   be   said  of  Algiers.     It  cannot  be 
denied  that  some  vessels  might  be  sheltered 
Tinder  its  mole,  and  have  an  opportunity 
of  slipping  out  and  giving  annoyance  to 
our  single  merchantmen.     In  time  of  war 
ships  sail    in    convoys ;    and    now   that 
steam    may  be  used   in  warfare,  should 
hostilities  ever  take  place,  which  I  trust  is 
far  from  probable,  it  is  evident  that  steam- 
vessels  could  be  fitted  out  from  the  various 
ports  of  Spain  and  France,  which  would 
be  much  more  annoying  to  our  commerce 
than  any  that  could  cross  the  Mediterra- 
nean from  the  African  coast,  where  no 
coal  could  be  obtained  or  the  requisite  for 
the  repairs  of  steam. 

No  good  reasons,  therefore,  appear  to 
be  formed  which  can  induce  the  people  or 
the  Government  of  Britain  to  view  with 
jealousy  the  occupation  of  Algiers  by 
France.  If  this  is  admitted,  and  from  the 
little  sensation  which  the  capture  and  oc- 
cupation of  that  place  occasioned  in  this 
or  any  other  country,  the  impression  of 
danger  arising  to  our  commerce  from  such 
a  cause  may,  I  think,  be  entirely  aban- 
doned, and  no  fear  need  be  entertained 
by  the  British  people  of  the  extension  of 
territory  and  of  power  by  the  French 
colonization  of  the  country  round  Algiers. 
Some  persons  have  expressed  a  doubt 
whetlier  the  French  power  could  not  ex- 
tend itself  along  the  south  western  coast 
of  Africa,  and  in  time  be  able  to  com- 
mand the  valuable  gum  trade  of  Senegal. 
If  any  one,  however,  will  take  the  trouble 
to  cast  his  eyes  on  the  map  of  Africa,  and 
see  the  immense  distance  from  Bona  or 
Constantine  to  the  confines  of  Senegal, 
such  an  impression  cannot  long  continue 
on  his  mind. 

Looking,  howeveri  at  the  situation  which 
the  two  great  nations  of  Europe,  England 
and  France  are  placed^  I  confess  I  can 
see  little  probability  of  a  war  breaking 
out  between  them.  We  cannot  look  in 
this  case  to  former  times  for  a  precedent ; 
the  situation  of  the  two  countries  with  re- 
gard to  each  other  have  entirely  changed, 
the  political  occurrences  of  late  years  have 
altered  the  state  of  things  in  both  coun- 
tries. The  people  are  made  their  own 
governors,  and  the  beneficial  result  of 
interchange  of  commodities  of  every  de- 
scription that  takes  place  daily,  and  which 
hourly  increases,  must  prevent  the  Execu- 
tive Government  of  either,  even  if  inclined 


to  enter  into  hostilities  against  the  wishes 
and  interests  of  the  people.  The  conse- 
quence is,  that  the  probability  of  future 
wars  is  lessened,  and  if  the  general  com- 
munication from  the  use  of  steam  con- 
tinues to  increase,  the  increase  of  com- 
munication will  be  such  as  to  render  the 
chance  of  war  every  year  less  probable. 
Unless,  therefore,  the  ambition  of  some 
power  should  lead  to  overt  acts  of  aggres- 
sion, there  is  little  probability  of  any  war 
breaking  out,  and  Russia  is  more  of  a  de- 
fensive than  attacking  power.  Russia  in 
a  war  with  England  or  France  could  do 
them  no  real  injury,  and  would  herself 
lose  her  trade  altogether,  her  landed  aris* 
tocracy  would  suffer  so  severely  as  to  pre- 
vent the  Emperor  from  entering  into  one. 
How  far  the  superabundant  populations  of 
the  old  states  may  lead  to  a  different  result 
in  process  of  time  is  not  for  me  to  deter- 
mine ;  and  such  is  not  to  be  apprehended 
as  long  as  a  vent  is  found  for  colonization 
in  the  wilds  of  Africa  or  the  plains  of 
America. 

There  is  always  to  be  found  an  active, 
restless,  and  discontented  set  of  indivi- 
duals, with  little  to  lose  and  much  to 
gain,  in  all  social  communities — these  are 
not  so  common  in  newly-formed  countries, 
but  their  number  is  found  to  increase  in 
every  civilized  and  fully-peopled  country, 
always  prepared  for  sedition,  and  ready  to 
promote  confusion,  in  hopes  of  partici- 
pating in  the  general  scramble,  which  ought 
not  to  be  overlooked.  However,  under  the 
present  government,  France  seems  to  have 
little  to  apprehend.  Some  have  said,  that 
the  Mediterranean  would  become  a  French 
lake ;  this  will  not  happen  sooner  than 
the  Baltic  becoming  a  Russian  lake;  the 
chance  of  the  latter  is  quite  as  great  as 
the  former,  and,  of  the  two,  the  former 
would  by  me  be  preferred,  but  both  are  at 
present  unlikely. 

To  Britain,  the  colonization  and  partial 
civilization  of  Northern  Africa,  could  not 
prove  otherwise  than  beneficial.  Wherever 
a  new  channel  of  trade  is  opened,  the 
possible  demand  of  our  manufactures,  or 
commodities  may  be  created  :  whatever 
tends  to  increase  a  demand  for  any  branch 
of  our  trade,  it  cannot  be  doubted  that 
such  a  result  would  be  advantageous. 
Every  colony  made  by  France  is  a  pledge 
of  peace  given  to  Britain,  and  surely  it 
cannot  be  a  matter  of  indifference  to  Eng- 
land which  has  so  often  been  obliged  to 
have  recourse  to  arms  from  apprehension 
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The  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemaq  said,  that 
he  WB8  favourable  to  inquiry.  This  was  all 
thai  the  ii^erobers  of  the  trades'  unions  de- 
manded ;  they  said  that  they  were  most 
anxious  for  the  fullest  investigation,  so 
that  they  might  have  an  opportunity  of 
removing  the  imputations  which  had  been 
cast  on  their  characters.  In  consequence 
of  what  had  taken  place  in  the  sister 
island  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
made  an  attempt  to  disabuse  the  public 
mind  of  the  working  classes  as  to  certain 
transactions  connected  with  the  combina- 
tions, and  as  to  some  unfortunate  eflfects 
they  had  had  on  the  trade  of  Dublin  ;  in 
consequence  of  this  he  was  charged  with 
being  hostile  to  the  interests  of  the  work- 
ing  classes,  and  an  attempt  was  made  to 
excite  the  feelings  of  the  people  against 
him.  He  believed  that  the  charge  was 
without  foundation,  and  that  nothing  of 
the  kind  was  true — indeed  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's whole  life  was  an  answer  to  the  charge. 
Whether  the  House  agreed  to  the  inquiry 
on  his  motion  or  on  that  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  was  immaterial ;  all 
that  he  required  was,  that  the  inquiry 
should  be  full  and  complete,  and  that  the 
unfortunate  men  who  had  been  convicted 
in  Scotland  should  be  retained  in  this 
country  until  the  investigation  was  at  an 
end.  Because  the  combination  laws  had 
been  repealed*  hon.  Gentlemen  thought 
that  the  working  men  acted  improperly  if 
they  made  any  provision  for  a  future  time 
out  of  their  weekly  wages.  So  far  from  this, 
he  thought  that  the  working  man  deserved 
credit  for  making  provision  out  of  his 
wages,  to  apply  it  when  the  day  of  want 
came  ;  and  it  was  quite  immaterial  whether 
this  was  done  by  union  amongst  the  work- 
ing classes  or  otherwise.  Indeed  it  was  a 
question  with  him  whether  the  law  should 
not  do  a  little  more  than  it  did  at  present 
for  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the 
working  classes.  The  fact  was,  that  there 
was  nothing  but  combinations  amongst  the 
rich  from  one  end  of  the  country  to 
the  other.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  there  was  a  trade  union  in  that  House. 
The  landed  proprietors  in  that  House  con- 
stituted the  large  majority,  and  took  care 
to  prevent  any  alteration  in  the  law  which 
would  make  corn  cheap.  By  doing  so  they 
thinned  the  blood  of  the  people  and  kept 
down  plethora  among  them.  He  trusted^ 
therefore,  thai  Gentlemen  in  that  House 
w/ould  be  more  chary  for  the  future  in 
making  such  charges  against  the  working 


classes.  His  hon.  and  learned  Frieod^ik 
Member  for  Dublin,  condemned  ibe  work- 
men of  that  city  because  they  did  d^i 
allow  each  tradesman  to  have  more  than » 
certain   number  of  apprentices.    He  U 
not,  however,  condemn  a  similar  pracU: 
which  existed  io  his  own   professioD,  for 
no  attorney  was  allowed  to  have  more  thia 
two  apprentices  ;  and  they  not  only  hi 
an  arrangement  amongst  themselves,  Ui 
they  got  a  statute  passed  for  the  purpcs-. 
That   rule,  therefore,    which    was  hi^Lly 
approved  of  with  regard   to  lawyers  »a> 
most  strongly  condemned  in  other  trades. 
Again,  had  they  not  a  trade  union  in  tbt 
Temple.     Had  they  not   in  that  place  a 
recent    and  remarkable  instance  of  con- 
spiracy against  the   genius  and  abiliib 
of    the    extraordinary    man     near  him- 
which  had  prevented  him  acquiring  iLat 
station  and  wealth  in  the  profession  which 
his  talents  would  have  insured   to  him' 
When  there  was   such  a  remarkable  in- 
stance of  the  preventing  the  acquisition  of 
rank  and  wealth  in  a  liberal  professioD,  bi 
a   combination   of  a  detestable  clique  in 
the  heart  of  the  metropolis,    they  should 
not    make     such     loud     complaints   of 
combinations  of  working  men   at  distant 
places  who  had  such  difficulties  to  con  tend 
with.     They  ought  not  to  sanction  such  a 
state  of  things  in  the  law,  and  punish  with 
the  utmost  rigour  poor   and   unfortuuaie 
men  who  attempted  to  gain  an  addition  lo 
their  scanty  earnings,  and  to  obtain  bread 
for  themselves  and   families.      This  wis 
the  system  that  was  pursued  with  regard 
to  the  working  classes  ;  and  be  would  asL 
any  hon.  Member  whether  he  would  not 
blush  if  he  thought  that  those  men  were 
his  countrymen,  who  could  patiently  sub- 
mit to  the  infliction  of  such  hardships  on 
them   as  the  working  classes   had   been 
subjected  to  ?     When  the  same  class  of 
persons  fought  the  battles  of  the  countr). 
no  praise  that  could  be  bestowed  on  them 
was  too  great ;  there  was  no  limit  to  (be 
applause  bestowed  on  their  brave  soldiers 
and  gallant  tars;    and   the   class  whose 
cause  he  thus  advocated,  were  possessed 
of  the  same  feelings  and  habits,  and  were 
the  fathers   and  brothers  of  those  upoQ 
whotn  praise  was  so   lavishly    bestowed. 
He  knew   not  how  to  treat  the  qucstiofl 
before  the  House  in    any   other  manner 
than  that  which  he  had  stated.     He  knew 
that  there  was  the  gi'eatest  repugnance  to 
discuss  questions  in  that  House  which  in- 
volved anything  like  an  appeal  from  the 
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decision  of  a  court  of  law.     It  was  the 
common  custom  to  state  that  it  was  inex- 
pedient to  make  that  House  a  court  of 
appeal  from  courts  of  law ;   but  he  would 
ask   to  what  other  tribunal   could   they 
appeal?      Where  could   matters  of  this 
kind   be  so  properly  discussed  as  in  that 
House  ?     It  should  be  remembered   that 
the  judges  were  not  the  masters  of  the 
public  but  the  servants.     He  did  not  wish 
to  make  any  remarks  on  the  conduct  of 
the  judges  in  any  court  of  law  ;  all  that  he 
was  anxious  for  was  securing   the  confi- 
dence and  respect  of  the  people.  He  would 
ask  the  learned  Lord  Advocate  under  what 
£nglish  statute  these  men  could  be  trans- 
ported.    He  was  aware  that  under  the 
9th    of  George  4th   it  had    been  main- 
tained that  if  they  conspired  to  commit 
assaults,   they  could  be  capitally  indicted. 
They  were  not,  however,  indicted  under 
this  statute,  indeed  no  mention  was  made 
of  it;  he  therefore  thought  the  indictment 
was  framed  under  the  common  law.     All 
the  papers  of  the  Association  were  seized 
by  the  Sheriff  when  the  documents  of  the 
committee  were  taken  by  surprise  ;  and 
he  would  ask  what  internal  evidence  these 
documents  exhibited  of  the  existence  of 
an  illegal  association  ?     But  suppose  that 
these  persons  were  present  when  the  as- 
sault was  committed,  did  it  justify  them 
in  passing  on  the  prisoners  a  sentence  of 
transportation  for  seven  years  ?     After  the 
enactment  in  the  Act  of  Parliament  which 
he  had   read   to  the  House,  he   was  of 
opinion  that  the  highest  punishment  that 
should  be  inflicted  on  the  prisoners  was 
imprisonment  for  three  months.  By  taking 
an  analogous  case  he  thought  that  a  great 
light  might  be  thrown  on  the  subject.    He 
intended  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  analogous  case  of  the  Orange 
Association.     He  knew   that  some  hon. 
Members  might  object  to  any  allusion  to 
the  Orange  Association,  but  he  did  so, 
because  it  would  show  in  what  a  difierenC 
manner  the  law  was  administered  to  this 
exalted  body,  and  to  the  humble  associa- 
tion of  workmen*     It  was  well  known  that 
the    Orange  Association   was  an   illegal 
body,  and  it  was  rendered  so  by  the  oath 
taken  by  its  members.     With  respect  to 
the  Glasgow  Association,  it  was  asserted 
that  an  oath  was  administered  :   three  of 
the  witnesses  for  the  Crown  denied  that 
there   was  such  an   oath  in   that   body ; 
again,  four  of  the  witnesses  for  the  Crown 
denied  that  there  was  any  secret  committee 


in  connection  with  the  Association.  Sucb» 
indeed,  was  the  contradiction  on  the  part 
of  the  witnesses  for  the  Crown,  that  it  was 
surprising  that  the  counsel  for  the  prison- 
ers thought  it  expedient  to  call  any  wit- 
nesses  for  the  defence.  If  this  had  taken 
place,  he  thought  the  Lord  Advocate  would 
have  felt,  that  he  had  been  placed  in  rather 
an  awkward  situation.  He  would  proceed 
to  make  a  few  remarks  as  to  what  had 
taken  place  before  the  trial.  He  had 
already  said  that  600/.  had  been  offered  for 
information  which  would  lead  to  convic* 
tion.  But  how  were  the  witnesses  treated 
bel'ore  the  trial  7  The  four  chief  witnesses 
for  the  Crown  were  confined  together  in 
one  room.  These  men  were  members  of 
the  Association,  were  confined  together  in 
one  room,  and  they  were  in  expectation  of 
receiving  the  600/.  if  their  evidence  should 
convict  the  prisoners.  Need  he  add,  that 
by  pursuing  this  course,  the  witnesses  had 
every  opportunity  of  agreeing  to  the  evi- 
dence they  should  give,  and  of  framing  it 
in  a  way  which  was  most  likely  to  lead  to 
conviction.  On  the  trial  no  objection  was 
allowed  against  the  testimony  of  these 
witnesses,  although  they  had  lived  to- 
gether ;  but  the  judges  refused  to  receive 
the  evidence  of  two  witnesses  for  the 
defence,  because  they  had,  previously  to 
the  trial,  signed  a  declaration  that  Mac«- 
neil  was  not  on  the  spot  when  the  murder 
was  committed  on  the  night  it  took  place. 
He  did  not  understand  how  the  impartial 
administration  of  justice  could  be  pro- 
moted by  receiving  the  evidence  on  one 
side,  and  refusing  to  receive  the  evidence 
of  witnesses  for  the  defence,  for  the 
simple  reason  he  had  stated.  But  he 
might  be  told  that  the  witnesses  were 
put  into  gaol  for  protection  ;  there  was 
no  necessity  however,  for  putting  them  in 
one  room ;  there  was  no  necessity  for 
cooping  them  up  in  one  narrow  spot  where 
they  could  have  an  opportunity  of  con- 
versing together  on  the  evidence  they 
would  be  called  upon  to  give  on  the  trial. 
He  should  now  return  to  the  Orange  As- 
sociation, and  what  he  wanted  to  establish 
was,  that  if  the  law  was  to  be  administered 
to  the  people,  it  should  be  administered 
with  strict  and  undeviating  impartiality. 
It  had  been  elicited  by  the  Committee  of 
that  House  which  inquired  into  the  nature 
of  the  Orange  Association,  that'oaths  were 
taken  by  its  members,  yet  had  any  of  the 
nobles  and  right  honourables  of  the  land, 
who  were  the  leaders  of  that  Associationi 
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been  prosecuted  or  punished  ?    Not  one : 
and  why,  then,  inflict  this  severe  punish- 
ment on  poor  men  daily  struggling  for  their 
bread,  and  who,  if  they  had  sinned  in  this 
matter  at  all,  had  not  sinned  because  they 
were  vicious.     If  justice  were  to  be  ad- 
ministered, let  it  be  with  an  even  hand. 
And  what  was   the  oath   taken    by   this 
Orange  Association,  which  boasted  that  it 
could  raise  150,000  men  at  a  minute's  no- 
tice, through  the  influence  and  interest  of 
those  who  were  its  heads,  and  than  which 
a  more  dangerous  Association,   more  rife 
with  peril  to  the  Crown  and  to  all  the  in- 
stitutions of  the  country,   never  existed  in 
any   state  ?      Its   organization   was   most 
complete,  and  the  oath  which  it  imposed 
on   its  members   the    most    solemn   and 
binding  that  could  be  framed.     What  was 
that  oath  ?  *'  I,  A .  B.,  do  solemnly  swear  that 
I  will,  to  the  best  of  my  ability,  defend  the 
present  King  and  Royal  Family," — yes — 
"  defend  the  present  Kingand  Royal Fami« 
ly,  so  long  as  he  and  they  support  the  Pro- 
testant ascendancy."    So  that  here  were 
150,000   men  taking  a  qualified  oath  of 
allegiance.      And  who  were   to  be    the 
judges  as  to  whether  the  King  supported 
the   Protestant   ascendancy  ?      Why  the 
heads  of  the  Association.  Well,  just  so  long 
as  the  King,  in  the  opinion  of  these  parties, 
supported  the  Protestant  ascendancy,  and 
no  longer,  did  the  Association  pledge  it- 
self to  defend  the  King.     Then  came   a 
paragraph  having  reference  to  the  secrets 
of  the  Association: — **  And  I  do  further 
swear  thai  I  will  always  conceal,  and  never 
reveal,  any  part  or  parts  of  what  is  now 
about  to   be   privately  communicated  to 
me  till  empowered  to   do  so  by  the  au- 
thorised heads  of  the  Association,"  &c. 
And  who  were  among  the  heads  of  this 
Association  ?      The   noble    Member    for 
Bucks,  opposite,  the  Duke  of  York,  the 
Duke  of  Cumberland,  the  Bishop  of  Salis- 
bury,  **  the  lord   prelate  of  the  order," 
Lord  Lowther,  Lord  Kenyon,  Sir  Robert 
Peake — not  Sir   Robert  Peel — the   Mar- 
quess of  Thomond,  and  other  nobles  and 
great  men  of  the  land,  too  numerous  to 
mention.     But  it  might  be  said,  this  was 
a  religious  Association,   established   only 
from  the  purest  of  motives;    but  he  had 
shovrn  that  it  was  a  political  institution, 
and  he  had  also  shown  that  its  members 
took  a  qualified  oath  of  allegiance.     One 
of  the  persons  examined  by  this  Commit- 
tee  was   a    Mr.  Whittle,  a  maltster,   of 
Rochdale,  who  stated  that  he  had  been 


an  Orangeman  for  twenty  years,  bot  had 
been   expelled  in    1835,     by  the    Gtaad 
Lodge  held  at  Lord  Kenyon's,  becaaie  he 
had  voted  for  the  Liberal  candidate  lor 
Rochdale ;     and,    further,    that    several 
other  Orangemen    had  been  expdled  on 
similar  grounds.     The  Orange   Aaaocia- 
tion  was,  therefore,  not  only  in  the  high- 
est degree  a  dangerous  Association,  but 
it  was  an  unlawful  one.     Seeing,  there- 
fore,   that  it  was  an   unlawful  Associa- 
tion, and  that  some  of  the  greatest  men 
in  the  land  belonged  to  it,  what  most  be 
the  feelings   of  the  working   millions  of 
this  country,  when  they   found   that  no 
prosecution   had   been  instituted    against 
any    one   Member  of    that  Association, 
while  people  were  sent  hunting  and  peer. 
ing  about  the  country  for  the  purpose  of 
discovering  any  persons  who  might  have 
been  guilty  of  violating  the  law  in  these 
trades'  unions.     What  he  asked  was,  that 
these  men  should  not  be  sent  away  until 
an  inquiry  had  been  made  into  this  Glas- 
gow  Cotton   Spinners'  Association.     He 
asked   for  no  inquiry  into   the  trial.     It 
might,  perhaps,  be  said,  that  there  was  no 
parallel  between  the  case  of  this  Associa- 
tion and  the  case  of  the  Orange  Associa- 
tion— that  no  serious  outrages  had  arisen 
out  of  the  Orange  Association.      But  this 
was  a    mistake.      Near   Glasgow   itself, 
serious    outrages    had   been    caused    by 
Orangemen,  in  one  of  which,  a  constable, 
was  shot  by  an  Orangeman.     The  mur- 
derer was  taken  and  executed,  and  here 
the  question  arose,  if  the  assault  at  Mde 
End  could  be  traced  to  the  leaders  of  the 
Cotton  Spinners'  Association,  merely  be- 
cause the  parties  committing  it  were  con* 
nected  with  that  Association,  how  was  it 
that  the  leaders  of  the  Orange  Association 
were  not  prosecuted  for  the  murder  com- 
mitted on  the  constable  by  one  of  their 
body?     If  there   was  culpability  in  one 
case  there  was  criminality  in  the  other. 
This  was  a  mode  of  administering  the  law 
which  would  be  productive  of  the  most 
frightful  consequences.      If  they  wished 
the  Crown  to  be  respected,  the  courts  of 
justice  to  be  beloved,   they  roust  keep  the 
fountain  of  justice  free  from  all  impurity 
and  corruption.      The    hon.   Gentleman 
concluded  by  stating  that  he  should  only 
move  the  first  resolution  of  which  he  bid 
given  notice,  which  the  hon.  Member  read 
as     follows  : — "  That  this  House  is  of 
opinion  that  a  Select  Committee  should  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  coD8titutioO| 
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practices,  and  effects  of  a  society  which 
bas  long  existed  in  Scotland,  under  the 
title  of  *  the  Association  of  Operative 
Cotton  Spinners  of  Glasgow  and  its  neigh- 
bourhood.' " 

The  Lard  Advocate  was  bound  to  ac- 
knowledge the  perfect  courtesy  with  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  brought  forward 
this  question.    But  while  he  acknowledged 
this  personal  courtesy  to  its  fullest  extent, 
he  must  regret  that,  in  reference  to  other 
persons,  not  present  to  defend  themselves, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  some  obser- 
vations which  he  conceived  to  be  totally 
unfounded.     He  referred  to  the  opii^ions 
alleged   to  have  been   delivered  b^  the 
learned  Judges,  and  he  must  say,  that, 
with  the  exception  of  one  particular  allu- 
sion only,  no  such  opinions  had  been  de- 
livered by  them — and  before  he  concluded 
the  observations  he  had  to  make,  he  would 
direct  the  attention  of  the  House  particu- 
larly to  an  opinion  of  one  of  the  Judges 
in  a  case  allied  to  the  present,  and  which 
he  should  submit  to  the  House  as  express- 
ing sentiments  honourable  to  any  Judge 
in    any  country.      But   when   the    h  n 
Member  complained  that  an  observation 
had  fallen  from  one  of  the  Judges  to  the 
effect  that  the  guilty  persons  were  pun- 
ished for  the  sake  of  example,  and  not 
because  of  what  they  had  do^ie,  it  might 
be  asked  what  punishments  at  all  were 
adjudged  in  any  part  of  these  realms  but 
as  an  example  ?     In  no  case  was  punish- 
ment dealt  out  on  a  criminal  in  satisfac- 
tion of  the  vengeance  of  the  prosecuting 
party,  but  for  the  good  of  society  alone, 
for  the  repression  of   crime ;    on    such 
grounds  alone  was  a  judge  justified  in 
pronouncing    the   sentence    of  the    law 
against  any  individual.     Such  a  sentiment 
as  this   was    doubtless   uttered    by    the 
learned  Judge,  but  in  every  other  respect 
the  imperfect  and  erroneous  view  which 
had  been  given  by  the  hon.  Member  of 
the  opinions  delivered    by    the    learned 
Judge,  showed  that  he  had  been  entirely 
misinformed  as  to  the  real  facts  of  the 
case.     He  regretted  that  he  had  not  been 
present  when  the   hon.   Gentleman  first 
brought  the  question  before  the  House, 
but  he  had  had  no  idea,  from  the  feeling 
which  prevailed  in  Scotland   respecting 
these  proceedings,  that  they  were  likely  to 
engage  the  attention  of  the  House  during 
the  short  interval  between  the  assembling 
of  Parliament  and  the  recess.      Had  he 
been  at  all  aware  that  it  would  be  brought 


forward,  he  would  have  taken  care  to  have 
been  in  his  place.  As  it  was,  the  hon. 
Member  would  do  him  the  justice  to  admit 
that  since  the  re-assembling  of  Parliament, 
he  had  manifested  no  desire  for  delay  in 
bringing  the  question  under  the  consider- 
ation of  the  House.  On  the  contrary,  he 
much  rejoiced  that  it  was  now  before  the 
House,. so  that  the  whole  matter  might  be 
fully  considered,  and  the  justice  of  the 
laws  of  Scotland  vindicated.  It  had  been 
stated,  that  many  of  those  summoned  on 
the  jury  were  confessedly  so  prejudiced  as 
to  be  unfit  to  try  the  case,  but  how  Stood 
the  fact?  That  every  advantage  had  been 
in  this  respect,  as  in  others,  given  to  the 
persons  accused,  and  had  been  fully  ex* 
ercised  by  them.  Not  fewer  than  twenty- 
five  challenges  were  made  to  the  jury  by 
the  prisoners,  while  not  one  single  chal- 
lenge was  made  on  the  part  of  the  Crown. 
Indeed,  it  had  seldom  happened,  except 
in  cases  of  treason,  that  the  privilege  of 
challenging  had  been  carried  so  far,  and 
he  might  add,  that  so  far  as  he  knew  of  the 
public  opinion  of  Edinburgh,  very  few  per- 
sons there  were  prejudiced  on  the  subject. 
The  question  before  the  House  had  been  in 
some  degree  placed  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  a  more  favourable  footing  than 
some  other  cases,  where  the  object  was  to 
have  the  trial  reviewed  and  the  judgment 
amended,  but  this  was  disclaimed  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  and,  being  so  disclaimed, 
he  had  no  occasion  to  make  any  further 
remarks,  except,  indeed,  this — that  no 
tribunal  was  less  fitted  to  try  a  case  of 
this  nature  than  either  a  Committee  of  the 
House,  or  the  House  itself.  He  did  not, 
however,  mean  for  a  moment  to  dispute 
but  that  if  any  flagrant  wrong  had  been 
committed,  that  if  the  law  was  in  anyway 
defective,  or  if  the  public  officer  had 
failed  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty,  the 
House  might  very  properly  give  redress  in 
such  a  case  by  amending  the  law,  or  ad- 
dressing the  Crown  to  remove  the  person 
who  had  acted  in  a  manner  unworthy  of 
his  situation,  and  he  would  say  at  once, 
that,  in  his  opinion,  any  individual  would 
be  most  unworthy  of  that  high  station 
who  should  manifest  any  feelings  adverse 
to  the  industrious  classes,  any  man  would 
exhibit  himself  equally  deficient  in  all  the 
qualities  of  heart  or  head,  who  had  not 
as  much  regard  and  affection  for,  as  much 
joy  and  pleasure  in,  the  prosperity  and 
happiness  of  those  classes,  as  in  that  of 
persons  of  station  and  wealth.    The  hon, 
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secation,  and  exposed   themselves  even 
to  the  danger  of  losing  their  lives.     Such 
being  the  difficulties  in  the  way,  he  always 
felt  extremely  uncertain  as  to  what  would 
be  the  nature  of  the  evidence  that  might 
be  given.     It  was  evident  that  the  pri- 
soners had  the  means  of  using  an  influ- 
ence far    greater  than   that   which    any 
public  prosecutor  could  exercise.      This 
state  of  things  could  not  be  disputed,  for 
crimes  were  committed  in  Glasgow  and  its 
neighbourhood  sometimes  under  cover  of 
the  night,  and  sometimes  in  the  open  day, 
and  though  large  rewards  were  ofiered  for 
their  detection,  no  person  came  forward 
to  give  evidence.      It  could  not  be  ex- 
pected, that  in  such  cases  the  evidence 
would  always  be  clear  and  overwhelming, 
but  in  this  instance  a  feeling  of  remorse 
on  the  part  of  many,  and  a  desire  for  the 
restoration  of  tranquillity  on  the  part  of 
others,  who  regretted  the  violence  that  had 
been  committed,  occasioned  them  to  come 
forward  for  the  purpose  of  establishing 
the  facts.   The  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
had  asserted  that  the  law  of   Scotland 
punished  offences  of  this  nature  with  far 
more  severity  than  that  of  England,  but 
he  was  sure  the  House  would  not  think 
transportation  for  seven  years  too  severe 
a  punishment  for  a  crime  so  grave,  or  that 
the  punishment  inflicted   on  the  Airdrie 
rioters  was  disproportioned  to  their  oflen- 
ces.    The  law  of  Scotland^  while  it  sub- 
sisted,  must   be   administered,    and    he 
hoped  the  House  would  support  the  judges 
of  the  land  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty. 
The  hon.   Member   had    observed,    that 
punishment  was  awarded  on  three  only  of 
the  acts  charged,  but  the  tenth  charge  of 
employing  persons  to  enter  the  house  of 
a  cotton-spinner,   named   Donaghey,    at 
night,  had  been  found  by  the  jury  to  be 
proved.  The  court,  however,  had  declined 
to  pass  any  sentence  regarding  this  charge, 
on  account  of  the  failure  of  one  of  the 
previous  charges.     So  far,  therefore,  from 
any  undue  harshness  or  severity  being 
used  towards  the  prisoners,  they  had  all 
the  advantages  which  the  leniency  of  the 
law  could  allow  them.     It  was  impossible 
to  forget  that  the  charges  on  which  they 
were    convicted    were    distinctly  proved 
against  them,  or  that  the  offences  might, 
if  unpunished,  be  followed  by  consequences 
the  most  dangerous    to    the  welfare  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  populous  district  in 
which  they  were  committed.     One  of  the 
individuals  whom  the  prisoners  were  8us« 


pected  to  have  employed,  was  appr^ 
bended  and  brought  to  trial  at  Glasgow 
for  the  outrage  he  had  committed  at  the 
very  time  the  trials  in  Edinburgh  were 
going  on.  What  followed  ?  As  was  fre- 
quently the  case  as  regarded  crimes  com- 
mitted under  the  authority  of  the  asso- 
ciation, the  man  pleaded  guilty,  thinking 
it,  no  doubt,  better  to  do  so,  inasmuch  ts 
the  offence  could  be  easily  proved. 
Thomas  Riddle  was  the  prisoner's  oame. 
He  begged  to  read  to  the  House  the 
judgment  Lord  Cockbum  passed  upon  the 
prisoner.  The  learned  Lord  read  as 
follows : — 

"Thomas  Riddle,  it  is  impossible  not  to  bs 
sorry,  as  well  as  surprised,  at  seeing  a  peisoo 
of  your  appearance  where  you  are.    But  you 
have  comniitted  a  very   great   crime,  and  in 
order  that  neither  you,  nor  anybody  else,  may 
have  any  pretence  for  not    understanding  its 
atrocity,  I  shall  tell  you  tlie  facts,  as  stated  in 
the  indictment  to  which  you  have  oow  pleaded 
guilty.   The  indictment  sets  forth  that  you  bad 
struck  work.     But  this  is   not  your  crime— it 
is  not  even  a  part  of  it.     The  law  now  entitles 
you,  and  every  man,  to  strike  work  when  he 
pleases.     Your  labour  is  your  own,  and  you 
may  sell  it  as  you  please.     So  may  every  other 
man  by  law.    Whether  there  be  certaio  per- 
sons who  won't  let  this  law  be  acted  upon  we 
shall  see  immediately.    The  indictment  also 
states,  that  you  struck  in  concert  with  a  nam- 
ber  of  other  operative  cotton-spinners.    But 
this  is  no  part  of  your  crime  either.    The  la'^ 
not  only  allows  every  man  to  demand  what 
wages  he  pleases,  and  to  refuse  working  if  he 
does  not  get  them,  but  it  allows  him  to  arrange 
and  combine  with  others,  in  order  that  by 
concerted  strikes,  they  may  make  their  joint 
demand  more  effectual.  Masters  may  combine 
against  workmen,  and  workmen  against  mas- 
ters.  By  law  the  market  of  labour,  like  that  of 
capital,  is  free.    Would  that  the  woricmeo  of 
this    country    had  always  shown  thcmsche 
worthy  of  the  recent  removal  of  the  old  restric- 
tions on  the  power  of  demanding  what  wa^f' 
they  chose,  and   of  uniting  to  enforce  this 
demand.    But    your  crime  is  this — namely, 
that  you,  along  with  some  of  your  vaodatOf 
invaded  the  house  in  which  a  person  lived 
who  chose  to  be  satisfied  with  lower  wages 
than  you  and  they  were  holding  out  for;  t^^j 
you    did    this    under    cloud  of  night,   ap^ 
when  the  inmates   were  in  bed;  that  ^Hh 
sticks,  stones,  and  menaces  you  broke  open 
the  door,   and  even  shook  bricks  from  tl^e 
partition  in  which  it  was  fixed ;  that  yon  threw 
the  inmates  into  a  state  of  great  terror  ana 
alarm ;  and  that  you  compelled  the  workmafl 
you  were  in  quest  of  *  under  terror  of  per- 
sonal violence,  and  in  fear  of  his  life,  to  swear 
or  promise,  that  he  would  leave  the  colton'ini'^ 
in  which  he  was  then  working/     Now>»^^ 
this  is  bad ;  but  its  chief  guilt  consists  ifl  ^ 
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motive  and  object  for  ^rhich  it  was  all  done. 
Tills    object  is  set  fortb   to   have   been   '  for 
the    wicked   and    felonious   purpose  of  com- 
pelling a  workman  to  leave  his  employment/ 
in  order  that  you  might  thereby  give  efficacy  to 
your  own  demand.    This  is  your  crime  :  that 
you  tried  to  deprive  that  man  of  the  disposal 
of  his  own  particular  labour — that,  not  content 
"with  the  liberty  of  selling  your  own  strength 
and    skill  at  your  pleasure^  you  denied  that 
liherty  to  another ;  and  attempted,  by  violence, 
to  dictate  to  that  man  the  terms  on  which  he 
should  sell  his.     For  this  crime,  and  for  its 
attendant  circumstances,  you  are  to  be  trans- 
ported  for  seven   years.     If  you   think    this 
punishment  severe,  this  can  only  be  because 
you  choose  to  shut  your  eyes  to  the  wickedness 
and  to  the  plain  consequences  of  what  you  and 
others  have  been  doing.   The  labour  of  a  poor 
man  is   his  principal  property;  and  he  who 
robs  him  of  this  makes  fiim  a  beggar.    Yet 
there  are  masses  of  people   who  set  them- 
selves up  as  the  dictators  of  the  market  of 
labour,  and  who  have  the  audacity  to  band 
themselves  together  in  defence  of  this  tyranny. 
These  persons  not  only  abstain  from  working 
themselves,  which  the  law  leaves  them  at  per- 
fect liberty    to  do,   but  they  proclaim  that 
nobody  elak  shall  work  for  less ;  and  if  their 
insolent  mandate  be  disregarded  they  enforce 
it  by  violence,  and  then  declare  themselvesthe 
friends  of  free  trade.    How  anything  so  ini- 
quitous   and  absurd  should   ever    enter  the 
minds  of  the  educated  people  of  Scotland  has 
always  appeared  to  me  incomprehensible." 

He  referred  the  House  to  this  address, 
which  he  believed   to  be  accurarely  re- 
ported, as  a  fair  exposition  of  the  opinions 
of  the  judges  on  the  subject.     He  should 
not  consider  it  necessary  for  him  to  dwell 
further  on  the  details  of  the  law  of  this 
case,  if  it  were  not  that  elsewhere  there 
had    been     statements    made     impugn- 
ing the  conduct,  nay,  attacking  in   the 
most  violent  terms,  the  conduct  of  those 
who  had  instituted  the   prosecntions  in 
Scotland.     It  was  said,   elsewhere,  that 
these  prosecutions  had  been  conducted  in 
the  most  bungling  manner,  that  there  had 
been  every  sort  of   blunder  committed, 
and  that  in  consequence  of  those  blunders 
the  trial  had  been  delayed,  and  the  indi- 
viduals had  been  subjected  to  a  long  and 
severe  imprisonment.      His  answer  was, 
not  merely  that  the  statement  was  on  the 
whole  not  true — but  that  it  was  the  very 
opposite  of  any  thing  approaching  to  truth. 
With  respect  to  the  indictment,  his  answer 
was,  that  lawyers  of  great  ability  had  it 
for  a  long  time  under  their  consideration, 
and  the  result  was,  that  the  court  unani. 
measly  sustained   it.     On   what  ground 
fiid  any  noble  and  learped  Lord,  in  any 


place,  consider  himself  entitled  to  assert, 
without  saying  what  it  was,  that  there  was 
any  defect  or  blunder — on  what  ground 
did  he  consider  himself  entitled  to  make 
such  an  assertion,  not  only  against  the 
whole  of  the  authority  of  the  professional 
persons  who  had  been  engaged,  but  in 
opposition  also  to  the  authority  of  the 
court  ?  It  was  not  a  little  extraordinary 
even  if  there  had  been  mistakes — if  in  a 
case  of  such  great  interest  there  had  been 
some  oversight.  Was  it  not  novel  with 
those  who  had  belonged  to  the  profession 
of  the  law  to  talk  in  that  tone,  and  with 
that  feeling  of  the  proceedings?  But 
when  there  was  no  foundation  whatever 
for  the  remarks,  when  it  was  quite  clear 
that  there  was  none,  it  was  extraordinary 
that  any  individual  who  had  filled  a  high 
legal  station  for  years  with  honour  and 
credit  should  make  a  statement,  not  only 
reflecting  on  lawyers  of  the  highest  emi- 
nence, but  even  without  the  least  foun- 
dation in  point  of  fact.  The  statement 
was,  that  the  trial  had  been  delayed. 
Now,  before  the  trial  came  on»  and  be- 
fore its  result  could  be  known,  he  had  ex- 
plained that  the  reason  why  the  trial  bad 
been  delayed  was,  that  the  public  prose- 
cutor had  received  some  fresh  informa- 
tion. And  was  he  not  justified  in  obtain- 
ing all  the  important  information  that  he 
could  ?  He  entered  the  court  with  a 
belief  that  the  trial  would  come  on,  but 
after  the  argument  of  counsel  accounts 
from  Glasgow  were  received  from  the 
sheriff,  stating  that  some  important  docu- 
ments, which  before  it  had  been  impossi- 
ble to  recover,  had  been  obtained,  with 
other  important  evidence,  and  it  was  left 
to  him  to  say  whether  the  trial  should  g^ 
on  or  not.  Now,  in  a  case  of  this  sort, 
in  which  murder  had  been  committed, 
would  any  public  prosecutor  have  hesitated 
to  delay  the  trial,  in  order  to  avail  himself 
of  the  fresh  evidence.  He  desired  the 
sheri£r  to  pursue  his  inquiries,  which  he 
did,  though  with  the  greatest  diflBcully, 
He  could  not  see  the  witnesses  except  by 
stealth,  without  exposing  them  to  the  per- 
secution of  the  association  ;  and  was  it  to 
be  told  in  the  high  places  that  this  trial 
was  delayed  in  order  to  recover  blunders 
and  errors — blunders  and  errors  that  ex- 
isted nowhere  but  in  the  fancy  of  tbe 
noble  and  learned  Lord  who  thought  pro- 
per to  make  that  statement?  He  supposed 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  could  not 
be  aware  tbut  he  bad  stated  tbe  |;roupd 
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on  which  the  trial  had  been  delayed,  be- 
cause he  could  not  imagine  that  if  he  bad 
been  aware  of  that  statement,  he  would 
have  made  the  observations  he  did  in  re- 
ference to  a  person  whom  that  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  known  for  forty  years, 
whose  character,  however  inferior  it  was 
for  talent  and  ability,  had  at  least  been 
not  less  distinguished  for  straightforward 
conduct  and  veracity  than  even  that  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  himself, 
honourable  as  he  believed  his  character  to 
be,  but  in  that  humble  and  low  attribute 
to  which  all  men  might  lay  claim,  he 
thought  he  was  not  guilty  of  any  remark- 
able presumption  in  saying  that  he  con- 
sidered himself  his  equal.  Whatever  had 
been  remarked  about  his  own  abilities  as 
a  lawyer  was  comparatively  of  small  im- 
portance, but  the  charge  made  affected 
not  only  himself.  He  did  not  suppose  that 
it  was  meant  to  attack  him  personally, 
but,  fearing  that  it  might  affect  other  per- 
sons, particularly  a  very  able  and  rising 
man  in  his  profession,  when  it  was  charged 
that  there  had  been  gross  delay,  he  felt  it 
to  be  his  duty  to  come  forward  and  prove 
to  the  House  that  this  case  had  been  con- 
ducted not  only  with  perfect  fairness,  but 
he  trusted  with  zeal,  humanity,  and  mo- 
deration. He  considered  that  the  explan- 
ation he  had  given  was  due  to  the  Govern- 
ment, which  had  been  attacked  on 
account  of  these  prosecutions,  for  the 
misplaced  confidence  which  they  were 
said  to  have  reposed  in  those  who  con* 
ducted  them,  but  above  all,  to  the  country, 
who  have  a  right  to  expect  that  in  such 
matters  as  this,  concerning  the  freedom, 
the  rights  of  property,  and  the  lives  of  a 
large  and  valuable  portion  of  the  commu* 
nity^justice  should  be  zealously,  humanely, 
and  impartially  administered. 

Sir  E,  Sugden  said,  that,  in  his  judg- 
ment, it  had  been  proved  that  the  pri 
soners  were  rightly  found  guilty,  and  that 
the  punishment  was  not  greater  than  was 
necessary.  He  had  looked  over  the  evi- 
dence with  the  utmost  attention  and  that 
suspicion  which  such  evidence  induced ; 
but  it  did  appear  to  him  on  the  evidence, 
without  feeling  any  bias  from  other  causes 
in  operation  on  his  mind,  that  he  could 
not  have  voted  for  the  motion  of  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  had  given 
notice,  but  had  since,  as  he  understood, 
withdrawn,  for  an  address  to  the  Crown, 
prayinff  the  Gommutatiou  of  the  sentence 
which  had  been  passed  on  the  five  con- 


victed cotton-spinners.      It  appeared   to 
him  that  no  case  had  ever  been  investi- 
gated with  more  atteDtioo.     No  adrui- 
tages  bad  been  taken,  as  far  as  he  could 
find,  against  the  prisoners  in  any  paiticQ- 
lar,  while  the  atrocity  of  the  ofienoe  vas 
greater  probably  than  any  of  which  man 
could  be    guilty.     There  was   no  crioie, 
and  the  fact  was  never  shown  to  a  greater 
degree  of  clearness  than  in  this  case,  to 
which  combination  rising  into  conspiracy 
could  not   instigate.     A   more    atrocioos 
case,  he  must  say,  he  coald  not  coDcetve ; 
and  that  the  law  had  not  been  ezerctsed 
rigorously  in  it  he  felt  himself  bound  to 
declare.      The    system     of   combination 
which  prevailed  was  worthy  of  the  best 
attention :    in    the   case   in  question,  it 
appeared  that  the  sums  expended  on  the 
part  of  the  association  exceeded  in  ambunt 
10,000/.,  and    while    the   workmen  were 
going  into  this  expenditure  hundreds  and 
thousands    of   persons    dependent    upon 
them  were  thrown  oat  of  bread.     When 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Wak- 
ley)  said  that  that  House  was  not  aafli- 
ciently  sensible  to  the  interests  and  wishes 
of  the  lower  orders,  he  answered  for  him- 
self and  for  hon.  Gentlemen   near   him, 
and   he  believed  that  there  was  not  a 
Gentleman  in  that  House  who   did   not 
sympathise  with  every  true  interest  of  the 
poor,  and  he  believed  that  he  who  could 
prevail  upon  them  to  lay  aside  their  com- 
bination would  prove  their  best  and  truest 
friend.      As   to    the    hon.    Gentleman's 
remark  of  the  harshness  of  these  proceed* 
ings,  he  would  say,  that  the  harshness  of 
these  combinations  and  the  excessive  cru- 
elty was  such,  that  if  the  law  inflicted  the 
one-thousandth  part  of  it,  there  would  be 
no  end  to  the  complaints  that  would  be 
made.     Upon  the  whole,  he  had  come  to 
the  conclusion,  that  the  evidence  justified 
the  verdict,  and  that  the  sentence  which 
had  been  passed  ought  not  to  be  com- 
muted under  the  peculiar  circumstances* 
Mr.  O'Connell,  as  well  as  the   learned 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  had 
also  read  the  evidence  with  great  attention, 
and  he  felt  that  it   gave  the  House  no 
right  to  impeach  the   conduct  of  either 
the  bench,  the  jury,  or   the  prosecutors. 
He  thought  his  hon.  Friend  was  right  in 
not  pressing  his  motion  for  a  mitigation 
of  punishment.    He  did  not  see  that  there 
was  any  fair  ground  stated  for  an  inquiry 
into  the  Glasgow  case  in  particular  ;  but 
if  the  system  which  had  been  so  properly 
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denounced  prevailed  more  extensively — if 
combinations,  not  only  illegal,  but   des- 
potic and  tyrannical,  existed  in  any  part 
of  the  empire,    it  was    the   duty  of  the 
House  to  give  protection  to  the  labourer, 
so  as  to    enable   him  to  dispose   of  his 
labour  freely.     He  believed  that  no  laws 
could   have  been  more  unjust   than    the 
combination  laws  were   before   they  had 
been  repealed  by  Mr.  Hume's  Act.     Two 
persons  meeting  together  to  raise  to  its 
highest  price  any  commodity,  if  it  were 
not  for-  labour,  might  so  combine ;    but 
the  moment  they  met  to  raise  the  price  of 
labour  they  were  considered  to  be  guilty 
of  a  crime  in  the  eye  of  the  law.     It  was 
true  that  employers  might  also  be  found 
guilty  of  a  crime,  but  then  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  detect  them,  and  they  were 
also  protected  by  their  wealth ;    but  the 
poor     man     was     easily    detected     and 
punished.     He  had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty, 
and  a  most  painful  one,  to  take  an  active 
part  in  the  matter,  and  this  at  the  risk  of 
a  great  deal  of  his  popularity.     He  had 
in  doing  so  of  course  been  misrepresented; 
and  he  would  avail  himself  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  stating  what  his  objects  were. 
He  was  quite  content  with  Mr.  Hume's 
Act,  and  was  extremely  anxious  that  the 
.  labouring  classes  should    have    the  full 
benefit  of  it.     It  repealed  an  unjust  law; 
and  he  did  not  wish  for  any  more  law, 
certainly,  than  was  to  be  found  in   Mr. 
Hume's  Act.     He  called  it  iMr.  Hume's 
Act.     He  did  believe  that  whenever  the 
country  lost  that  hon.  Gentleman — and 
he  conceived  that  whenever  it  did  happen 
it  would  be  a  great  loss  —  but  that  no 
more    honourable    inscription    could    be 
placed  on  his  tomb  than  that  he  was  the 
person  that  brought  in  that  Act  of  Par- 
liament.     That  at  least  was   his  belief. 
That    Act     stated    what     it    was     that 
was    permitted    to  be    done    in    future. 
It  allowed  combination  to  every  class  of 
workmen.      They    could    combine    and 
agree  together  to  obtain  more  wages  than 
they  had  before,  or  to  prevent  their  wages 
from  being  lowered.     It  was  fair  for  them 
to  combine  for  such  purposes.     This  they 
could  do  for  themselves ;  but  the  moment 
they    attempted    to    coerce    others,    the 
moment  that  they  carried   the  effect  of 
their  combination    to   any   other   indivi- 
duals, that  instant  crime  commenced,  and 
they  were  not  only  guilty  of  a  crime  in 
the  eye  of  the  law,  but  also  of  a  moral 
crime,  and  they  inflicted  a  robbery  upon 


others.  The  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
seemed  to  think  that  the  sentence  which 
had  been  passed  was  contradictory  to  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  for  having  read  those 
particulars  which  were  not  included  within 
legal  combination,  the  hon.  Member  said 
that  the  punishment  for  any  of  those 
offences  was  only  three  months'  imprison- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  had  not  read 
the  Act  with  the  eye  of  a  lawyer.  The 
crimes  were  made  so  punishable  by  a  sum- 
mary process  by  the  seventh  section  ;  but 
the  Legislature,  in  allowing  a  summary 
process  before  magistrates,  only  limited 
the  punishment  to  persons  **  being  con- 
victed thereof  in  the  manner  hereinafter 
mentioned."  Where  there  were  no  judge 
and  no  jury  to  decide,  and  where  the 
summary  process  was  permitted,  the 
punishment  was  not  to  exceed  three 
months'  imprisonment.  But  where  there 
was  an  indictment  for  a  conspiracy,  then 
the  case  would  be  tried  before  a  judge 
and  a  jury,  both  in  England  and  Ireland ; 
and  if  a  conviction  took  place,  a  much 
longer  punishment  could  be  inflicted :  and> 
as  it  seemed  in  Scotland,  even  transporta- 
tion could  be  imposed.  There  was,  then, 
no  violation  of  the  Act  on  the  conviction 
that  had  taken  place.  The  object  of  the 
Act  was  to  secure  individual  freedom. 
The  very  recital  of  the  Act  showed  that 
it  was  intended  upon  the  one  hand  to 
make  coinbination  perfectly  legal,  and 
upon  the  other,  to  punish  the  infringe-  • 
raent  upon  the  rights  of  third  persons. 
The  Act  had  been  called  the  great  charter 
of  the  workmen  of  this  country,  and  it 
was  so.  That  charter  distinctly  recog- 
nised the  right  of  each  individual  to  his 
liberty,  and  the  law  protected  that  indi- 
vidual in  the  exercise  of  his  labour.  The 
efforts  made  by  combinators  to  raise  their 
wages  when  confined  to  themselves  were 
legitimate,  and  as  long  as  they  kept 
within  the  bounds  of  the  law  they  ought 
not  to  be  disturbed  ;  but  it  appeared  that 
they  had  forgotten  the  maxims  on  which 
they  ought  to  act.  They  were  not  entitled 
to  wages  out  of  capital ;  they  were  only 
entitled  to  them  out  of  profits,  and  if 
their  employers  made  no  profits  the  wages 
must  decrease.  Wages,  which  were  the 
price  of  labour,  must  depend  upon  the 
demand  ;  and  when  the  supply  was  greater 
than  the  demand,  the  price  of  labour  of 
course  must  be  lowered.  This  was  the 
condition  of  Ireland;  there  was  a  great 
supply  of  labour,  and  a  small  demand  for 
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it.  Labour  was  in  such  quantities  that 
labourers  were  ready  to  accept  the  small 
wages  of  sixpence  a*  day.  Labour  there 
was  so  cheap  because  there  was  no  demand 
for  it.  The  question,  then,  in  Ireland 
was,  how  was  the  demand  to  be  created  ? 
There  was  but  one  way  of  creating  the 
demand.  It  was  only  to  be  created  by 
tempting  capitalists  to  the  country,  in 
order  that  having  cheap  labour  they  might 
have  profits  from  it.  The  misfortune  of 
Ireland  was,  that  workmen,  impatient  of 
their  present  state  of  suffering,  did  not 
wait  for  a  gradual  and  progressive  im- 
provement, but  they  endeavoured  by 
monopoly  to  obtain  that  which  ought  to 
arise  from  the  competition  of  employers. 
The  workmen  of  the  city  of  Dublin  (for 
bis  attention  was  directed  to  Ireland) 
sought  a  remedy  in  monopoly.  They  had 
endeavoured  to  narrow  the  supply,  in  order 
that  the  demand  might  be  kept  up  and 
the  amount  of  the  wages  preserved.  The 
demand  did  not  equal  the  quantity  of 
labour  in  the  market.  The  combination 
had  for  its  object  to  close  the  market  of 
labour;  it  'sought  to  keep  persons  from 
entering  into  a  competition  in  the  market 
of  labour,  and  to  raise  the  wages  by 
diminishing  the  supply.  The  monopoly 
was  almost  complete  in  Dublin.  There 
was  nothing  to  equal  the  regulations  and 
the  arrangements  for  keeping  up  that 
monopoly.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  well  said,  that  there  was  no  tyranny 
equal  to  that  which  was  exercised  by  such 
persons  over  their  fellow-labourers  who 
endeavoured  to  carry  their  own  labour 
into  the  market.  He  had  wished  to  show 
those  persons  the  folly  of  their  course,  as 
well  as  its  illegality  and  wickedness.  He 
had  wished  to  show  them  the  evils  and 
the  defects  of  their  monopoly.  He  had 
interviews  for  hour  after  hour  with  the 
deputation  of  different  trades,  and  he 
must  say,  that  he  had  never  met  with 
men  of  more  ability,  seldom  with  men  of 
more  information,  and  never  with  men  of 
more  talent  in  putting  their  views  of  their 
own  case;  but,  instead  of  discussing  indi- 
vidual cases,  he  had  wished  for  a  public 
discussion.  He  had  sought  for,  he  had 
challenged  public  discussion.  The  au- 
thorities of  the  city  of  Dublin  had  sanc- 
tioned it ;  he  had  made  two  efforts  at 
discussion ;  the  employers  all  attended  for 
the  purpose  of  discussion  ;  they  were 
ready  to  discuss  the  subject,  and  to  show 
how  injurious  the  monopoly  was  to  the 


tradesmen   themselves.     These   attempu 
were  vain;  for  the  workmen,  by  an  orgs- 
nized  arrangement,  overpowered  tlie  em- 
ployers, the  authorities,  and  himself.   They 
refused  to  hear  him ;  they  would  do!  listea 
to  him,  as  they  acknowledged;  they  d.i 
not  deny  the  violation  of  the   law,   a&d 
they  expressed  their  determination  to  per- 
severe in  it.     They  had  objected  to  tbr 
discussion — they  refused  it.     He  had  a: 
least  done  his  duty,  and  the  fault  was  ret 
his,  the  crime  was  theirs,  and  if  punish- 
ment followed  from  it  they  roust  blaoie 
themselves  for  it.   He  had  stated  that  there 
was  combination  in  Dublin,  the  workmen 
were   associated  in   regular   bodies,   aud 
he  had  now  to  show  the  effects   of  that 
combination.    The  plan  they  adopted  vas 
this  :  —  It    consisted    of   several    parts  ; 
first,   there   was    a   large    sum    charged 
for    admission  into   the  regular    bodies. 
The  object  of  this  was  to  make  the  mo- 
nopoly as  close   as  possible.      The  next 
was  to  limit,  as  much  as  possible,  the 
number  of  apprentices.     His  boo.  Friend 
had  talked  of  his  being  an  enemy  to  the 
limiting  the  number  of  apprentices.     The 
law  said  there  shall  be  no  limit  to  the 
number  of  apprentices.     The  tradesman 
said  that  if  they  did  not  limit  the  oomber 
of  the    apprentices    the   avarice   of  the 
masters  would  induce  them,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  receiving  a  fee,  to  take  a  great 
number  of  them,  and  thus  to  overstock 
the  trade.     He  wanted  to  know  if  there 
were  not  in  the  nature  of  things  a  remedy 
for  this.     The  masters  took,  it  was  said, 
the  apprentices  for  the  sake  of  the  fee. 
Surely  it  was  the  duty  and  the  wish  of  the 
parent  to  take  care  of  his  child.     Was 
not  the  guardianship  of  the  parent  a  good 
and  suflBcient  remedy  for  any  such  case  ? 
Surely  the  father  would  not  throw  away 
his  money  and  the  time  of  his  child  by 
sending  him  to  a  trade  likely  to  be  over- 
stocked.     Surely    this    would   be  mach 
better    than    any  regulations    of  trade. 
Surely,  if  any  human  being  had  a  regard 
for  anything,  it  must  be  for  his  money 
and  his  child ;  and  yei  the  legislators  of 
the  trade  said  it  was  necessary  for  them  to 
have  the  guardianship  of  grown-up  parents 
over  their  own  children,  and  to  prevent 
them  throwing  away  their  money.    The 
next  regulation  was  to  compel  workmen 
not  to  work  under  a  minimum  rate  of 
wages.     These  were  so  high  that  no  em- 
ployer could    have    sufficient  profits  to 
eoable  him  to  give  any  man  more  than  a 
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minimum  rate  of  the  wages.  Theyprescribed 
a    minimum  rate  of  wages,  so  that  the 
best  workmen   would   not  receive    more 
than   the  worst.     This  was  one  of  the 
rigid  and  iron  rules  of  the  carpenters,  that 
no  man  was  to  receive  less  than  4s.  Sd.  a 
day ;   while  uneducated  labour  was  not 
paid  more  than  6d,  a-day.   The  carpenters 
insisted   upon  having  4s,  Sd.  a-day,  and 
they  took  away  the  funds  for  paying  the 
skilful  workmen  who  might  and  ought  to 
he   paid  twice  as  much  as  the  unskilful 
workmen.     Many  men  could  earn  much 
more   than    others,   and    the   employers 
would    be   glad  to    give  higher    wages, 
but  that  they  were  compelled  to  give  high 
wages  to  the  worst  men.     The  next  rule 
was,  not  to  leave  the  choice  of  workmen 
to  employers.      Each    workman's    name 
was  put  down  in  a  certain  order  in  a  book, 
and,  if  an  employer  wanted  a  workman,  he 
had  to  take  that  person  whose  name  was 
the  first  in  the  order  of  the  book  ;  and  if 
the  employer  refused  that  person  he  could 
not  get  any  other  workmen.     That  was 
the  tyranny  exercised  over  the  master. 
The  employer,  to  be  sure,  might  turn 
away   that  man,  but  then   he  must  go 
back  to  the  book  and  get  another.     The 
carpenters  carried  it  to  this  extent,  that 
no  man  could  take  less  wages  than  that 
settled  by  them,  even  if  turned  away  a 
unskilful ;  if  the  same  man  were  turned 
away  a  second  time  as  unskilful,  he  must 
still  receive  the  same  rate  of  wages.     If 
the  same  man  was  then  turned  away,  and 
a  third  employer  objected  to  give  him  the 
same  rate  of  wages,  he  would  do  so  at 
the  risk  of  having  his  business  stopped. 
Then,  if  turned  away  a  third  time  as  un- 
skilful,  there  was  a  jury,  consisting  of 
three  of  his  comrades,  to  decide  upon  the 
complaint  of  his  unskilfulness,  and  if  he 
was  found  not  to  be  a  skilful  man,  then 
'*  the  indulgence  *'  was  allowed  to  him  of 
taking  a  less  rate  of  wages.    The  rules  of 
the  carpenters  illustrated  the  system   of 
combination  in  Dublin,  and  if  the  House 
would  indulge  him  he  would  read  some  of 
their  rules.    The  first   rule  was  this : — 
"That  every  person   from  the  country, 
not  having  worked  more  than  one  month 
in  the  city  of  Dublin,  or  within  ten  miles 
thereof,  b^ing    desirous  of   becoming  a 
member  of  this  community,  shall  be  ad- 
mitted on  paying  the  sum  of  seven  guineas ; 
and  ten  guineas  to  be  the  admission  of  colts, 
each  person  paying  half  the  sum  at  first 
payment.'' — The  sixth  rule  isthis^'<  That 
VOL.  XL.    {Sffi} 


no  carpenter  employer  be  allowed  to  take 
or  hold  more  than  three  apprentices  at 
any  time,  that  is  two  indented  and  one 
transferred,  or  two  transferred  and  one  in- 
dented ;  the  transferred  boy  or  boys  must 
be  in  all  cases  those  who  were  originally 
bound  to  regular  employers  or  regular 
operatives.  No  6rm  to  take  advantage 
of  this  rule,  as  there  are  no  more  appren- 
tices allowed  to  any  firm  than  there  are  to 
any  single  or  individual  employer."  He 
believed  that  a  mure  glaring,  or  more 
daring  violation  of  law  than  this  had  never 
been  heard  of.  He  could  show  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  that  the  effect 
of  such  regulations  had  been  to  lessen  the 
number  of  employers.  There  was  another 
rule  (the  17th)  which  precluded  any 
member  from  giving  a  detailed  return  for 
any  work,  except  for  jobbing.  So  that 
an  employer  could  not  have  a  detail  of 
the  day's  work  from  one  of  his  men.  He 
now  turned  to  the  twenty-sixth  rule; — 
"  That  any  member  of  this  community,  on 
proof  of  his  being  discharged  from  three 
different  employments  for  inability,  to  be 
proved  by  three  of  his  shopmates,  one 
from  each  employment,  men  of  known  in- 
tegrity, may  get  indulgence  for  what 
wages  the  committee  and  his  shopmates 
may  think  him  worthy  of."  Now,  who, 
he  asked,  having  capital  would  not  dispose 
of  it,  as  soon  as  he  could,  rather  than  sub- 
mit to  this  dictation.  What  had  occurred 
since  this  species  of  combination  had 
commenced  ?  The  cotton-printing  had 
been  established  in  Belfast ;  it  had  since 
been  transferred  to  Dublin  by  Mr.  Henry. 
The  cotton-printing  was  carried  on  in 
Belfast  by  Mr.  Grimshaw ;  and  the  com- 
bination had  reached  to  such  an  extent 
in  two  years  that  the  proprietor  was  not 
allowed  to  pay  higher  wages  to  one  man 
than  to  another.  The  proprietor  had  107 
persons  in  his  employment.  He  stopped 
his  manufacture  for  some  short  time  ;  the 
workpeople  would  not  relent;  the  pro- 
prietor eventually  abandoned  the  business, 
and  that  number  of  persons  weie  thrown 
out  of  employment.  In  Bandon  an  ex- 
tensive manufactory  was  established ; 
the  proprietor  obtained  a  large  conirart. 
He  bought  machinery,  the  workmen 
waited  until  he  had  erected  the  machinery 
and  they  then  turned  out  for  higher 
wages  —  they  said  to  him,  **  We  know 
that  you  have  got  a  contract  in  Spain 
and  in  Portugal,  and  you  must  therefore 
give  us  higher  wages.  The  proprietor 
2N 
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worked  out  the  quantity  which  he  was  by 
writing  bound  to  supply,  and  then  aban- 
doned the  manufactory.  '  The  conse- 
quence was,  that  there  was  lost  to  Bandon 
ever  since,  wages  to  the  amount  of  from 
10,000/.  to  12,000/.  a-year.  What  was 
the  consequence  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
tradesmen  of  Dublin  ?  Why,  that  wages 
to  the  amount  of  500,000/.  a-year  was 
driven  out  of  Dublin.  Give  him  inquiry, 
and  he  had  witnesses  ready  to  prove  this 
fact*  Not  only  was  this  the  fact,  but 
portable  articles  were  brought  ready  made 
into  Dublin  to  an  extent  that  would  be 
actually  ludicrous  if  it  were  not  horrible. 
In  the  foundry  trade  alone  he  would   be 

m 

:ahle     to    prove    to     demonstration    that 
10,000/.  a-year  in  wages  was  lost  to  Dub- 
lin.    Mr.    Classon,    a   most   respectable 
gentleman  connected  with  that  business, 
stated  this  at  a  public  meeting.     Another 
gentleman,  a  manufacturer  in    the  same 
line,  of  the  name  of  Sheridan,  made  a 
statement  at  a  parochial  meeting  in  Dub- 
lin, which  if  the  House  would  permit  him 
be  would  read.     After  stating  a  few  facts 
relating  to  the  Eagle  Foundry,  Mr.  Sheri- 
dan went  on  to  state  that  in  consequence 
of  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  trades- 
men in  his  employ,  they  were  completely 
his  masters,  and  he  was  obliged  to  bow  to 
them  in  every  respect ;  that  business  was 
driven  out  of  the  country  every  day  in  con- 
sequence of  the  manufacturers  being  pro- 
hibited from  employing  boys,  and  other 
rules  of  a  similarly  restrictive  nature,  and 
the  consequence  was,  that  Dublin  lost  the 
advantage  of  having  many  articles  manu- 
factured in  it.     In  order  further  to  show 
the  degree  of  tyranny  that  was  exercised 
over  the  employers,  Mr.  Sheridan  stated  a 
particular  instance  in  which  an  industrious 
man  who  had  been  long  in  his  employ- 
ment, and  who  had  given  great  satisfac- 
tion, on  being  asked  if  he  wished  to  have 
anything  done  for  him,  replied  tha^t  he 
had  a  boy,  his  son,  who  could  read  and 
write,  and  that  he  would  be  obliged  to  his 
employers  if  they  would   take  him  as  an 
apprentice.     Mr.  Sheridan  agreed  to  take 
the  boy  as  his  apprentice,  but  his  work- 
men immediately  turned  out  and  he  was 
obliged  to  turn  off  the  boy.  The  combina- 
tion of  tailors   in  Dublin  had  raised  the 
price  of  clothes  so  high,  that  young  men 
found  it  worth  their  while  to  go  to  Glas- 
gow and  stop  a  couple  of  days  there  to  get 
their  clothes,  and  they  actually  paid  the  en* 
tire  expenses  of  this  trip  by  the  saving  in  a 


single  suit  of  clothes.  [Alaugh^  Tbuiu 
ludicrous  enough,  but  it  was  true.  Tberc 
were  a  number  of  other  instances  of  ibs 
kind,  and  the  result  was,  that  business  of 
this  description    had    totally  left  Dubui. 
No  business  could    better  illustrate  ttj 
subject  than  that    of  ship-building.   He 
remembered  that  there  were  at  one  time  h 
Dublin  four  principal  sbip-builders ;  there 
were  a  number  of  ships  built  there,  ad 
docks  existed  which  were  very  convenient  tor 
that  purpose.  There  was  not  a  single  ship- 
builder there  at  present,  and  not  a  sin^dc 
ship  was  built  there.      There  were  nothiri: 
but  boats  built ;  and  when  any  vessel  put 
into  Dublin  in  need  of  repair  it  was  merely 
cobbled  up  so  as  to  insure  its  safety  acra»? 
the  channel,  or  to  Belfast  or  Drogheda.  Thui 
was  the  trade  of  Dublin  annihilated.    Tb 
employers  were  prevented  from  takiug  ap- 
prentices, and  from  employing  any  but  (he 
regular  men,  and  one  man  wbo  worked  id 
opposition  to  the  regulations  of  the  com- 
binators,  on  coming  into    Dublin  across 
the  canal  bridge,  was  in  the  presence  of 
upwards  of  twenty  persons,  8ssa5sina(e(i. 
One  of  the  consequences  was,  that  ship- 
building was  totally  driven  out  of  Dublin; 
and  notwithstanding  the  failure  of  trade, 
when  on  a  late  occasion  Mr.  Fagan  bad 
two  boats  built  on  a  new  priociple,  aod 
finding  them  useful  gave  an  order  for  itn 
more,  the  moment  he  did  so  the  workmeo 
turned  out  and  prevented  him  from  build- 
ing them  in  Dublin.     The  contract  was 
taken  to  Belfast  and  executed  there,  and 
the  very   timber  to  make   the  boats  was 
conveyed  from  Dublin  to  Belfast.    N/nre 
the  passing  of  the  combination  law  four 
mufders  had   occurred    in    Dublin,   and 
though  the  com  binators  did  not  witd  tht-ir 
own  hands  commit  these  murders,  yet  they 
paid  three  shillings  a  week  out  of  th</V 
wages    for    the   hire  of  these    assassins. 
This  he  was  fully  able  to  prove.     He  bad 
asserted  it  in  the  presence  of  the  psriit^s 
themselves,    and  though  certain  persona 
said  that  they  had  nothing  to  do  wi//)/A 
yet  no  one  denied   the  existence  ol  the 
fact.      These    men,  then,   who  pai<l  ^^^ 
murderers,  did  not  individually  coinminbe 
crimes  themselves,  but  they  contributed, 
by  payment,  to  the  commission  of  cm^ 
from  which  individually  they  would  shrink. 
In    Cork,  within   the'  last   two  or  three 
years,  no  less  than  thirty<seven  peraoni 
had  been  burnt  wiih  vitriol  so  as  to  los« 
their  eyes,  while  in  Dublin  four  oour^^'* 
had  been  committed  between  the  time  of 
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passing  and  the  repeal  of  the  combinatioD 
law,  and  three  more  recently.  There  were 
daily  oatrages,  and  who,  he  would  ask, 
committed  those  outrages?  It  was  well 
known  that  they  were  committed  by  a 
body  of  men  called  Welters.  It  would  be 
very  hard  to  get  legal  evidence  against 
these  men.  There  had  been  so  little  sym- 
pathy in  Ireland  between  the  governed  and 
governors  for  many  years,  that  no  man 
who  came  forward  in  aid  of  a  Qovernment 
prosecution  would  feel  himself  safe.  It 
was  therefore  difficult  to  get  legal  evidence ; 
but  there  was  abundant  to  satisfy  any  man 
of  the  number  and  nature  of  the  crimes 
of  these  men.  There  was  not  a  day  but 
some  crime  was  committed.  On  Thursday 
last  the  House  of  a  timber-merchant  was 
set  on  fire,  after  he  had  received  twenty- 
two  notices.  Thus,  though  the  trades- 
men themselves  did  not  actually  commit 
murder,  they  were  enabled  by  means  of 
these  Welters,  who  were  ready  to  commit 
any  crime,  to  control  their  employers. 
About  a  fortnight  before  he  left  Dublin, 
be  was  informed  by  a  manufacturer  that  a 
man  and  his  wife  in  his  employment  had 
died  of  the  cholera,  leaving  two  orphan 
children.  The  roaster  agreed  to  take  these 
orphans  as  apprentices  without  any  fee, 
and  to  support  them  during  their  ap- 
prenticeship; but  his  men  turned  out 
and  obliged  him  to  discard  the  two 
orphans.  So  terrible  was  the  power  of 
the  Welters  that  this  gentleman  did  not 
dare  to  resist  their  mandates.  If  the 
House  would  allow  him,  he  would  read 
two  cases  that  had  occurred  within  the 
last  two  months  before  the  courts  in 
Dublin.  They  would  give  a  better  idea 
than  any  thing  he  could  say  of  the  extent 
ofthe  power  of  the  system  instituted  by 
those  men.  On  the  4th  of  January  two 
men,  ofthe  names  of  Quin  and  Murphy, 
were  tried  for  beating  a  man  violently. 
The  evidence  went  to  show  that  the  only 
offence  of  the  prosecutor  was  his  not  be* 
longing  to  the  combination,  he  not  being 
able  on  demand  to  give  the  sign  of  recog- 
nition. The  other  case  occurred  on  the 
11th  of  January,  when  a  man  and  his 
wife  were  severely  beaten,  merely  because 
the  man  was  not  a  combinator.  Did  he 
complain  of  the  police  of  Dublin  ?  A 
change  had  taken  place,  and  the  police  of 
Dublin  was  now  as  different  as  possible. 
But  he  thought  he  had  a  right  to  say,  that 
the  magistracy  of  Dublin  required  to  be 
changed.    He  did  not  complain  of  any 


designed  faults,  but  Mr.  Blacker  was  now 
ninety  years  of  age,  and  was  still  a  police 
magistrate.  Major  Sirr  was  eighty-two 
years  old,  and  Alderman  Darley  was 
seventy-five.  Men  who  had  served  fifteen, 
twenty,  or  thirty  years  in  the  police,  ought 
to  be  removed  by  the  Government,  and 
why  did  not  Government  remove  them  ? 
Police  magistrates  were  entitled  to  retire 
after  a  certain  term  of  service,  but  with 
only  two-thirds  salary.  This  was  a  false 
economy.  It  would  be  much  better, 
after  men  had  served  for  twenty  or  thirty 
years,  to  allow  them  to  retire  with  their 
full  salary.  He  hoped  Government  would 
consider  this,  and  allow  those  gentlemen 
to  retire  on  a  full  salary,  and  to  appoint 
an  efiUcient  magistracy.  He  thought  he 
had  made  out  a  complete  case  for  inquiry. 
Had  he  made  out  his  case  as  if  he  were 
the  enemy  of  the  tradesman  ?  He  had 
made  out  his  case  as  the  friend  of  the 
child  whom  he  wanted  to  have  educated 
in  trade.  He  had  made  out  his  case  as 
the  friend  of  the  good  workman,  who 
ought  to  receive  large  wages.  He  had 
made  out  his  case  as  one  who  wished  to 
see  capital  and  the  number  of  employers 
increased,  by  which  the  labourers  would 
legitimately  obtain  larger  wages.  Could 
any  thing  l>e  more  abominable  than  the 
present  monopoly ;  and  were  men  to  be 
allowed  to  enter  into  these  combinations 
for  the  purpose  of  committing  injury  and 
injustice  upon  others?  Was  there  any 
other  country  in  the  world  in  which  it  was 
so  desirable  to  encourage  the  employment 
of  labour  as  in  Ireland?  The  capital  in 
labour  was  immense,  and  the  increased 
wealth  would  be  immense  if  the  capital 
were  employed.  If  he  had  not  made  out 
a  case  satisfactorily  he  would  refer  to  a 
statement  made  by  the  merchants  of  Dub- 
lin, which  was  of  a  terrific  nature.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  read  certain 
resolutions  passed  at  a  meeting  of  the 
merchants  of  Dublin,  denouncing  in  strong 
terms  illegal  combinations,  and  setting 
forth  many  of  the  regulations  of  the  com- 
binators  which  were  in  direct  violation  of 
the  law  of  the  land.  He  saw  in  a  petition 
which  had  been  presented  by  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Finsbury,  that 
this  meeting,  at  which  these  statements 
were  made,  was  composed  of  repealers. 
Who  were  these  repealers  ?  The  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin,  the  sheriffs,  the  alder- 
men, the  entire  corporation,  with  whom 
be  had  been  battling  all  his  life,  bankers 
2N2 


1095 


The  Olasgow 


{COMMONS} 


Cotton  Spinners. 


m 


who  had  several  of  them  taken  an  active 
part   in  politics  against  him,  a  class  of 
merchants  of  the  same  description,  and, 
in  fine,  many  who  agreed  with  him  in  his 
general  politics,  but  who  totally  differed 
with  him  in  his  struggle  for  a  separate 
Parliament ;  but  all  of  them  had  agreed 
to  the  resolutions  to  which   he  referred. 
It  was  manifest  that  the  House  could  not 
refuse  this  inquiry.     The  only  question 
appeared  to  him  to  be  whether  the  inquiry 
should  be  extended  to  Great  Britain,  or 
confined  to  Ireland  ?     He  claimed  that  it 
should  be  extended  to  Great  Britain,  and 
for   these  reasons: — It  was  from   Man- 
chester that  these  unions  came ;  and  in  a 
proclamation  which  had  lately  issued  from 
the    unionists   of    that    town,    he    (Mr. 
O'Connell)  was  called  the  deadly  enemy 
of  the  tradesman,  and  the  tradesmen  of 
Dublin- were  told    that   until  they  freed 
themselves  from    him    they  could  never 
obtain  their  social  rights,  that  with  him 
they  were  not  safe,  but  that  without  him 
they  would  be  able  successfully  to  struggle 
for  their  rights.    This  seemed  very  much 
like  an  invitation  to  make  short  work  of 
him,  but  he  did  not  think  that  such  could 
have  beeh  the  intention.     Look,    again, 
at  the  murder  of  Smith,  in  Glasgow,  one 
of  the  chief  towns  in  moral  and  educated 
Scotland.     Was  it  true  or  false  what  the 
witnesses  of  (he  Crown  had  sworn  to  on 
the  late  trial  ?     Were  not  the  facts  of  a 
nature  imperatively  to  call  for  inquiry  ? 
But  were  there  no    recent   instances  in 
England  ?      Had    they  not  read,  in  the 
newspapers  of  the  week,  language  applied 
to  the  Poor-law  of  a  most  dreadful  nature  ? 
Had  not  that  measure  been  misrepresented 
in  every  possible  way,  in  order  to  inflame 
the  minds  of  the  people  ?     At  the  meet- 
ing held  at  Manchester,  on  Monday,  the 
5th    of  February,  delegates  from  forty- 
eight  places  attended,  amongst  others  from 
Bolton,  Macclesfield,  Salford,  Liverpool, 
Wigan,     Oldham,    Preston,     Stockport, 
Warrington,     Hyde,    Huddersfield,    &c. 
The  Rev.  Mr.  Stephens  spoke  in  this  strain 
— •*  If  this  Bill  were  established,  it  should 
be  eye  for  eye,  tooth  for  tooth,  wife  for 
wife,  child  for  child,  man  for  man,  and 
blood  for  blood,  so  help  him  God."     At 
Stockport,  on  Tuesday,  February  6, 1838, 
the  Rev.  Mr.  Stephens  figured  again,  and  in 
concluding  a  speech  on  the  same  subject, 
said  : — •*  A  man  whom  he  had  never  seen 
before,  told   him   he  had    come  from   an 
agricultural  district,  and  that  rather  than 


be  separated  from  bis  wife  he  had  piepared 
a  knife  for  the  parlies  who  made  the  sepa- 
ration.    He  had  come  into  this  district  to 
obtain  work,  and  having  done  so,  he  bad 
a    knife    ready    for    any    guardian  who 
should  attempt  to  separate  his  wife  froai 
him.     This   was  the    universal  feeling  of 
the  district ;    and   although    he  did  not 
coincide    with    it,     it    was    safficient  to 
show  the   law   would    not   be   submiitd 
to."     Mr.  Oastler  followed  iu  like  spirit: 
—  *•  He   knew   that     hunger    and  insult 
would    produce  effects    more  oppre&tire 
and    awful   to    certain     individuals  than 
even    the   Commissioners'    conduct  had 
been  to  the  people.     He  knew  that  (be 
assassin's  knife  would  be  used."   At  Roch- 
dale the  Rev.  Mr.  Stephens  said,  "If  it 
were  right  to  confiscate  the  property  of 
the  people,    by  abrogating  the  43d  of 
Elizabeth,  it  would  be  right  to  confiscate 
the  property  of  Rochdale,  and  it  is  right 
if  the  law  of  Elizabeth  is  to  be  destroyed, 
it  is  right  for  the  poor  to  take  a  dagger  in 
one  hand,  and  a  torch  in  the  other,  aod 
do  the  best  for  themselves."     Mr.  Fer^i 
O'Connor  alluded  to  the  "  arch-fiend,  Mr. 
O'Connell."   Every  allusion  to  Mr.  O'Con. 
nell  at  this  meeting   was  received  with 
loud  disapprobation.     Several  called  oot 
that   Mr.  0*Connell  ought  to  be  shot. 
Mr.  Oastler  said—"  I  tell  you.  Church- 
men and  Dissenters,  before  I  would  sub- 
mit to  such  an  act,  I  would  set  the  whole 
kingdom  in  a  blaze.     I  am  no  incendiary 
but  I  have  afifection  in  my  heart;  i  an 
willing  to  work,  and  should  not  blush  to 
ask  for  my  parish  pay ;  but  if  I  an)  told  I 
should  not  receive  it  unless  I  consented  to 
be  separated  from  my  wife,  I  would,  if  1 
were  to  be  hanged  for  it,  kill  him  on  the 
spot."     These  were  specimens  of  the  lan- 
guage held  out  to  the  working  people  of 
this  country  and  of  Scotland — the  knifct 
the  torch,  and  the  dagger,  were  the  wea- 
pons recommended ;  and  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Stephens  said  at  Glasgow,  that  he  would 
involve  the  whole    country   in  a  Bitne 
before  he  suffered  this  act  to  come  into 
operation.      If  this  state  of  things  ^^ 
proved  in  England  and  in  Scotland,  was 
it  not  desirable  that  an  inquiry  should  be 
instituted  to  ascertain  the  extent  to  vhich 
it  had  gone  not  only  in  Great  Britain,  but 
in  Ireland  also  ?    Did  he  want  to  re-enact 
the  laws  against  combinations?    No;  be 
desired  no  such  thing,  for  some  combinB- 
tions  were  not  only  harmless,  bat  mento- 
rious ;  and  he  wished  to  separate  unions 
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of  this  kind  from  those  of  a  pernicious 
character.  He  did  not  care  for  being 
called  the  enemy  of  the  working  classes, 
whilst  he  felt  satisfied  in  his  own  con- 
science that  he  was  acting  as  their  best 
friend.  He  had  not  yielded  to  the  taunts 
and  maligpity  of  the  aristocracy  when  he 
thought  that  he  was  in  the  right,  and  he 
should  certainly  not  now  give  way  to  the 
working  classes  upon  a  point  in  which  he 
considered  that  they  were  decidedly  in 
error.  It  had  been  reported  of  him  that 
he  intended  only  to  direct  his  observations 
against  the  working  men,  and  to  exclude 
their  employers  from  inquiry.  Such  was 
not  his  intention,  as  was  clearly  proved  by 
the  terms  of  his  notice  on  the  paper ;  his 
object  was  to  make  the  inquiry  as  com- 
plete and  searching  as  possible,  and  to 
bring  it  home  to  ail  parties.  With  these 
observations,  and  thanking  the  House  for 
the  indulgence  it  had  extended  to  him  on 
this  occasion,  he  should  conclude  by 
moving  the  amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  namely,  '*  That  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  origin,  nature,  and  extent  of  trades* 
unions  or  combinations  of  workmen  or 
employers  of  workmen  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  the  tendency  of  such  unions 
or  combinations  to  affect  the  free  distribu- 
tion of  wages,  labour,  and  employment, 
and  also  their  tendency  to  induce  the 
commission  of  outrages  against  persons 
and  property,  and  the  perpetration  of 
murder ;  and  also  to  report  such  sugges- 
tions for  improvement  in  the  existing 
laws  against  illegal  combinations  or  so- 
cieties as  they  may  deem  requisite." 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  before  the  amendment  was  put,  he 
would  beg  leave  to  state  to  the  House,  in 
the  absence,  from  indisposition,  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  what  course  the  Government 
intended  to  pursue  on  the  present  import- 
ant question,  and  he  felt  satisfied  from  all 
the  observations  he  had  heard  during  the 
evening,  that  that  course  would  be  con- 
sonant with  the  views  of  all  parties.  This 
was  a  subject  of  all  others  that  required 
the  unanimity  of  hon.  Members,  that  the 
public  might  know  that  the  House  was 
about  to  legislate  for  the  benefit  of  the 
whole  community,  and  he  thought  it  would 
be  expedient  that  hon.  Members  should 
merge  minor  differences,  and  at  once  go 
to  the  principle  of  the  question.  Although 
he  thought  the  House  would  generally 


agree  with  the  views  of  Government,  he 
did  not  calculate  on  the  support  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  whose  ori- 
ginal proposition  was  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  review  the  judgment  of  the 
Court  of  Justiciary.  [[Mr.  Wakley :  1  dis- 
claim such  an  intention.^  If  the  hon. 
Member's  present  motion  had  not  the 
boldness  of  that  of  which  at  first  he  had 
given  notice,  it  still  contained  all  the 
objectionable  matter.  His  inquiry  was 
not  to  be  general,  but  in  reference  to  the 
particular  case  of  the  five  convicts.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  enter  into  the 
inquiry  generally  which  Government  were 
about  to  institute  free  from  any  warmth  or 
party  exasperation,  but  in  that  spirit  of 
anxiety  for  doing  justice  between  master 
and  man  which  had  been  pointed  out  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin. 
He  would  beg  leave,  in  the  absence  of  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  J.  Russell)  to  move  as 
an  amendment,  "  for  a  Select  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the  6th  of 
George  4th,  and  into  the  general  consti- 
tution of  trades*  unions,  and  also  of  the 
combination  of  workmen  and  masters  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  to  report  to  the 
House  thereon."  It  was  important  that, 
as  the  three  countries  were  blended,  the 
inquiry  should  apply  to  all.  He  wished 
again  to  state  on  the  part  of  his  noble 
Friend,  that  the  object  of  the  Government 
in  moving  for  the  Committee  was  not  to 
work  any  wrong  or  injustice  towards  the 
working  classes — it  was  not  to  impose  any 
fetters  or  disabilities  upon  them,  but  its 
object  would  be  to  protect  them  in  their 
just  rights  and  interests,  and  to  secure  to 
them  the  free  use  and  exercise  of  their 
powers.  If  there  were  any  countries  in 
which  that  protection  was  more  neces- 
sary than  in  others,  those  were  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland ;  in  Great  Britain, 
where  mechanical  means  interfered  with 
the  increased  demand  for  human  la- 
bour, it  was  necessary,  because  the 
same  spirit  of  combination  which  was 
directed  against  the  employment  of 
workmen  also  acted  against  the  use 
of  machinery,  and  in  Ireland  protection 
was  necessary  to  secure  to  the  working 
man  his  capital — his  labour.  He  should 
greatly  neglect  his  duty  if  he  did  not  take 
this,  the  earliest  opportunity  that  had  been 
afforded  him,  of  saying  (and  he  was  sure 
all  who  heard  him  would  concur)  that  the 
late  efforts  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublini  who  had  risked  hfs 
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own  popuJarity,  who  had  exposed  himself 
to  all  sorts  of  misconception  on  ihe  part 
of  those  of  whom  he  had  so  long  been  the 
preat  popular  leader,  who  had  placed  all 
these  considerations  at  risk  by  the  dis- 
charge   of   a    great    public   duty,   were 
deserving  of  the  highest  applause.     No 
individual  had  ever  given  a  more  splendid 
example  of  the   strict  performance  of  a 
public  duty,  or  who  had  conducted  him- 
self  more  firmly  in  his  endeavours  to  con- 
vmce  his   fellow-men  of  the  errors  into 
which  ihey  had  fallen.     Such  he  knew  to 
be  the  feelings  and  sentiments  of  those  in 
Ireland  who  differed   most  materially  on 
other  subjects  from  the  hon,  and  learned 
Gentleman,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be  the 
opinion  of  hon.  Members  opposite,   who 
were  disposed  to  treat  this  subject  fairly. 
Under  all  these  circumstances,  he  should 
move,  in  place  of  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the   hon.    and    learned    Member  for 
Dublin,  the  amendment   which    he    had 
already  read  to  the  House.     At  the  same 
time  he  must  state,  that  whilst  it  would 
be  presumptuous  in  him  to  allude  to^he 
Scotch  cases  which    had    been   matter  of 
allu^ooin  the  course  of  the  debate,  still  he 
have  beeh  ihe  lS^?'"*f  ^"'^  **'*  ^^^'•"ed 
at  the  murder  of  SmT^fJ^^^^P^"  «^5  op- 
of  the  chief  towns  in  t  ^'^^  ^,«?.".«^«fj^«^ 
Scotland.     Was  it  tru^«^"®^  ^''^P^  had 
witnesses  of  the  Crown^^  answering  the 
the  late  trial  ?     Were   ^^^  !««^?  "PO" 
nature  imperatively  to'^^  °°'"f  J"»t'ce 
But  were  there  no    rec^'  '"  ^^»«  ^''a""' 
England  ?      Had    they  ^^^  ^^"^"%.°^ 
newspapers  of  the  week,  h/ j  ^  '        • 
to  the  Poor-law  of  a  most  cf ««  ^y  "ovijag 
Had  not  that  measure  been  *J^^* 
in  every  possible  way,  in  o^"®    working 
the  minds  of  the  people  ?    *°^  on/|icir 
ing  held  at  Manchester,  onTJfonday/?^ 
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since  that  repeal  and  the  enactment  of  the 
existing  law  the  evils  of  combination  had 
not  been  one  in  twenty   so  numerous  as 
compared  to  what  they  were  before,  and 
he  regretted  that  from  a  mistaken    policy 
the  masters  had  not  joined  in  and   en* 
couraged  those  combinations  which  were 
under  the  law  most  strictly  legal — namely, 
the  combinations  which,  in  fact,  afibrded 
the  best  means  of  improving  the  condition 
of  both  masters  and  workmen.  He  thought 
that  the  expressions  of  the  House  to-night 
would  convince  the  working  classes,  that 
while  the  House  would  support  them  in 
the   assertion   and  maintenance  of  their 
legal  rights,  it  would  enforce  the   laws 
which  had  been  so  much  violated,  and  that 
it  would  not  countenance  such  tyranny  as 
had  been  exercised  by  the  working  classes 
towards  their  own   brethren.     On    these 
grounds  he  cordially  supported  the  general 
inquiry   under   the    management   of  her 
•Majesty's    Ministers.     He    therefore    re- 
commended his  hon.  Friend  to  withdraw 
his  motion,  and   permit  the  amendment 
proposed  by    the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
to  be  assented  to. 

Mr.  Harvey  approved  of  the  amend- 
ment moved  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  in  preference  to  the 
original  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury ;  at  the  same  time  he  thought 
that  amendment  would  not  lead  to  any 
useful  result;  and  he  was  also  of  opinion 
that  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Go* 
vernment  was  much  too  narrow,  for  if  the 
object  of  the  House  was  a  full,  honest,  and 
efficient  inquiry  into  criminal  corobioa- 
tions,  it  was  important  that  all  the  cir- 
cumstances which  fostered  and  engendered 
those  combinations  should  be  subjected  to 
full  and  ample  inquiry.  The  inquiry  as 
proposed  by  the  Government,  however,  was 
limited,  and  if  it  was  not  intended  as  a 
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-\"  If  this  Bill  were  established,  it  should 
be  dsye  for  eye,  tooth  for  tooth,  wife  for 
wifc'^Jrhild  for  child,  man  for  man,  and 
blood  ic»r  blood,  so  help  him  God."  At 
StockporJN  °"  Tuesday,  February  6, 1838, 
the  Rev.  MJ'  Stephens  figured  again,  and  in 
concluding!!^  speech  on  the  same  subject, 

said  : •«  A  n?;  **"  whom  he  had  never  seen 

before,  told  h?i™  ^^  ^*^   come  from  an 
agricultural  distn '*^^»  *"**  ^^*'  rather  than 


iicicsM  ui  iiie  wursing  classes,  n  waa  in« 
tpensable  that  the    inquiry  aboul''*'^'^ 
iiKted   into  all  the  circumatanc  a  flaine 
bef\P  existing  laws  which   aiBPcome  into 
operatiec^s  and  the  prope^f  things  was 
proved  inbe  delightoihl  in  Scotlandt  v<^* 
it  not  desiMhou^vnat  an  inquiry  should  h« 
instituted  to  ascertain  the  extent  to  whid. 
it  had  gone  not  only  in  Great  BritaiOi  b    , 
in  Ireland  also?    Did  he  want  to  re-ens^. ^ 
the  laws  aeainst  combinations  ?    No ;  t^  ;f ' 
desired  no  such  thing,  for  some  comoina*  ^ . 
tions  were  not  only  harmless,  bat  meriio-^  ^. .' 
rious;  and  he  wished  to  separate  uoionf 
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be  an  honest   inquiry,  and  therefore  he 
should,  after  the  Committee  had  been  ap* 
pointed,  move  an  instruction  to  that  Com- 
roiitee  to  inquire  into  all  the  existing  laws 
affecting  both  the  rights  of  labour  and  of 
property.     A  subject  had  been  mentioned 
in  the  course  of  the  debate  to-night,  and 
which  induced  him  to  ask  what  would  be 
the  use  of  this   Committee.     The  Com- 
mittee would  doubtless  furnish  a  ponder- 
ous report,  and  after  examining  witnesses 
from  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland,  it 
would  suggest  that  something  ought  to  be 
done,  and  it  would  do  no  more.     Upon 
that  report   nothing  would  be  done,  and 
why  did  he  say  this  ?     Why,  because  he 
heard  hon.  Members  talk  of  a  man  plun- 
dered of  property  and  robbed  of  station  by 
a  combination ;  because  he  had  heard  that 
the  chairman   of  a  committee  who  had 
reported  in  favour  of  the  man  so  injured — 
that  chairman  a  lawyer  himself,   wearing 
deservedly  in  his  own  country  the  distinc- 
tion of  his  monarch — call    that  combina- 
tion  which  had  so  robbed  and  plundered 
the  individual  alluded  to  of  100,000^  by 
a  cruel  combination  ;  still  that  report  had 
been   allowed   to  remain  a    dead   letter; 
nothing  had  been  done  by  the   House  to 
vindicate  one  of  its  own   Members  who 
had    called     for    that     inquiry;    neither 
had  the   officers  of  the  Crown   nor  the 
Government  had   the   courage  to    come 
forward    and    vindicate    the    result    of 
that  inquiry.      If  he  had  been  a  member 
of  that  Committee,  he  should  have  been 
ashamed  to  have  allowed  so  long  a  time 
to  elapse  without  taking  some  steps  to 
vindicate  the  report.    He  had  called  upon 
the  Government  either  to  move  his  expul- 
sion from  the   House,  or  to  take  some 
steps  to  crush  the  combination  from  which 
he,  after  twenty  years'  service,  had  suf- 
fered. Neither  the  House  nor  the  Govern- 
ment had  had  the  courage  or  honesty  to 
vindicate  the  Report  to  which  he  alluded  ; 
and  so  it  would  be  with  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  now  moved  for. 

Mr:  O,  F.  Young  was  afraid,  that  if  the 
subjects  to  be  brought  before  the  Com- 
mittee were  of  a  general  nature,  it  would 
he  attended  with  the  **  no  result "  which 
the  bon.  Member  for  South wark  seemed 
to  anticipate.  He  feared  that  the  distinc- 
tion was  not  always  observed,  by  those 
who  advised  the  people  between  merito- 
rious acts  of  combination  and  the  con- 
spiraciet  which  M  to  the  particular  re- 
soils  wbicfa  lately  occurred.    He  himself 


knew  the  case  of  an  engineer  who  came  up 
to  London  from  Glasgow,  and  was  de- 
prived of  employment  in  which  he  had 
saved  20i.  and  supported  his  family,  be- 
cause if  his  employer  continued  him  in  his 
establishment,  every  other  engineer  would 
leave  him.  He  rejoiced  at  the  spirit 
which  was  manifested  in  this  debate,  and 
he  trusted  that  the  inquiry  would  be  at- 
tended with  the  best  results. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  responded  most 
cordially  to  the  opinions  pronounced  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  there  was  no  period  at  which 
the  opinion  of  Lord  Cockburn  quoted  by 
the  learned  Lord  Advocate  was  more  ap- 
posite than  at  present.  The  opinion  to 
which  he  alluded  was,  that  no  greater 
despotism  could  be  exercised,  not  only 
over  the  country,  but  over  the  interests  of 
the  individual  workmen  themselves,  than 
that  which  had  been  attempted.  He  was 
most  anxious  that  this  inquiry  should  ex- 
tend to  combinations  of  all  sorts.  It  was 
impossible  to  shut  our  eyes  to  the  fact, 
that  the  spirit  of  combination  had  existed 
in  Ireland  under  many  forms  for  several 
years  past,  and  had  manifested  itself  by 
preventing  individuals  from  one  party  in 
that  country  acquiring  land  in  another,  by 
fettering  the  exercise  of  the  elective  fran- 
chise, and  by  affixing  the  symbols  of  death 
to  the  habitations  of  those  who  voted  in  a 
different  manner  to  that  in  which  their 
persecutors  wished.  When  such  combi- 
nations were  encouraged  it  was  not  won- 
derful that  the  same  spirit  should  induce 
men  to  perpetrate  actual  murder.  He 
wasr  however,  gratified  at  the  general  re* 
probation  of  these  practices  which  had 
been  expressed,  and  he  trusted  that  if  any 
measure  should  result  from  this  inquiry  it 
would  not  only  affect  tradesmen  but  in- 
clude the  acts  of  others,  whether  they 
related  to  the  taking  of  land  or  the  ex- 
ercise of  the  franchise. 

Mr.  Slaney  felt,  that  it  would  be  a 
subject  of  regret  if  any  impression  should 
go  abroad  from  that  debate,  that  it  was 
intended  to  restrict  the  labourer  in  his 
power  of  carrying  his  labour  to  the  best 
market.  He  was  convinced,  that  the 
proceeding  which  was  intended  would  not 
have  the  effect  of  restricting  any  power 
whi^ch  the  labourer  now  enjoyed,  but  that 
it  would  only  prevent  him  from  exercising 
a  most  mischievous  tyranny  over  his 
fellow  men.  When  he  heard  statements 
relating  to  Scotland  and  Ireland,  showing 
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the  crimes  which  arose  from  combination, 
he  asked,  what  was  the  foundation  of  these 
things  ?  It  was  because  the  people  did 
not  understand  their  true  interests.  They 
supposed  they  would  improve  their  condi- 
tion by  the  restrictions  which  they  placed 
on  their  feHow-men  ;  and,  instead  of  doing 
so,  they  drove  trade  and  the  proBts  in 
which  they  shared  from  those  places  where 
they  lived.  It  was  truly  stated,  that  the 
proportion  of  demand  to  supply  regulated 
the  wages  of  labour.  It  was  utterly  im- 
possible to  alter  the  natural  demand,  and 
nothing  was  more  important  than  to  im- 
press upon  the  minds  of  the  working 
people  that  they  were  attempting  to  ac- 
complish an  impossibility.  It  was  abso- 
lutely essential  to  their  own  welfare  and 
that  of  the  country  that  the  working  men 
should  be  educated  on  these  points. 

Mr. .  Hindley  rose  to  move  that  the 
debate  be  adjourned.  It  was  a  singular 
feature  in  this  debate,  that  though  the 
question  concerned  operatives,  not  one 
Gentleman  who  was  in  the  habit  of  em- 
ploying operatives  had  spoken.  Had  he 
risen  earlier,  he  should  have  stated  the 
result  of  his  experience  since  the  year 
1825.  He  should  then  merely  content 
himself  with  expressing  the  pleasure  which 
he  felt  at  having  the  subject  taken  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  Government.  It  was 
roost  important  that  this  inquiry  should 
not  have  the  appearance  of  an  attack  on 
the  trades*  unions.  The  trades'  unions 
were  to  a  certain  extent  beneficial,  and  to 
a  certain  extent  injurious.  He  trusted 
that  some  salutary  regulations  would  be 
determined  upon,  and  that  the  inquiry 
would  give  entire  satisfaction. 

Mr.  Fielden  observed,  that  from  the 
excitement  which  prevailed  on  this  sub- 
ject, nothing  was  more  important  than 
the  appointment  of  an  impartial  Com- 
mittee. If  such  a  selection  were  made 
as  that  of  the  Poor-law  Committee,  that 
excitement  would  be  increased,  no  satis- 
faction would  be  given  to  the  country, 
and  the  most  dangerous  consequences 
might  be  expected.  He  should  say  a 
word  on  the  sentence  which  was  pro- 
nounced on  the  Glasgow  cotton-spinners. 
It  was  the  opinion  of  many  Members  of 
that  House,  and  it  was  responded  to  out 
of  doors,  that  the  Government  ought  to 
pursue  a  course  of  forbearance  respecting 
these  men  pending  the  inquiry  by  the 
Commiiiee.  If  they  were  banished  before 
thut  inquiry  ended,  it  might  become  a  ques- 


tion whether  they  were  not  onjnsUy  treated, 
and  whether  they  were  not  less  to   hiixae 
than  others.     It  should  always  be   recc^- 
lected  that  these  men  were  convicted  onlj 
by  a  majority  of  one,  and  that  if    tbey 
had  been  tried  in  this  country  they  would 
have  been  acquitted.     If  they  were   seot 
away,  then,  before  the  whole  conduct  of 
the  workmen  was  investigated,   a  strong 
impression  would  be  made  that  tbey  had 
been  dealt  with  unfairly. 

Mr.  Wakley  replied.     He  certainly  feit 
some  surprise  at  the  state  of  society  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dablin 
had  described  as  existing  in  Ireland.     He 
had  been  given  to  understand  that,  ander 
the  present  Government,  all  was  peace, 
prosperity,  and  tranquillity  in  that  coon- 
try  ;  but  it  now  appeared,  that  every  day 
brought  its  concomitant  outrage.     Whe- 
ther these   practices  proceeded   from  the 
tradesmen  or  others  it  was  impossible  for 
him  to  explain ;  but  as  a  great  deal  of 
blood   had   been   spilled   in    Ireland,    as 
assassinations  and  murders  were   bo  nu- 
merous, he  wished  the  inquiry  to  be  as 
extensive  and  comprehensive  as  it  coaid 
be  made.     There  were  many  combioalions 
in   Ireland   and   England.       In    Ireland 
there  had  been  the  Orange  combinatioD, 
and   more  biood  had  been  spilled  in  a 
single  tithe  affray  in  Ireland  than  coold 
be  laid  to  the  charge  of  all  the  trades' 
combinations.     If  the  rich  had  been  io- 
strumental  in  producing  that  sacrifice,  let 
it  be  ascertained  by  the  minutest  investi- 
gation.     Let  there  be  an  examination  into 
all  the  combinations  and  monopolies  estab- 
lished by  charters  and  Acts  of  Parliament 
for  the  bene6t  of  the  rich,  and  opposed  to 
the  welfare  of  the  poor,  whose  food  was 
raised  in  price  by  partial  and  unjust  legis- 
lation.  What  opportunity  had  the  labour- 
ing man  to  obtain  the  best  market  for  his 
labour  but  by  combination?     Were  it  not 
for  the  unions  in  London  those  who  were 
engaged  in  them  would  be  obliged  to  sell 
the  produce  of  their  skill  at  thirty  or  forty 
per  cent,  less  than  they  now  did.    Let 
them  give  the  poor  the  same  means  of 
protecting  themselves  that  the  rich  en« 
joyed,  and  he  would  be  satisfied.    With 
respect    to  the  immediate  question  be- 
fore the    House    he  would  gladly  avail 
himself  of  the  proposition   of  bis  right 
hon.    Friend,  and  withdraw  his  motion. 
When  he  opened  the  case  of  these  on* 
fortunate  individuals  he  had  stated,  that 
there  were  circumstances   (bat   abowdd 
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they  were  not  guilty.     Into  these  circum- 
stances, however,  he  would  not  then  enter. 
It  was  a  fact,  however,  that  he  did  not 
believe  that  one  of  them  was  more  guilty 
of  the  charges  alleged  against  him  than 
were  the   nobles  in  the  Orange  lodges. 
He  would  take  some  opportunity  of  call- 
ing upon  the  Attorney-Ueneral  to  prose- 
cute the  latter.      Certainly,  he  did  not 
expect  to  get  a  vote  from  the  other  side 
on  such  an  occasion.     It  was  impossible 
to  persuade  the  Gentlemen   opposite  to 
be  liberal.    They  were  utterly  indifferent 
to  the  wishes  of  the  people.     Their  case 
was  entirely  hopeless.     He  begged  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact, 
that  these  persons  were  found  guilty  on 
only  three  counts  of  the  indictment — that 
of  illegal  conspiracy,  and  two  of  assaults. 
But  it  did  not  appear  that  they  were  pre- 
sent at  any  of  those  assaults.     There  was 
nothing  in  the  copy  of  the  evidence  which 
he  had  seen  which  connected  them  with 
the    outrages    in    question.      He   would 
adduce  in  mitigation,  not  of  the  offence, 
but  of  the  punishment,  this  fact,  that  the 
distinguished  barristers  in  the   Court  of 
Justiciary  who  had  defended  the  prisoners 
had  taken  the  strong  and  unusual  course 
of  presenting  to  the  Queen  a  memorial 
praying  for  a  mitigation  of  punishment. 
He  held  in  his  hand  the  memoiial,  with 
the  four  signatures.    The  jury  of  fifteen 
found  nine  counts  of  the  indictment  not 
proven ;  and  on  the  three  counts  which 
were   declared   proven    the   division   was 
eight  to  seven.     The  minority  of  the  jury 
signed  a  memorial  declaring  that  in  their 
opinion  none  of  the  charges  were  proved, 
and  humbly  begging  for  mercy  to  the 
convicted.     He  was,  however,  perfectly 
ready  to  leave  the  case  in  the  hands  of 
her  Majesty's  Government ;  and  he  begged 
leave  to  withdraw  his  motion. 

The  motion  for  a  Select  Committee  was 
agreed  to. 

HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Wednesday y  February  14,  1838. 

Mm  oTsaL]  BIlIi.  Heid  a  leooncl  time :— >Exdiei|uer  Bilb ; 
Tnnifcgr  of  Aids. 

Petidoof  prsMiited.  By  Mr.  Oro,  ftom  NewoMtleKMi-Tyiie, 
and  Mr.  IiraRAM ,  ftom  Ae  Common  Council  of  Berwiek* 
upon-Tivetd,  Ibr  alteratiooi  in  the  Borough  Boundariei 
Ad-^By  Sir  R.  Pbhoosoii,  from  Nottingham,  by  Mr. 
TBORiTLsr*  fttrni  WolTertumpton.  by  Mr.  CKAvsif 
BisKBLaT,  from  ChdtenhMO,  by  Mr.  P.  Sckopb*  from 
Stroud,  by  Mr.  Hoooss,  firom  lereral  plaoa  in  Kent, 
by  Uf.  Williams,  ftom  Tarious  parbhes  in  Coventry, 
\rj  Colooel  Salwat,  tfon  lerenl  Warda  in  tiie  Bofougb 


of  Shrewibofy,  by  Captain  Wsimi^  fttxn  aereral  plaeea 
in  the  eounty  of  Fife,  by  Mr.  Waklst,  from  Sheflhrd 
(Bedfbrdahire),  Gisborough  (Yozkahire),  and  the  pariaiiea 
of  St.  Oeoige  and  SL  Gilea,  Bloomabury,  by  Mr.  Etwall, 
from  Andover,  by  Mr.  Dmrr,  from  Exeter,  by  Ccrionel 
Datiss,  from  Woreerter,  by  Mr.  Saiifou>,  from  two 
pariahea  in  Someraetohire,  by  Mr.  Walker,  fromfWexford 
by  Sir  W.  SoMcayiLLa,  from  Drogheda,  by  Mr.  Pstiii, 
hoax  Bolton  and  Cheater,  and  by  Mr.  LAMsroif ,  from  plaeea 
inDurham  and  Northumberland,  for  the  Ballot.— By  Mr. 
Barnard,  from  Deptford,  by  Mr.  Prabs,  from  a  place 
in  Durham,  and  by  Mr.  Blbwitt,  from  Monmouth,  for 
the  abolition  of  Negro  Apprentioeriiip. — By  Mr.  Hume, 
from  Bolton-Ie-Moon,  for  Short  Parliamenti,  HouadioU 
Suffrage,  and  Vote  by  Ballot— By  Mr.  W.  Milbs,  from 
Someraet,  for  rating  Ownera  of  Small  Tenemental— By 
Mr.  BRAMSToir,  from  the  Board  of  Onardiana  of  the 
Rochdale  Union,  ta  the  lame  efltet— By  Mr.  Walker, 
from  Shipownera  in  the  county  of  Wexford,  for  a  reduction 
of  the  duty  on  Marine  inauranoefc— By  Lord  Samdok,  tnm 
the  Chamber  of  Commeroe  of  Liverpool,  for  lower  ratea 
of  Poatage;  and  ftom  the  Eaat  India  Aaaodatiop  of 
Liverpool,  for  an  inquiry  into  the  fluctuationa  in  the 
Currency.— By  Mr.  O.  Yoono,  from  MUlera  and  Mer- 
cfaanta,  to  allow  Foreign  Com  to  be  ground  in  Bond.— By 
Mr.  HuuK,  from  Kilkenny  and  Galway,  for  the  extinction 
of  Titiiea. 


Slioo  Election.]  The  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  further  consideration  of  the 
petition  of  J.  P.  Somers,  Esq.,  having 
been  read, 

Mr.  Freshfield  contended,  that  the  pre- 
liminary objection  which  had  been  taken 
to  the  petition  could  not  be  sustained, 
and  he  would  show  that  the  practice  of 
the  House  had  been  contrary  to  that  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member  for  Roscom- 
mon. In  one  instance  a  petition  had 
been  signed  by  six  persons,  and  it  was 
admitted  by  a  witness,  whom  the  sitting 
Member  intended  to  call,  that  the  petition 
was  not  bona  Jide,  but  had  been  signed 
at  the  instance  of  others.  The  Com- 
mittee, however,  had  decided  that  with 
respect  to  the  five  to  whom  that  charge 
applied,  they  were  not  petitioners;  but 
as  a  witness  had  seen  4he  sixth  petitioner 
within  two  days  of  the  sitting  of  the  Com- 
mittee, when  the  petitioner  had  expressed 
his  hope  that  the  petition  would  succeed, 
and  that  was  held  by  the  House  to  be  a 
sufficient  interest  in  the  subject.  In  the 
Nottingham  case  a  similar  judgment  was 
entertained.  In  two  cases  objections  were 
made  that  there  was  not  a  sufficient  de- 
scription in  the  petition,  of  the  character 
in  which  the  petitioner  claimed  to  have 
the  right  to  petition,  and  in  those  cases 
the  Committee  decided,  that,  inasmuch  as 
the  petition  had  been  received  by  the 
House,  they  were  bound  to  proceed  upon 
it,  and  they  therefore  decided  against  the 
preliminary  objection.  Mr.  Fox  after- 
wards, in  that  House,  upon  petitioner 
having  seen  a  defect,   moved  that  th^ 
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petition  should  not  be  proceeded  upon. 
A  debate  took  place.  The  Attorney- 
General  objected  to  the  House  taking  the 
discussion,  on  the  ground  that  the  sub- 
ject was  one  for  the  consideration  of 
an  Election  Committee,  and  the  House 
decided  in  favour  of  Mr.  Fox's  motion. 
He  would  not  detaint  he  House  further 
except  to  say,  that  if  ever  there  was  a 
case  that  was  proper  to  be  brought  before 
an  Election  Committee,  it  was  where  the 
signatures  were  disputed,  because  the 
House  did  not  allow  election  petitions  to 
proceed  unless  they  were  properly  sub- 
scribed. 

Mr.  F.  French  had  never  stated,  that  a 
Committee  could  not  take  cognizance  of 
the  signatures  to  a  petition.  He  was 
quite  aware  of  the  Nottingham  case  and 
of  the  other  cases  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  referred ;  but  he  felt  satis- 
fied that  the  proper  course  to  adopt  was 
to  bring  the  subject  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  said,  that  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  present  was 
not  only  an  investigation  which  a  Select 
Committee  might  entertain,  but  he 
thought  the  House  was  absolutely  bound 
to  send  the  subject  to  such  a  tribunal. 
Nothing  could  be  gained  by  an  inquisition 
before  the  House.  The  Committee  was 
to  be  ballotted  for  to-morrow,  and  it  must 
at  once  take  cognizance  of  the  allegation 
made  against  the  genuineness  of  the  sig- 
natures. If  it  was  not  the  petition  of 
the  parties,  then  the  Committee  would 
give  the  sitting  Member  the  costs  of  his 
defence. 

Mr.  O'Conne// thought,  the  petition  had 
better  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
because  the  whole  House  would  be  as 
clumsy  a  jury  as  it  was  possible  to  invent. 
He  himself  had  never  desired  to  be  a 
judge.  If  the  matter  were  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  the  real  merits  of  the 
case  would  be  thoroughly  investigated. 

The  Speaker  thought,  it  would  be  ad- 
mitted by  all  parlies  that.if  an  individual's 
name  were  forged  in  any  petition  pre- 
sented to  the  House  that  was  a  breach 
of  the  privileges  of  the  House ;  and  if  a 
petition  were  presented  to  the  House  con- 
taining such  an  allegation,  it  stated  that 
which  the  House  would  recognise  as  a 

ic   mS!^  privilege.     In  the  present  case, 

^\a)ittee.   ^^^  ^^®"  brought  under  the 
^noO^LQuirygjj^^House,  which  contained  an 
*^^^  ^^^  signatures  attached  to 


a  former  petition,  yet  to  be  considered  bj 
a  Select  Committee  of  the  House,  were 
forgeries.     But  then,  looking  at  the  case 
in  connexion  with  the  Qrenville  Act,  the 
House  would  not  take  cognizance  of  anv 
election  petition,  but  acting  ministerially, 
would  appoint  a  Select  Committee  for  the 
consideration  of  such  petition ;  such  was 
the  course  to  be  pursued  in  the  present 
case,  and  as  the  Committee  was  to  be 
appointed   to-morrow,  perhaps  the  more 
convenient   mode   would    be  to   let    the 
Committee   examine  witnesses  as  to  the 
validity  of   the  signatures,  and  if  they 
found   any  of  them  to  be  forgeries,    let 
them  report  the  same  to  the  House.     If 
the  Committee  found  that  all  the  names 
were  forgeries,  then,  of  course,  they  would 
not  proceed  to  try  the  merits  of  the  p.-ti- 
tion.     It  would  be  very  inconvenient,  he 
thought,  for  the  House  to  prolong  a  dt$* 
cussion  on  this  case,   which  was   within 
forty -eight  hours  of  being  referred  to  the 
regular   tribunal.     Therefore,  without    at 
all  involving  the  question  as  to  whether 
the  House  would  delegate  to  the  Com- 
mittee  any   power  to   settle  a  question 
relating  to  the  privileges  of  the   House, 
perhaps   the    House  would   decide  upon 
leaving  the  matter  to  the  Election  Com* 
mittee. 

Mr.  F.  French  reminded  the  House 
that  the  whole  of  the  signatures  were 
alleged  to  be  forgeries,  and  if  that  could 
be  proved,  there  would  be  an  end  of  the 
case.  He  believed  that  since  the  passing 
of  the  Grenville  Act  no  case  analogous  to 
the  present  one  had  occurred.  The  cases 
of  Athlone  and  Carrickfergus  were  not  so. 
He  would  leave  the  House  to  deal  with 
his  proposition  as  it  thought  proper. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  wished  to  explain 
that  neither  directly  nor  indirectly  had 
he  had  any  communication  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo,  or  with  any  other  hon. 
Member  as  to  the  course  which  he  pursued, 
for  he  was  not  aware  that  the  question 
would  come  on,  and.  did  not,  therefore, 
come  down  to  the  House  till  near  six 
o'clock.  He  would  not  have  taken  the 
objection,  but  that  he  felt  a  judicial  ques- 
tion  of  this  kind  ought  not  to  be  left  to 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  and  that 
he  was  bound  to  state  the  point  as  it 
occurred  to  him  at  the  time. 

Colonel  Perceval  felt  it  his  duty  to 
state  for  the  information  of  his  boo. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Roscommon,  and 
for  the  information  of  the  House,  that  he 
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meyerwM  more  astonished  than  by  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Penryn, 
and  never  regretted  anything  more  than 
that  he  should  have  interrupted  the  course 
of  proceeding  last  night,  or,  indeed,  that 
any  proposition  of  the  kind  should  ema- 
nate from  that  (the  Conservative)  side  of 
the  House^  He  fell,  however,  that  there 
was  a  difficulty  in  bringing  this  matter 
before  a  Select  Committee,  and  for  this 
reason  he  was  anxious  that  the  witnesses 
should  be  called  to  the  bar  of  the  House, 
and  a  decision  given  upon  it  forthwith. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  moved  that  the 
order  be  discharged. 

The  House  divided  on  the  motion : — 
Ayes  128 ;  Noes  142 :  Majority  14. 

Listqf  the  Ayes, 


Acland,  T,  D. 
Aglionby,  Major 
Ainsworth^  P. 
Alston,  R. 
Archbold,  R. 
Baines,  £. 
Ball,  N. 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Barrington,  Viscount 
Barry,  G.  S. 
Beamish,  F.  B« 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Blake,  M.J. 
Bowes,  J. 
Brabazon,  Sir  W. 
Bridgeman,  H. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Buller,  C. 
Bulwer,  E.  L. 
Butler,  hon.  Colonel 
Callaghan,  D. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Carnac,  Sir  J.  R. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Chapman,  Sir  M.  L. 
Chetwynd,  Major 
Clive,  £.  B. 
Collier,  J. 
Curry,  W. 
Dalmeney,  Lord 
Darlington,  Earl  of 
Davies,  Colonel 
DeDnistouni  J. 
DivcU,  E. 
Dundas,  Captain 
ElUce,  right  hon.  £. 
Etwall,  R. 
FitzsimoDy  N. 
Freshfield,  J.  W. 
Gaskell,  James  Miloes 
Gladstone,  W.  E. 
Goring,  H.  D. 
Qratlan,  H. 
Ualford,  H. 


Hardinge,   right  hon. 

SirH. 
Hayter,  William  G. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hume,  J. 
Hurst,  tt.  U. 
James,  W. 
Lambton,  H. 
Langdale,  hon.  C. 
Langton,  W.  G. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lefevre,  C.  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lushington,  C 
Macnamara,  Major 
Maher,  J, 
Mahony,  P. 
Marsland,  H. 
Maule,  W.  H. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Murray,  rt.  hon.  J.  A, 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
OConnell,  D. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  M. 
O'Conor,  Don. 
Palmer,  C.  F. 
Palmer,  R. ' 
Parrotl,  J. 
Pattison,  J. 
Phillpotts,  J. 
Poulter,  J.S. 
Power,  J. 
Pryme,  G. 
Pusey,  P. 
Redington,  T.  N. 
Rice,  £.  R. 
Rice,  right  hon.  T.  S. 
Rich,  H. 
Roche,  £•  & 


Roche,  W. 
Rundle,  J. 
Russell,  Lord  C. 
Salwey,  Colonel 
Sanford,  E.A. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Seale,  Colonel 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sharpe,  General 
Shaw,  right  hon.  F. 
Slaney,  R.  A. 
Smith,  R.  V. 
SomcrviUe,  Sir  W.  M. 
Stanley,  W.  O. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  V. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Talfourd,  Sergeant 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thornley,T. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T 
Turner^  W, 

Lut  of 

A'Court,  Captain 
Ad  are,  Viscount 
Arbuthnot,  hon.  H. 
Bagge,  W. 
Bagot,  hon.  W. 
Bailey,  J. 
Baillie,  Colonel 
Baring,  11.  B. 
Bameby,  J. 
Bateman,  J. 
Bell,  M. 
Bethell,  R. 
Blackburne,  I. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blennerhassett,  A. 
Boldero,  H.G. 
Boiling,  W. 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Broad  ley,  H. 
Broadwood,  H. 
Brownrigg,  S. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Burr,  H. 
Burrell,  Sir  C. 
Burroughes,  H.  N. 
Chandos,  Maiquess  of 
Chaplin,  Colonel 
Chisholm,  A.  W. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Cole,  Viscount 
Coropton,  H.  C. 
Conolly,  E. 
Coote,  Sir  C.  H. 
Corry,  hon.  H. 
Courtenay,  P. 
Creswell,  C. 
Darby,  G. 
De  Horsey,  S.  H. 
Dick,  Q. 
D'Israeli,  B. 
Dottio,  A  R, 


Verney,  Sir  H. 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
Wakley,  T. 
Warburton,  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wemyss,  J.  E. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
White,  A. 
White,  L. 
White,  S. 
Wiikins,  W. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  G.  V. 
Wood,  C. 
Woulfe,  Sergeant 
Wynn,  right  hon. 

C.  W. 
Yates,  J.  A. 

TELLERS. 

French,  F. 
Horsman,  E. 

the  Noes. 

Douro,  Marquess  of 
Dowdeswell,  W. 
Duffield,  T. 
Dugdale,  W,  S. 
Dun  com  be,  hon.  W. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Eastnor,  Viscount 
Egerton,  W.  T, 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Ellis,  J. 
Farnham,  E.  B. 
Feilden,  W. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Filzroy,  hon.  H.^ 
Forbes,  W, 
Forester,  hon.  6. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Gibson,  T. 
Gordon,  hon.  Captain 
Gore,  O.  J.  R. 
Gore,  O.  W. 
Grant,  hon.  Colonel 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grimston,  hon.  E.  H. 
Halse,  J. 
Herbert,  hon.  S* 
Herries,  rt  hon.  J.  C« 
Hillsborough,  Earl  of 
Hinde,  J.  11. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Holmes,  hn.  W.  A'C. 
Holmes,  W. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Hoiham,  Lord 
Houldsworth,T. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
logestrie,  Viscount 
Irton,  S. 

Jenhson,  C.  D.  O, 
Johnstone,  H. 
Jooet,  W. 
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JoDM,  T.  PriDgle,  A. 

JoneSy  J .  Reid ,  Sir  J .  R. 

Knatchbully  right  hon.  Richards,  R. 

Sir  E.  RoUeston,  L. 

Knightley,  Sir  C.  Round,  J. 

Law,  hon.  C.  £.  Rushbrooke,  Colonel 

Lefroy,  right  hon.  T.  Rushout,  G. 

Lewis,  Vi.  St.  Paul,  H. 

Litton,  £.  Scarlett,  hon.  J.  Y. 

Lowther,  hon.  Colonel  Scariett,  hon.  R. 

Lucas,  E.  Shirley,  £.  J. 

Lygon,  hon.  General  Sinclair,  Sir  G. 

Mackeniij,  T.  Somerset,  Lord  G. 

Mackinnon,  W.  A.  Stanley,  £. 

Maidsione,  Viscount  Stuart,  11. 

Manners,  Lord  C.  S.  Start,  H.  C. 

Marsland,  T.  Style,  Sir  C. 

Master,  T,  W .  C.  Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 

Maunsell,  T.  P.  Verner,  Colonel 

Miles,  W.  Villiers,  Viscount 

Miles,  P.  W.  S.  Wilberforce,  W. 

Money  penny,  T.  G.  Wilbraham,  hon.  B. 

Mordaunt,  Sir  J.  Winnington,  11.  J* 

Neeld,  J .  Wodehouse,  £• 

Pakington,  J.  S.  Young,  J. 

Palmer,  G.  Young,  Sir  W. 
Perceval,  hon.  G.  J« 
Powell,  Colonel  tellers. 

Praed,  W.  M.  Jackson,  Sergeant 

Price,  R.  Perceval,  Colonel 

Witnesses  were  then  examined  who 
proved  that  the  Bigoatures  complained  of 
were  genuine. 

The  motion  was  then  put :— "  That  the 
allegations  in  the  petition  had  not  been 
sustained,''  which  was  agreed  to. 

Cork  Sessions.]  Mr.  Mahany  moved 
the  second  reading  of  the  Cork  Sessions' 
Bill,  the  object  of  which  he  said  was  to 
extend  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  1793, 
as  aanended  in  1836,  to  the  county  of 
Cork. 

Mr.  Jephson  opposed  the  second  read- 
ing. The  bill  was  very  unintelligible ;  it 
had  not  been  called  for,  and  he  believed, 
also,  that  it  was  not  desired  by  the  people 
of  Cork.  It  was  likewise  opposed  to  the 
opinion  of  the  assistant  barrister  of  the 
eastern  division. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  he  should  be  glad  to 
know  what  the  Government  intended  to 
do  with  this  and  several  other  bills  relating 
to  Ireland  which  stood  upon  the  orders  for 
that  evening,  forming  a  kind  of  wholesale 
legislation.  With  regard  to  this  particular 
measure,  he  could  bear  his  testimony  to 
the  assertion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mallow — viz.,  that  everybody  in 
Cork  was  opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  OConnell  observed,  that  the  objec- 
lioQ  of  hon.  Members  to  the  bill  appeared 


to  arise  from  their  not  uDderstandiog  it. 
The  right  hon.  and  learoed  recorder,  ho«- 
ever,  might  readily  understand  it,  if  be 
would  tsdce  the  trouble  of  applying  hs 
mind  to  it.  The  county  of  Cork  contaiocd 
as  large  a  population  as  four  ordinary 
counties.  In  1824  it  was  divided  into  two 
ridings  for  sessional  jurisdiction.  The 
bill  of  1836  enabled  the  Government  to 
divide  all  the  counties  into  riding?,  and 
also  gave  the  power  of  making  additional 
sessional  districts,  but  it  did  not  include 
Cork,  because  it  had  already,  in  1 824,  been 
changed  into  ridings,  so  that  the  bill  of  1836 
could  not  augment  the  sessions  of  thecountj 
of  Cork.  The  object  of  the  present  bill  wis, 
then,  nothing  more  than  to  ex  end  the  bill 
of  1836  to  that  county,  in  order  to  increase 
the  number  of  its  sessional  districts,  they 
being  at  present  so  large  that  persons 
were  obliged,  in  some  instances,  to  go  a 
distance  of  forty-five  miles,  to  wrangle 
about  a  matter  of  a  few  shillings,  spending 
perhaps,  twice  the  amount  on  the  road. 
This  bill  would  remedy  this ;  it  was  exactly 
what  was  wanted;  but  as  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  allow  it  to  stand  ofer 
for  a  while,  he  would  move,  as  an  amend- 
ment, that  it  be  postponed  to  that  day 
week. 

Viscount  Morpeth^  in  reply  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  had  only  to  say, 
that  the  Government  could  not  prevent 
hon.  Members  from  bringing  forward  such 
measures  as  they  thought  fit.  It  was  the 
House  that  had  allowed  their  introduction. 
With  regard  to  this  measure,  he  thought 
they  should  hear  the  opinion  of  the  dif- 
ferent Members,  and  of  those  in  particular 
who  were  connected  with  Cork.  There 
appeared  to  be  sufficient  difference  of 
opinion  amongst  them  both  as  to  matter  of 
law  and  fact  to  make  it  advisable  not  to 
proceed  further  without  an  understanding 
that  it  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
or  be  postponed  until  the  gentlemen  of  the 
county  had  an  opportunity  of  consulting 
at  the  assizes,  when  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Kinsale  could  endeavour  to 
shape  the  bill  in  conformity  with  their 
views,  and  at  the  same  time  consistently 
with  the  public  advantage. 

Mr.  Goulbum  was  of  opinion,  that  this, 
and  all  measures  relating  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  should  be  taken 
up  by  the  Ministers,  whose  duty  it  was  to 
consider  how  far  the  claims  of  the  different 
places  were  well  founded.  He  thooght 
the  poble  Lord  should  take  such  measurei 
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into  his  own  hands,  or  place  them  in  the 
hands  of  legal  persons  acquainted  with 
the  localities,  rather  than  leave  them  to 
individual  Members  of  that  House. 

Mr.  Wouife  perfectly  concurred  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  was  the 
iluty  of  Government  to  attend  to  measures 
concerning  the  administration  of  justice; 
but.  in  this  instance,  the  question  did  not 
exactly  concern  the  general  administration 
of  justice,  being  a  question  rather  of  po- 
pulation, the  situation  of  mountains,  rivers, 
and  roads,  and  the  convenience  of  particu- 
lar parties.  He  had  already  told  the  hon. 
Meml>er  for  Kiusale,  that  the  bill  being 
one  of  local  interest,  he  ought  to  consult 
those  possessing  a  local  knowledge  of  the 
subject.  He  would  now  add,  that  the 
Government  would  most  anxiously  pursue 
whatever  course  those  individuals  should 
determine  on  as  most  judicious. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jac^jon  said,  that  in  order 
to  take  from  the  proceeding  all  appearance 
of  a  ioby  it  would  be  better  to  postpone 
the  bill  until  the  county  could  be  consulted 
on  the  subject.  He  certainly  thought 
such  a  measure  ought  not  to  be  brought 
forward  without  the  opinion  of  the  county 
being  collected,  as  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland  himself  suggested. 

Debate  adjourned  for  three  weeks. 

Church  Property  (Ireland).]  Mr. 
Mahony  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
Church  Property  (Ireland)  Bill,  and  stated 
that  the  tenure  of  more  than  half  a  million 
of  acres  was  in  such  a  state  as  required 
the  intervention  of  the  Legislature  for  its 
amendment.  One  of  the  principal  objects 
which  he  intended  by  this  measure  to 
effect  would  be  to  enable  the  University  of 
Dublin  and  other  similar  corporations  to 
grant  leases  in  perpetuity  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  Commissioners  were  en- 
abled to  grant  under  the  Church  Tempo- 
ralities' Act.  If  the  details  of  the  measure 
could  be  improved  by  any  reasonable 
amendments  on  the  part  of  the  College, 
he  should  have  no  objection  ;  and  with  a 
view  to  render  the  bill  as  perfect  as 
possible,  he  proposed,  if  the  second  read- 
mg  were  agreed  to,  that  the  bill  should  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee  up-stairs. 
He  had  but  to  add,  ihat  it  would  go  to 
amend  the  1st  of  Charles  1st,  cap.  3. 

Mr.  Shaw  objected  to  the  proposed 
measure  on  principle,  and  he  concurred 
fully  in  the  prayer  of  that  petition  which 
he  had  already  presented  to  Parliament 


on  the  subject.  Hon.  Members  would  be 
enabled,  by  the  least  reflection  to  see  that 
the  injustice  of  the  bill  was  most  obvious. 
The  hon.  Mover  did  not  even  profess  to 
give  the  college  the  same  compensation  as 
was  given  to  the  ecclesiastical  commission- 
ers ;  considering,  then,  that  it  could  not 
but  prove  detrimental  to  the  college,  he 
should  move,  that  the  bill  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  six  months. 

Mr.  (yConnell  would  certainly  oppose 
the  bill,  although  he  had  a  personal  inter- 
est the  other  way.  The  college  refused  to 
accede  to  the  proposed  plan,  and  he 
thought  that  Parliament  had  no  right  to 
dispose  of  their  property  when  that  corpo- 
ration was  an  opposing  party  He  thought 
it  would  be  better  if  his  hon.  Friend  were 
allowed  to  withdraw  his  motion. 

Viscount  Morpeth  said,  he,  in  the  course 
of  the  last  year,  had  stated,  that  he  would 
not  be  a  party  to  any  large  measure  on 
this  subject  without  the  assent  of  the 
college.  That  assent  had  been  authori- 
tatively refused,  and  he  therefore  could 
not  go  along  with  the  hon.  Mover  in  this 
bill. 

Mr.  X«/roy  affirmed,  that  the  proposed 
measure  would  be  an  infringement  of  the 
rights  of  private  property,  and  therefore 
could  not  be  committed  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  parties  interested. 

Mr.  Mahony  still  thought  the  measure 
just  and  necessary,  and  entertained  no 
doubt  that  before  long  the  opinion  of  the 
public  would  lead  Parliament  to  its  ready 
adoption. 

Amendment  agreed  to  and  bill  thrown 
out. 

Custody  of  Infants.]  Mr.  Sergeant 
Talfourd  moved  the  second  reading  of 
the  Custody  of  Infants  Bill. 

Sir  E.  Sugden  moved  as  an  amendment, 
that  it  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months.  As  the  law  at  present  stood  the 
father  was  entitled  to  the  custody  of  the 
children,  and  the  Bill  as  now  worded  took 
away  from  the  male  parent  that  exclusive 
power,  for  it  went  to  place  both  parents 
in  this  respect  precisely  on  the  same  foot- 
ing, for  the  power  of  the  father  was  taken 
away  by  implication.  To  this  Bill  he  ob- 
jected on  principle,  and  on  this  amongst 
other  grounds  that  the  law  was  bound  to 
deal  with  general  cases.  He  readily  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  no  more  painful 
source  of  regret  to  a  mother  than  to  be 
debarred  from  access  to  her  children,  and 
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therefore,  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  very 
consequence  which  it  was  sought  to  pre- 
vent would  be  promoted  by  the  Bill.    A 
wise  legislature,  as  it  appeared  to  him, 
would  seek  to  bind  married  persons  by  a 
common  interest,  and  certainly  no  wise 
Legislature  wonld  hold  out  facilities  for 
separation.     It  frequently  happened  that 
very  trifling  differences  were  the  subject 
of  dispute  between  married  persons,  and, 
assuredly,  so  far  as  the  mother  was  con- 
cerned, the  love  of  offspring  formed  the 
gpreat  means  of  preventing  in  such  cases  a 
separation  of  the  parents.    The  great  tie 
which  prevents  the  separation  of  married 
persons   is  their  common    children.      A 
wife  was,  in  general,  glad  to  have  that 
excuse  for  submitting  to  the  temper  of  a 
capricious  husband.     It  was  some  satis- 
faction for  an  angry  woman,  indignant  at 
the  treatment  of  her  husband,  to  say, ''  I 
would  leave  him  immediately  but  for  my 
children.*'     What  was  the  consequence  of 
this  reflection  ?  that  her  anger  gradually 
cooled  down ;  that  the  clouds  which  for 
a  while  brooded  over  her  happiness  were 
dispersed,  and  that  after  a  short  lapse  of 
time,  she  was  herself  the  first  to  admit  the 
absurdity  of  which  she  would  have  been 
guilty  had  she  left  the  protection  of  her 
husband's  home.     Now  this  Bill,  by  pro- 
viding the  wife  with  the  means  of  always 
commanding  access  to  her  children,  re- 
moved many  of  the  obstacles  which  stood 
at  present  in  the  way  of  separation.     In 
married  life,  the  differences  between  the 
parties  generally   arose    from   their    not 
giving  way  mutually  to  each  other  in  the 
earliest  stages  of  the  dispute.     Some  time 
generally    elapsed   before   husband    and 
wife  accommodated    themselves  to  each 
other's  temper.     If  you  opened  a  facility 
to  separation  between  husband  and  wife 
at  the  very  commencement  of  their  union, 
you   opened  a  door  to  divorces  and  to 
every  species  of  immorality.     It  had  been 
truly  and  beautifully  said  by  one  of  our 
old  writers,  that  any   little   thing  could 
blast  an  infant  blossom,   and    that   the 
breath  of  the  south  could  shake  the  little 
rings  of  the  vine,  which,  after  they  had 
stiffened  into  the  hardness  of  a  stem  under 
the  warm  embraces  of  the  sun,  could  en- 
dure the  storms  of  the   north,   and   yet 
never  be  broken.     It  was  the  policy  of 
the  law,  therefore,  to  give  time  for  all  the 
little   feelings  of  mutual  discontent  be- 
tween man  and  wife  to  pass  away  and  be 
forgotten,  and    to  afford  an    opportunity  | 


for  the  powerful  ties  of  common  property, 
a  common  home,  and  the  same  children 
to  work  their  natural  effect  on  the  affec- 
tions of  both.     He  had  seen  it  stated  in  a 
fable  that  the  best  way  of  reconciling  the 
differences  between  married  people  was  to 
confine  them  together  in  the  same  room, 
and  to  give  them  but  one  chair  on  which 
to  sit,  one  table  at  which  to  eat,  and  one 
place  on  which  to  repose,  and    that  this 
mode   of  forcing  them  to  accommodate 
themselves  to  circumstances  was  certain 
to  re-unite  their  disjoined  affections,  and 
to  afford  solid  grounds  for  the  stability  of 
their  future  connexion.     He  was  opposed 
to  every  measure  which  facilitated  the  se- 
paration of  husband  and  wife,   and  that 
feeling  led  him  to  oppose   this  Bill,  of 
which  the  principle  led  inevitably  to  se- 
paration.    His  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
the    Member    for    Reading     had    stated 
several  cases  in  which  the  t>6st  feelings  of 
woman  had  been  turned  to  her  disadvan- 
tage, and  he  might  even  say  to  her  op- 
pression.    He  admitted  that  such  cases 
did  sometimes  occur ;   but  was  there  no 
danger  on  the  other  side  ?     He  was  pre- 
pared to  contend  that  there  was  scarcely 
a  case  of  differences  in  married  life  ia 
which  a  wife  did  not  ultimately  reap  the 
benefit  of  submission  to  her  husband^  and 
in  which,  after  her  irritated  feelings  had 
subsided,  she  did  not  thank  God  a  thousand 
times  that  she  had  not  obeyed  the  first 
impulse  of  passion,  which  prompted  her  to 
leave  the  house  of  her  husband,  where  it 
was  most  for  the  interest  and  comfort  of 
her  children  that  they  should  be  mara- 
tained    and    educated.      The    certainty 
which  be  had  acquired  of  this  being  re^ 
peatedly  the  fact  would  prevent  him  from 
ever  affording  any  facility  to  separation. 
But  this  Bill,  was  open  to  other  objections. 
It  not  only  led  inevitably  to  separation, 
but  it  also  tended   to  render  separation 
perpetual.     When  the  wife  knew  that  she 
could  not  have   access   to  her  children, 
after  leaving  her  husband's  house,  she  was 
unwilling  to  separate  herself  from  him  for 
li^ht  causes :  supposing  this  Bill  to  pass  into 
law  she  would  argue  thus  : — "  1  can  now 
have  access  to  my  children  when  I  please 
and  I  will  separate  immediately  from  my 
husband."    The  Bill  also  led  to  this  con- 
sequence —  it  would    enable   a  woman, 
though  divorced  from  her  husband  by  the 
deepest  crime  which  a  wife  could  commit, 
to  demand  and  have  access  to  her  children, 
and  for  this  plain  reason,  that  she  was  a 
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pareot  liring  in  eeparatioD  frotn  her  hus- 
band. The  Bill  was  carefully  drawn 
throughout  in  that  respect.  The  word 
"parent"  was  used  throughout,  and  a 
woman  who  had  thus  misconducted  herself 
and  disgraced  her  family  did  not  cease  to 
be  a  parent  because  she  had  forgotten  the 
duties  and  perhaps  even  lost  the  title  of  a 
wife.  The  Bill  seemed  tocontem plate  such  a 
case,  and  even  to  provide  for  it.  Besides, 
there  were  other  cases  of  great  enormity,  in 
which  it  might  be  tilting  that  the  woman 
should  have  no  access  to  her  children.  His 
hon.and  learned  Friend  would  perhaps  say 
that  his  Bill  left  it  to  the  judge  to  deter- 
mine when  the  mother  ought  to  have  ac- 
cess to  her  children.  Be  it  so ;  then  let 
the  House  consider  what  would  be  the 
consequence  of  giving  this  jurisdiction  to 
any  one  of  the  judges  at  common  law  or 
to  any  one  of  the  judges  in  equity.  The 
Bill  proposed  that  any  one  of  these  judges 
should  have  the  power  to  vary  or  repeal 
the  order  or  decree  of  any  other  of  their 
number.  What  would  be  the  conse- 
quence? A  wife  leaves  the  house  of  her 
husband  after  a  sharp  quarrel  on  what  she 
deems  justifiable  cause.  She  goes  at 
once  to  an  attorney  and  says,  "  I  want 
and  mast  have  access  to  my  children 
whom  I  left  in  the  care  of  my  husband." 
He  replies  to  her,  '*  Then  you  must  make 
out  a  case.**  She  rejoins,  **  I  can  do  it 
readily,"  He  then  tells  her  "  You  must 
put  your  facts  into  the  shape  of  an  affi- 
davit." She  does  so  by  the  help  of  this 
disinterested  adviser;  and  what  will  the 
affidavit  contain  ?  It  will  describe  the 
wretchedness  of  her  married  life;  not  one 
incident  which  has  occurred  since  her 
marriage  to  the  disadvantage  of  her  hus- 
band will  be  forgotten,  and  every  acci- 
dental slight  and  unkindness  will  be 
magnified  into  an  act  of  oppression  and 
cruelty.  A  look  of  scorn,  a  word  of  anger, 
will  be  brought  forward  as  a  real  grievance, 
and  after  all  there  will  be  no  proper  issue, 
as  the  lawyers  say,  for  any  court  to  de- 
cide, for  it  will  never  happen  that  a  wo* 
man  under  such  circumstances  will  rest 
her  claim  for  access  to  her  children  upon 
any  particular  instance  of  cruelty.  No 
woman  will  ever  admit  that  she  left  her 
husbaod*s  home  on  account  of  a  short 
quarrel  of  five  minutes  duration.  No, — 
she  will  abow,  that  she  has  endured  pati- 
ently a  long  course  of  ill  usage  and  cm. 
ehy,  and  that  she  did  not  leave  her  home 
until   endaraoce  was  do  longer  possible. 


The  husband    exasperated    by  such   an 
affidavit,  will  then   give  his  explanatioQ 
of  everything  that   has  occurred  in  his 
married  life,  and  will  meet  her  statement 
of  grievances  with  a  statement  of  her  pro- 
vocations, and,  it  may  be,   misconduct. 
He  will  endeavour  to  throw  the  blame  on 
his  wife,  just  as  she  has  endeavoured  to 
throw  it  upon  her  husband.     It  was  pro- 
verbially dangerous   to    interfere   in    the 
quarrels  of  man  and  wife,  as  they  gene- 
rally both  turned  against  those  who  inter- 
fered between   them ;  and  he  should  be 
loth   to    incur    that    responsibility,  even 
though    armed    with    judicial    authority. 
There  would  be  no  end  to  the  litigation 
over  which  the  judge  would  have  to  pre- 
side.    Facts  would  be   asserted   on  one 
side,  and  denied  on  the  other.     Then  the 
friends  of  the  two  parties  would  take  share 
in    their   quarrels,   and,    as  usual,  would 
embitter  them  more  and  more.     Mr.  A., 
who   had   dined   at   the   house  with   the 
parties,  would  speak  to  the  use  of  some 
unkind  word  at  dinner,  and  Mrs.  B.,  who 
had   her  eyes   always  about  her,  would 
describe  the    withering   effect    of   some 
scornful  glance.     The  servants  would  be 
brought  forward,  and  one  half  of  them 
would  swear  one  way,  and  the  ether  half 
the  other.   Incontinence  would  be  charged 
on  one  side,  adultery  on  the  other,  and 
all  this  on  affidavit,  without  any  personal 
examination  or  cross-examination  of  the 
pariies — and  on  all  the   res  gestee   thus 
brought  before  him,  the  judge  would  have 
to  decide  one  way  or  other.   In  the  course 
of  his  professional  experience  he  had  seen 
many  things  of  this  kind,  arising  at  their 
outset  from  trifles  light  as  air,  magnified 
into  grievances  almost  beyond  relief.     A 
hearing  of  a  case  of  this  kind  would  easily 
cost  400/.  or  500/.     But  the  case  once 
heard  was  not  ultimately  decided.     No, 
it  might  go  the  round  of  all  the  judges  in 
law  and  in  equity.     If  one  judge  granted 
a  decree  this  week,  another  might  reverse 
it  the  next;  for  affidavits  might  be  col- 
lected to  show  that,  in  the  interval  between 
the  two  decrees,  the  conduct  of  the  hus- 
band or  the  wife  had  been  so  bad  as  to 
justify  the  reversal  of  the  former  decree. 
The  Bill,  therefore,  opened  a  scene  of 
misery  for  families,  which  was  interminable, 
and  an   extent  of  litigation   which   was 
perfectly  frightful ;  and  for  that  reason,  if 
he  had  not  others,  he  should  meet  it  with 
strenuous  opposition.     But  how  did   his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  propose  to  sup- 
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port  the  jurisdiction  given  by  this  Bill  to 
the  judges  over  the  husband  ?  By  the 
process  of  contempt.  If  the  husband 
vrould  not  obey  the  order  of  the  judge, 
giving  the  wife  access  to  her  children,  he 
was  to  be  in  contempt.  After  all  the  time 
and  attention  which  he  had  bestowed 
upon  the  removal  of  the  evils  caused  by 
the  process  of  contempt,  there  would  be 
nothing  that  he  should  see  with  greater 
alarm  than  our  prisons  filled  with  prisoners 
for  contempt.  It  was  a  subject  to  which 
he  had  paid  long  and  deep  attention,  and 
he  should  have  the  deepest  regret  in  seeing 
the  Fleet,  as  he  had  seen  it,  filled  with  the 
victims  of  the  process  of  contempt.  It 
was  not  unusual  for  a  man  to  go  to  prison 
rather  than  pay  a  debt :  but  if  he  had  the 
means,  a  short  imprisonment  generally 
made  him  willing  enough  to  purchase  his 
liberty  by  payment  of  the  debt.  But  when 
a  man  got  into  a  prison,  as  in  this  case 
the  husband  would,  on  a  point  of  feeling, 
it  would  be  a  difficult  task  indeed  to  in- 
duce him  to  alter  that  feeling.  He  would, 
in  all  probability,  send  the  children  out  of 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  court,  and  would 
say,  **  ril  rather  die  than  obey  this  order." 
He  would  not  die,  but  he  would  be  in 
contempt,  and  would  be  sent  to  prison. 
Until  he  obeyed  the  order  no  one  could 
discharge  him.  Obey  it  he  never  would, 
and  what  would  be  the  consequence? 
Just  what  had  happened  when  he  visited 
the  Fleet  Prison  some  few  years  ago.  He 
found  there  persons  who  had  been  con- 
fined for  twenty  or  thirty  years,  and  heard 
of  others  who  had  died  there  after  a  long 
imprisonment,  for  contempts  of  a  very 
trifling  nature,  and  all  this  without  any 
blame  to  any  judicial  tribunal  whatever, 
for  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  any 
judge  to  relieve  contempt,  when  once 
committed.  Looking,  then,  at  the  ope- 
ration of  this  Bill,  he  felt  compelled  to 
oppose  it,  and,  in  doing  so,  he  trusted 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  Mr. 
Serjeant  Talfourd,  would  not  consider 
that  he  was  opposing  him,  he  was  only 
opposing  his  measure.  He  hoped  that 
the  Bill  would  not  be  considered  a 
party  measure;  from  the  state  of  the 
benches  behind  him,  it  was  evident  that 
he  had  not  so  considered  it.  He  had  not 
hinted  his  intention  of  opposing  it  to  any 
of  his  friends,  and  he  wished  it  to  be  con- 
sidered on  its  own  merits  and  demerits 
alone.  He  moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  this  day  six  months. 


Mr.  F.  Smith  hoped  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  not  press  his 
amendment,  for  it  appeared  to  him  that 
most  of  the  objections  which  he  had  urged 
against  the  measure  were  capable  of  being 
removed  in  the  Committee.  The  6rst 
objection  made  to  the  Bill  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  founded 
on  the  use  of  the  word  "  parent"  through- 
out the  Bill.  Surely  that  defect,  if  it  was 
one,  could  be  cured  in  the  Committee. 
Had  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
treated  this  Bill  as  a  mere  matter  of  law, 
he  should  have  deferred  to  the  well-de- 
served reputation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  a  first-rate  lawyer ;  but  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  invited 
the  House  to  discuss  it  on  the  principles 
of  the  human  mind,  with  which  bey 
were  nearly  all  equally  well  acquainted, 
and  had  brought  to  the  discussion  of  it, 
not  precedents  of  law,  but  the  adventitious 
aid  of  fable.  The  only  legal  argument 
which  the  right  hon.  arid  learned  Gentle- 
roan  had  advanced  was,  that  the  afiBdavits, 
which  would  be  necessary  to  enable  a 
mother  to  introduce  a  claim  to  the  inter- 
vention of  the  court,  would  be  so  long,  so 
complicated,  and  so  various,  that  he  was 
loth  to  invite  either  her  or  her  husband 
into  the  CourE  of  Chancery  to  make  them. 
Now,  it  appeared  to  him  that  when  a  pa- 
rent stated,  that  access  to  her  children  was 
not  allowed  her  by  the  husband  from 
whom  she  was  separated,  the  judge  might 
settle  her  claim  to  access  to  them  without 
entering  into  an  inquiry  whether  her  sepa- 
ration from  her  husband  was  proper  or  not. 
The  right  hob.  and  learned  Gentleman 
observed  that  it  was  not  desirable  to  in- 
crease the  facility  of  separation  between 
husband  and  wife,  and  he  was  ready  to 
admit  that  many  small  inconveniences 
which  occurred  in  married  life  were 
smoothed  over  by  a  knowledge  of  the 
great  difficulty  of  obtaining  a  separation. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
also  said  that  one  of  the  finest  principles 
of  human  nature  was  the  attachment  of  a 
mother  to  her  child.  He  admitted  that  it 
was  so,  and  implored  the  House  not  to 
take  advantage  of  it  to  compel  a  woman 
to  reside  with  a  husband  who  treated  her 
with  neglect  and  cruelty.  That  wonld  be 
a  compulsion  inflicted  on  the  weak  for  the 
benefit  of  the  party  who  was  strong  enough 
already.  All  the  difficulties  of  separation 
were  at  present  on  the  side  of  the  woman, 
and  therefore  in  all  the  bickerings  of  mar* 
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ried  life  the  wife  felt  it  expedient  to  yield, 
as  she  was  the  party  on  whom  punishment 
must  fall.  According  to  the  doctrine  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the 
wife  was  placed  in  the  position  of  a  slave. 
The  present  Bill  did  not  take  from  the 
husband  any  power  of  control  which  he 
now  exercised  over  his  children— it  only 
gave  the  wife,  whose  children  they  also 
were,  power  of  access  to  them.  Allowing 
that  there  was  considerable  weight  in  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  it  was  inexpedient  to  fa- 
cilitate separation  between  man  and  wife, 
still  it  ought  not  to  be  forgotten  that  in  the 
present  condition  of  society  the  situation 
of  the  wife  living  separate  from  her  hus- 
band was  far  worse  than  that  of  the  hus- 
band living  separate  from  his  wife.  What 
did  the  husband  suffer  from  this  state  of 
things?  Did  any  man  refuse  to  associate 
with  a  husband  living  separate  from  his 
wife  unless  it  was  charged  against  him  that 
he  had  exercised  some  enormous  cruelty 
against  his  wife?  But  was  the  rule  the 
same  with  regard  to  the  wife  living  separate 
from  her  husband?  No.  There  was  a 
scandal  abroad  which  deprived  her  of  the 
position  she  formerly  occupied  in  society. 
She  was  tried  with  far  greater  severity  than 
the  man.  She  was  tried  at  a  tribunal 
where  slander  was  her  accuser,  and  vulgar 
credulity  was  her  judge.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  stated  another 
objection  to  the  Bill,  which  he  (Mr.  V. 
Smith)  thought  might  be  removed  in  the 
Committee, — namely,  that  the  decree  of 
the  judge  on  the  husband^vas  to  be  en- 
forced by  the  process  of  contempt.  If  any 
other  mode  could  be  found  for  enforcing 
that  decree,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  who  had  gained  such  well- 
deserved  credit  for  his  exertions  in  miti- 
gating the  severity  of  the  law  of  contempt 
might  propose  it  in  Committee,  and  sure 
he  was,  that  if  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  did  so,  the  House  would  listen 
to  him  with  the  most  profound  attention. 
He  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  appeared  to  have  the  same 
object  in  view  as  his  hon.  Friend  the 
learned  Sergeant,  would  allow  the  Bill  to  go 
into  Committee.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  intimated  that  under  the 
present  law  injury  and  injustice  were  very 
often  inflicted  on  the  weaker  party.  His 
impression  was,  that  the  House  ought  to 
provide  for  the  protection  of  the  weaker 
party  in  the  marriage  union ;  for  in  many, 
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indeed  he  might  say  in  the  majority,  of  the 
cases  of  separation  between  husband  and 
wife,  the  fault  arose  either  from  the  neg- 
lect, or  from  the  carelessness,  or  from  the 
viciousness  of  the  husband.  He,  there- 
fore, wished  to  see  the  party  who  was  the 
most  likely  to  be  aggrieved,  the  party  to 
whom  the  House  was  most  anxious  to 
afford  redress.  It  was  impossible,  he 
thought,  that  this  Bill  could  be  treated 
as  a  party  measure  ;  it  was  not  intended, 
either  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  learned  Ser- 
geant, or  by  himself,  that  it  should  be 
so  treated.  He  was  glad  to  see,  that  it  was 
not  so  treated  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  and  he  rejoiced  to  6nd  that 
there  was  one  subject,  at  least,  on  which 
honourable  men  of  all  politics  could  meet 
free  from  prejudice  to  consider  of  what 
was  most  conducive  to  the  good  of  the 
whole  community.  In  conclusion,  he  again 
implored  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman not  to  urge  his  opposition  to  the 
Bill  at  present,  but  to  let  it  go  into  Com- 
mittee to  receive  the  amendments  of  which 
it  was  capable. 

Sir  E,  Sugden  said,  that  after  the  can- 
did appeal  which  had  just  been  made  to 
him,  he  did  not  hesitate  to  give  way  at 
once.  He  would  withdraw  his  amend- 
ment and  let  the  Bill  go  into  (committee. 
He  hoped  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Reading,  would  put  the 
Bill  into  the  best  shape  it  would  admit  of 
in  the  Committee;  but  he  must  tell  him 
distinctly  at  once,  that  he  was  so  adverse 
to  the  principle  on  which  it  was  founded, 
that  he  should  divide  the  House  against 
it  on  the  third  reading,  even  if  he  stood 
alone  in  the  division. 

Mr.  Tancred  had  a  strong  feeling 
against  this  measure.  In  his  opinion  the 
greatest  evil  which  could  befal  a  wife  was 
a  separation  from  her  husband,  and,  so 
far  from  doing  anything  to  facilitate  v-^iirh 
separation,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
House  ought  to  support  every  enactmcht 
of  the  law  as  it  now  stood  which  placed 
an  obstacle  in  the  way  of  such  separation. 
In  nineteen  out  of  twenty  cases  he  he- 
lieved  the  separated  wife  was  allowed  to 
have  intercourse  with  her  children  ;  Imt 
then  let  it  be  observed  this  was  by  allow- 
ance of  the  husband,  and  that  circum- 
stance would  materially  tend  to  impait  a 
tone  of  mildness  towards  the  father  to  her 
intercourse.  But  under  the  proposed  Bill 
no  such  circumstance  would  intervene,  and 
embittered  as  the  wife's  feelings  would  be 
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MlxvTiB.]  Bin.  Reftd  a  flnt  timet— Cuitody  of  Insane 
Pmoni. 

Petition!  presented.  By  Lord  Dacas,  flrom  Melbourne 
<Camliridgeshire),  aood  other  places,  by  the  Earl  of  Minto, 
ttom  Uoytton»  and  another  plaoe,  and  by  Lord  Brouoham, 
from  MUvcrton,  Diss,  Holt,  the  Corporation  of  Liver* 
pooli  Bromyard.  Pier-head  (Cumberland),  Oefcendon, 
Dissenters'  Meeting  in  Oxford-street  (London),  WalsaQ, 
Dissenters  of  Devonshiro-square  Chapel  (London),  Kil- 
marnock. Corporation  of  Hereftnd.  Dudley,  Lichlleld, 
and  many  other  places,  tbn  the  abolition  of  Negro  Ap- 
prenticeship.—>By  hard  Buouoram,  fhnn  the  Gorbals 
(Glasgow),  from  Berwick-on-Tweed,  Canterbury,  Cupar, 
Glanplyngan  (Carmarthenshire),  Lewes,  Veovil,  Ludlow, 
Btddlescombe,  East  Chiverton,  the  Reform  Sodety  of 
Sandwich,  Barwick  (Somerset),  West  Colling  (Somer- 
set), Cupar-ln-AngUB,  Shrewsbury  (three  petitions).  Ro- 
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against  the  husband,  the  effect  of  her  in- 
tercourse with  the  children  would  be  to  im- 
plant in  them  a  spirit  of  animosity  and 
hosiility  against  their  father.  He  con- 
sidered, indeed,  the  Bill  consulted  neither 
the  interests  of  the  father  nor  the  children. 
He  could  not  but  come  to  this  conclusion, 
and  so  strongly  opposed  was  he  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  that  if  he  could  find 
supporters  he  should  be  disposed  to  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  upon  it  before 
going  into  Committee. 

Mr.  Wakley  believed  the  Bill  as  it  stood 
had  the  approbation  of  the  whole  of  the 
Briti>h  public, and  he  hoped  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  not  consent 
to  any  compromise  or  alteration  that 
would  make  any  material  difference  in  the 
measure. 

Mr.  Goulburn  hoped  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men would  consult  the  feelings  of  the 
House,  and  not  go  into  further  discussion 
of  the  subject. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Talfourd  expressed  his 
sense  of  the  kind  manner  of  bis  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Ripon,  in  the  op- 
position which  he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to 
offer  to  this  Bill,  and  he  should  be  very 
happy  to  entertain  the  suggestions  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  but  he  would  enter  into 
no  compromise  or  understanding  as  re- 
garded the  substance  of  the  Bill.  In 
uiing  the  word  "  parents''  he  had  not 
meant  to  make  any  alteration  of  the  law 
on  the  subject.  As  for  the  Bill  itself,  he 
looked  upon  it  as  some  little  recognition 
of  the  principle  of  extending  justice  to 
those  who  certainly  had  enjoyed  but  little 
of  justice  hitherto,  and  therefore  he 
should  certainly  be  most  reluctant  to  con- 
sent to  any  alteration  in  its  provisions. 

Bill  read  a  second  time* 


Chester,  ChaUiam  and  Stroud,  Margate,  FRini«, 
UumfHes.  Maxwelltown,  Wakefield,  Hereford*  VdA  acre- 
nd  oUier  places,  for  Vote  by  Ballot. 

Glasgow  Cotton  Spinwers.]    Lord 
Brougham  had  petitions  to  present  from 
bookbinders  of  London  and  Westminster. 
The  petitioners  strongly  recommended  to 
their  Lordships  to  take  some  steps  for  the 
purpose  of  extending  the  mercy  of  the 
Crown  to  the  recently-convicted  Glasgow 
cotton-spinners.     In  consequence  of  what 
had  passed  in  that  House  the  other  night, 
and  in  consequence  of  some  defence  which 
had  been    entered    on    elsewhere  with   a 
very  great  degree  of  zeal,  and  no  doubt 
with  a  very  good  intention    towards  the 
parties  to  whom  he  had  deemed  it  to  be 
his  duty  to  allude,  he  found  it  necessary 
to  make  a  few  observations.     It  might  be 
said,  that  he  was  misinformed  on  the  sub- 
ject to  which,  on   a  previous  evening,  he 
had     drawn    their    Lordships'   atteniton. 
Now,  he  wished  it  to  be  known  that  he 
made  his  statement,  as    he   always   did, 
from  the  petition  that  had  been  put  into 
his  hands,  and  for  the  facts  set  forth  in 
that  petition  he  was  not  answeral>le.     He, 
however,  would  not  stop  there,  but  would 
say,  after   inquiry,  that  he  believed  en* 
lirely  every  one  tittle  of  those  facts.     He 
stated  at  the  time,  and  he  still  beUered, 
that  every  one  of  those  facts  was  correct. 
With  that  feeling,  the  strong  conviction 
of  his    mind  was,  that  he   had  actually 
understated  the  case,  and   that  the  facts, 
when  they  came  to  be  fully  disclosed  to 
their  Lordships,  would  prove,  that  he  might 
with  strict  jualice,  have  made  his  com* 
ments  more  stringent.     On  that  occasion 
he  had  made  no  allusion   to  the  learned 
Friend  who  had  taken  up  this  subject — he 
had  never   attacked    him,  he    had  never 
referred  to  him.  He  knew  that  his  learned 
Friend  was  not  present  when  that  which 
he  complained  of  had  occurred.     He  had 
spoken  distinctly  of  the  Crown   lawyers 
of  Scotland  as  being  to  blame.     He  was 
well  aware,  that  at  the  time  to  which  he 
referred,  his  learned  Friend  was  attending; 
his    Parliamentary    and    political     duties 
elsewhere.   Now,  if  he  were  misinformed, 
he  would  bring  the    matter   to    i»sue  at 
once  by  moving  for  certain  papers.      He 
was  accused  of  having  made  certain  ob> 
servations,  he  having  been  misinformed  on 
the  subject.   Now.  the  production  of  these 
papers  would  at  once  show  whether  that 
was  the  case  or  not.     He  should  ask  their 
Lordships  for    the    production  of    those 
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documents.      If   they   were   refused,    it 
would  be  an  admission  that  he  was  cor* 
rect  in    bis    statement.     If    they    were 
granted,  it  would  then  be  seen   wherein 
he  was  misinformed.     His  statement  was, 
that  these  men  were   imprisoned    on  an 
indictment    containing    wrong     charges, 
which    indictment  had    been     deserted ; 
that  they  were  kept  in  prison  till  a  right 
indictment  was  drawn  up,    in  which,  to 
make  it  more  right,  the  law  officers    in- 
cluded   the    wrong    indictment,    adding 
three  right  counts  to  ten  that  were  wrong. 
That  was  his  statement — all  the  rest  was 
matter  of  inference.    He  should  now  move 
for  the  following  papers,  which   would   at 
once  prove  whether  there  was  the  least 
error  in  his  statement: — 1st,  a  copy  of 
the  indictment,  or  criminal  letters,  raised 
at  the  instance  of  her  Majesty's  Advocate 
against  the  prisoners ;  2nd,  a  copy  of  the 
interlocutor    pronounced    by    the    High 
Court  of  Justiciary,  allowing  the  indict- 
ment to  be  deserted  pro  loco  et  tempore 
(if  he  had  been  wron^,  the  return  with 
respect  to  those  would  be  nil);    3rd,  a 
copy  of  the  second  indictment  (if  there 
was  one)  or  criminal  letters  against  the 
same    persons ;    4th,   the   dates  of   the 
arrest  of  the  same  persons  respectively, 
and  of  their  subsequent  liberation;  5th, 
the  dates  of  their  subsequent  arrest  on 
the  second  indictment,  and  their  subse- 
quent trial  and  conviction  (here  there  were 
aates,  and  the  return  would  not  be  nil) ; 
and  copies  of   the    record,  verdict,  and 
sentence  of  the  Court  of  Justiciary,  with 
reference  to  the  same  persons  at  the  same 
trial.     These  five  documents,  if  produced, 
would  show  whether  he  were  or  were  not 
wrong.     He  took  it  for  granted  that  the 
Home-office  was  in  possession  of  all  these 
documents,  which  no  doubt  had  been  sent 
up  to  London  from  Scotland.    These  un- 
fortunate  men  had  been  now  seven  months 
in  prison,  on  the  right  and  wrong  indict- 
ment, and  they  were  at  present  on  board 
the  hulks,  which  was  a  grievous  aggrava- 
tion of  imprisonment — the  most  grievous 
that  men  could  be  subjected  to.  Therefore 
he  inferred  that  the  Home-office,  before 
these  men  were  sent  to  the  hulks,  was  in 
possession  of  these  documents.     These 
men  had  now  suffered  more  than  twice  as 
much  imprisonment  as  they  would  have 
been  subjected   to   had  they  been  found 
guilty  of  the  same  offence  in  this  country. 
Before  concluding  he  must  admit  that  he 
was  wrong  the  other  night  in  stating^  that 


two  months'  imprisonment  was  all  the 
punishment  they  could  have  undercrone 
by  the  laws  of  this  country.  Three 
months'  imprisonment,  however,  was  all 
they  could  have  been  subjected  to^  if 
they  had  been  tried  and  convicted  in 
Cumberland  or  Yorkshire  for  the  same 
offence. 

Viscount    Melbourne   was    of  opinion 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  would 
have  acted  more  in  accordance  with  the 
usage  of  their  Lordships'  House,  if  he  had 
given  notice  of  his  intention  to  move  for 
these  papers.      At    the   same  time,  con- 
sidering that  they  only  related  to  judicial 
proceedings,  he  felt  no  objection  to  their 
being  produced.     He  should   not,  there- 
fore, offer  any  opposition  to  the  motion  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  but  he  en- 
tirely  denied    the    inference   which    the 
nobie  and  learned  Lord  wished  to  draw  as 
to  the  law  officers  of  Scotland  not  having 
performed  their  duty,  with   reference  to 
the  production  or  non-production  of  any 
of  these  papers.     He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther those  documents  were  in  the  Home- 
office  or  not.  It  was  not  necessary  that  they 
should  be  there  in  order  to  justify  the  Se- 
cretary ofState  In  causingthe  convicted  per- 
sons to  be  brought  up  from  Scotland.  It  was 
only  necessary  that  he  should  be  apprised 
that  the  conviction  had  taken  place,  and  that 
sentence  had  been  formally  passed  upon 
them  by  the  court.     As  to  the  question 
whether  the  punishment  awarded  for  such 
offences  by  the  law  of  Scotland  was  not 
too  severe,  and  whether  that  provided  by 
the  law  of  England  was  not  more  properly 
apportioned  to  the  crime,  he  admitted  it 
to  be  a  matter  of  difference  between  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  and  himself.    This 
was  a  misdemeanour,  punishable  by  the 
law  of  Scotland  with  fine  and   imprison- 
ment,   and   he  did   not  think  that    the 
punishment  inflicted  in  this  instance  was 
too  great.     He  was  decidedly  of  opinion 
that   the  law  of  Scotland  was  not  too 
severe,  and  in  his  opinion  the  sentence 
ought  in  this  case  to  be  enforced.    The 
offence  was  most  prejudicial  to  the  inter- 
ests of  the  working  classes,  and  to  the 
interests  of  society  at  large.     It  gave  him 
great  concern  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  should  take   such  a  view   of  this 
question.     He   was  sorry  that   the  high 
character  and  authority  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  and  the  high  character  of 
tTie  situation  which  he  had  held,  shouh) 
be  lent  to  the  condemnation  of  the  '~ 
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officers  of  the  Crown,  to  the  condemna- 
tion of  the  courts  of  justice  in  Scotland, 
and  to  the  condemnation  of  the  law  itself. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord's  declarations 
on  this  occasion  would  give  greater  encou- 
ragement to  the  offences  of  which  these 
persons  had  been  convicted,  and  would  do 
more  injury  to  the  working  classes  them- 
selves than  could  possibly  be  counteracted 
by  his  lectures  on  political  economy,  or  by 
any  rebukes  which  he  might  administer  in 
that  House. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  the  observations 
of  the  noble  Lord  on  his  conduct  should 
never  prevent  him  from  standing  up  in  his 
place  to  do  what  he  conceived  to  be  his 
duty,  whether  freely  to  administer  rebuke 
to  Ministers  or  to  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown,  who  were  amenable  to  Parliament 
like  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown;  or  even 
to  the  judges  of  the  land  themselves,  when 
they  appeared  to  him  to  deserve  that 
rebuke.  The  judges  of  the  land  knew, 
and  if  they  did  not  it  was  time  they  should 
know,  that  they  were  not  placed  above 
the  law  which  it  was  their  duty  to  admi- 
nister. They  would  be  the  last  to  deny 
the  position ;  they  knew  also  that  they 
were  amenable  to  Parliament,  from  which 
that  law  emanated — that  their  conduct 
was,  in  fact,  open  at  every  step  to  the 
consideration  and  animadversion  of  the 
Legislature.  They  knew  that  they  were 
not  in  this  country  an  exempted  set  of 
public  functionaries,  who  alone  of  all  her 
Majesty's  subjects  had  a  right  to  act  with- 
out suffering  observation  or  remark,  and 
who  might  discharge  their  duty  as  they 
pleased,  free  from  the  animadversion  of 
Members  of  either  House  of  Parliament. 
An  insinuation  had  been  made  as  if  he, 
who  had  held  the  highest  judicial  func- 
tions, should  be  the  last  person  to  take 
this  course,  or  to  make  such  remarks  as 
he  had  offered.  He  denied  the  truth  of 
the  observation.  On  the  contrary,  he, 
who  had  held  the  highest  judicial  func- 
tions, and  ought  to  know  what  the  duty 
of  a  judge  was — he,  above  all  others, 
ought  to  state  his  opinion  when  he  thought 
other  judges  acted  wrongly,  as  he  knew 
and  felt  that,  with  respect  to  himself,  I.e 
would  be  the  last  person  who  would 
shrink  from  any  observation  or  any  remark 
on  his  conduct.  While  he  was  on  the 
bench,  and  before  he  ascended  it,  he  held 
himself  amenable  for  his  conduct  to  the 
free  and  unfettered  discussion  of  his  fellot^ 
^ubj^cts;  an4  he  should  have  felt  himself 


not  exalted,  but  degraded,  if,  when  he 
held  a  judicial  situation,  he  had  shrunk 
behind  the  defence  of  a  Ministerial  advo* 
cate,  or  if  he  had  maintained  that  the 
conduct  of  the  judges  was  not  open  to 
animadversion.  On  the  former  occasion 
he  said,  that  he  arraigned  not  the  judges 
of  the  Scotch  court,  but  the  Crown  law- 
yers. On  that  point  they  were  at  issue, 
and  the  production  of  those  papets  would 
show  whether  he  was  right  or  wrong.  He 
was  accused  with  having  arraigned  the 
law.  To  this  he  should  answer,  that  he 
was  a  law- maker  for  England  as  well  as 
Scotland;  and  if  he  found  that  a  man  on 
the  norih  side  of  the  Tweed  was  likely  to 
be  sent  to  Botany-bay  for  seven  years, 
after  having  been  imprisoned  before  trial 
for  seven  months,  on  account  of  an  offence 
which,  on  the  south  bank  of  the  Tweed , 
would  only  entail  on  him  an  imprison- 
ment of  three  months,  why  might  ne  not 
state  the  fact,  and  point  out  this  extra, 
ordinary  diversity,  without  the  necessity 
of  blaming  one  or  the  other  of  these  two 
diverse,  discrepant,  and  contrasted  sys- 
tems ?  In  touching  upon  this  subject  he 
was  placed  in  this  dilemma — he  could  not 
praise  the  two  systems.  If  he  spoke 
favourably  of  that  of  Scotland,  he  might 
be  considered  as  blaming  that  of  England 
for  its  too  great  lenity  $  and  if  he  praised 
that  of  England,  he  might  be  supposed  as 
casting  a  reproach  on  that  of  Scotland  for 
its  too  great  severity.  It  was  clear,  that 
if  he  praised  the  one  he  must  needs  con- 
demn the  other.  It  certainly  was  not 
recommending  to  the  affection  and  love  of 
the  people  of  Scotland  that  system  of  law 
under  which  they  lived,  to  tell  them  that 
for  the  same  offence  punishment  by  im- 
prisonment in  the  hulks  and  transporta- 
tion for  seven  years — it  might  he  for  life — 
was  inflicted  on  one  side  of  the  Tweed, 
while  their  brethren  on  the  other  side  of 
the  Tweed  were  punishable  with  three 
months'  imprisonment,  and  no  more. 
There  was  another  way  of  defending  the 
law  of  Scotland,  very  diff*erent  from  that 
which  had  been  taken — another  way  more 
likely  to  escape  censure  and  unpleasant 
observation — yes,  there  was  another  way 
of  recommending  to  the  esteem,  love,  and 
affection  of  the  people  of  Scotland,  that 
law  under  which  they  lived,  and  acted, 
and  suffered.  There  was  another  way 
somewhat  more  likely  to  prove  eff*ective 
than  that  of  sneering  at  ex-Chancellors 
for  lecturing  on  political  economy — than 
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that  of  blaming  ex-judges  for  challenging 
legal   decisions  —  than  that  of  charging 
legislators  with    a   breach    of    duty  for 
declaring  their  opinion  on  the  defects  of 
the  law.    What  that  line  was  which  would 
be  better  for  the  law  which  the  noble 
Viscount   defended,  and  more  likely  to 
secure  the  affections  of  the  people  who 
under  that  law  passed  their  lives,  would 
be  to  admit  the  discrepancy  that  existed 
(which  none  cuuld  deny),  and  to  assimi- 
late the  laws  of  the  two  parts  of  the  king- 
dom, so  that  no  longer  the  cries  for  jus- 
tice should  be  confined  to  England,  and 
not  extended   to    Scotland  ;    that  they 
should  no  longer  confine  it  to  one  part  of 
the   kingdom,   and  not  grant  it   to  the 
other  (for  this  was  not  like  the  Irish  muni- 
cipal or  Irish  tithe  question),  but  that  they 
should  assimilate  the  laws  of  Scotland  and 
England  in  this  particular,  and  not  allow 
this  anomaly,  this  monstrous  anomaly,  to 
continue,  by  which  the  self-same  offence 
was  considered  on  one  side  of  the  Tweed 
as  a  trivial  trespass,   and  on  the  other,  as 
it  might  happen  to  be,  as  the  worst  of 
felonies. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  rose  to  state 

his  satisfaction  that  this  subject  had  been 

taken  into  discussion  in  the  other  House, 

and  that  a  Committee  had  been  appointed 

to    consider    the    combination     laws    in 

general.     He  could  not  help  expressing 

his  satisfaction  that  this  subject  had  come 

thus   early   under    the    consideration   of 

Parliament,  because  he  believed  that  there 

was  no  grievance  existing  in  any  country 

which  equalled  the  extent  of  abuses  that 

were  carrying  on  in  all  parts  of  the  United, 

and,  hitherto  called,  civilized,  Kingdom, 

that  equalled  the  abuses  and  grievances 

that  were  inflicted  on  the  labouring  classes 

by  this  system  of  combination.     He  really 

believed  from  the  accounts  he  had  seen, 

that  there    was  scarcely  any  individual 

who  was  dependent  on    his    labour    for 

subsistence,  and  that  there  was  scarcely 

any  one  who  employed  him,  who  had  not 

reason  to  complain  of  these  combinations. 

Under  these  circumstances,  he  earnestly 

entreated  the  noble  I/)rds  opposite,  who 

held  the  Government  of  the  country  in 

their  hands,  to  be  so  kind  as  to  turn  their 

early  attention  to  this  subject,  to  consider 

what  might  appear  in  evidence  before  the 

House  of  Commons,  and  to  propose  to 

Parliament  measures  to   put    down  this 

system    of   combination  throughout   the 

country,  which  had  been  carried  to  an 


extent  that  was  quite  horrible,  and  to 
bring  the  Taws  to  the  state  in  which  they 
ought  to  be  in  every  part  of  the  country. 

Banking  Joint-Stock  Companies.] 
The    Lord    Chancellor^   in    moving    the 
second  reading  of  the  Banking  and  Trad- 
ing (Clerical)  Copartnership  Bill,  would 
briefly  state  its  object.     According  to  the 
law  as  it  now  stood,  and  as  it  was  laid 
down  in  a  recent  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Exchequer,  none  of  the  large  joint-stock 
companies,  which  were  now  so  common, 
were   enabled    to    recover    any    sum   of 
money  which  was  due    to    them,   if  by 
chance  any  one  of  the  shareholders  should 
happen  to  be  a  clergyman,  and  sharing  in 
its  profits.     By  the  57th  George  3rd,  all 
clergymen  were   prohibited  from  dealing 
at  all.     They  were  not  prohibited   from 
buying  and  selling  as  in  the  former  Act, 
but  they  were  absolutely  prohibited  from 
dealing.     That  was  not  found  out  till  the 
recent  proceedings  in  the  Court  of  Exche- 
quer. A  company  brought  an  action  upon 
a  bill  of  exchange   against    the  drawer ; 
the  defendant  pleaded  that  two  clergymen 
were  shareholders    in  the  company,  and 
that  therefore  all  contracts  made  with  the 
company  were  void,  and  that  he  was  not 
liable  to  pay.    The  case  was  fully  argued, 
and  in  the    month    of  January  last    the 
judges     unanimously    pronounced     their 
;  opinion  that,  by  the  57th    George   3rd, 
they  were  left  no   option   but  to  decide 
\  that  the  transaction  was    illegal.     There 
had    been  no  appeal  from    the   decision, 
and,  therefore,  their  Lordships  were  bound 
to  take  it  as  the  state  of  the  law.     The 
Bill  was  not  intended  to  put  parties  into 
a  different  situation  than  they  intended — 
it  was  merely  to  prevent  them  departing 
from    their   contract.      He   trusted  their 
Lordships  would    have   no   objection    to 
make  the  act  retrospective,  so  as  to  put 
an  end  to  all  actions  now  pending  of  the 
nature  contemplated  by  the  Bill,  giving  at 
the  same  time  the  defendant  the  full  costs 
of  his  defence  connected  with  the    legal 
point  embraced  in  the  Bill.    The  Bill  was 
limited  only  to  next  session  of  Parliameut, 
and  the  reason  of  that  was,  (hat  there  was 
a  Bill  for  abolishing,  and  for  regulating 
pluralities,  now  before  the  other  House* 
which  would  provide  for   the  manner  in 
which  clergymen  might  deal ;  of  coume  it 
would  never  be  allowed  that  they  might 
buy  and  sell;  but,  on  the  other  band,  it 
was   impoiiibU  that  they  could  debar 
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clergymen  from  holding  bank  fturk, 
from  insuring  iheir  livei  in  any  uompany 
which  divided  tlie  piofiti  among  the  ii 
sured.     He  trusted  their  Lordships  wou] 
cordially  give  the  second  reading  (o  th; 
relief  Bill. 

Lord  Denman  thought, it  waBabBolu(e)y 
neceraary  this  Bill  should  pass,  although 
he  was  not  an  advocate  for  ex  poil  facto 
Idvr.  But  this  Bill  was  requisite,  in 
to  prevent  a  diihonest  man  getting 
hi«  own  liabilities  by  means  of  particular 
ctiactmenta  in  an  act  brouglit  in  Tor  other 
purposes.  This  case  differed  from  that  of 
a  comrnon  informer,  who  ivas  set  in  mo- 
lion  by  ihe  Legislature,  and  if  he,  in  obe- 
dience to  the  law,  sued  n  person  for  thai 
which  was  made  an  ofFence,  it  was  hard 
that  he  should  be  deprived  of  his  costs. 
He  thought  that  peisous  who  had  set  iip 
a  dishonest  defence  to  actions  already 
commenced  relating  to  this  matter  ought 
not  to  have  their  cost*  ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  lie  should  be  sorry  to  risk  the  fate  of 
the  Bill  by  proposing  any  amendment  of 
that  sort.  He  would,  however,  submit  lo 
the  consideration  of  their  Lordships  whe- 
ther it  WHS  not  proper  in  such  a  case  to 
refuse  the  costs. 

l/ord  Ellenborough  said,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  pass  the  Bill,  but  he  thought  it 
would  have  been  advisable  if  the  preamble 
h.id  contained  the  ground)  upon  which 
the  alteration  of  the  law  was  made. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  February  15,  1838. 


Tub  Ballot.]  Mr.  Gro/e:  I  rise,  Mr. 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  my  notice,  to  more 
fur  leave  to  bring  in  a  hill,  enacting  that 
votes  at  elections  for  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment shall  be  taken  by  way  of  Ballot.  I 
IruRt.  Sir,  that  I  shall  stand  acquitted  of 
any  undue  pertinacity  or  presumption  on 
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submitted  to  the  House.  I  uadertnqk 
originally  to  introduce  the  prapamttoa  of  a 
secret  suffraf^,  from  a  strong  conrictiir.i 
that  it  was  the  only  mode  of  voting  eom- 

fa.tible  with  freedom  or  purity  of  election, 
have  Dot  had  the  good  fortune  to  find 
myself  supported  by  a  majority  ol  tb< 
Legislature,  and  the  open  mode  of  Tutii» 
still  coDtinues  to  be  the  law  of  the  land. 
It  still  continues  the  law  of  the  lAnd,  with 
all  its  tendencies,  such  as  they  are  to  good 
as  well  aa  to  evil — it  has  manifested  tbe^ 
tendencies,  even  since  the  last  discnssioo 
on  the  ballot,  in  a  manner  the  niosl  Sa- 
graut,  and  unequivocal,  and  the  lessons 
of  the  last  few  months  have  so  forcibly 
impressed,  even  upun  unwilling  converts, 
the  indispensable  necessity  of  protecting 
voters  in  the  exercise  of  their  franchise, 
that  I  feel  animated  by  fresh  encourage- 
meuts,  and  imjielied  by  additional  strength 
of  motive,  to  urge  the  subject  a^ain 
upon  the  new  House  of  Commons  now 
assembled.  I  scarcely  venture  to  ima- 
gine. Sir,  that  I  can  bring  much  new  ir- 
gumtnt  to  the  dtscu'sion  of  this  subject, 
in  addition  to  that  which  has  been  ad- 
vanced OD  former  occasions.  But  experi- 
igh  a  severe  prccepl  res8,  is  fiill 
id  efficacy  in  her  teaching. 


of  instruction 

and  fresh  as  we  now  are  from  the  recollec- 
tions of  the  late  election,  I  hope  we  shall 
approach  the  examination  of  the  ballot, 
vith  minds  more  candid  and  anprejudiccd 
than  heretofore.  The  necessity  of  the  case 
imperatively  calls  upon  us  to  do  so.  I 
propose  the  ballot  not  merely  as  a  fanciAil 
scheme  for  making  that  which  is  now  good 
still  better — not  merely  as  a  measure  (^in- 
surance against  evils  remote  and  contingent 
— but  asaremedya^iost  mischiefs,  present, 
acknowledged,  and  fiill  of  banefiil  working 
—  an  efficient  remedy  against  intimidation 
and  bribery.  No  one  can  deny  that 
bribery  and  intimidation  are  serioos  evils; 
aslittlecan  any  one  deny,  that  bribery  and 
intimidation  infect  at  this  moment  almost 
every  vein  and  artery  of  our  elective  sys- 
tem, and  that  the  securities  which  we 
possess  against  them  are  impotent  and 
contemptible.  That  a  remedy  a^nst 
such  mischiefs  is  urgently  needed,  stands 
confessed  and  obvious  to  every  oite  ;  and 
what  second  remedy,  what  other  measim 
of  any  promise  or  ediciencr,  ba^  ever  been 
proposed  even  by  those  whose  aTcrsioo  to 
the  ballot  is  most  unconquerable.^  Admit- 
ting, even,  that  my  reasi'iiiogs  earrr  with 
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preaents  only  a  fair  chance  of  auccesSj  yet '  dation,  and  rescue  Totera  from  temptation 

^vrhat  is  the  alternative  ?     Whv,  the  alter-   and  constraint,  even  though  I  may  still 

native  is,   that  bribery  and  intimidation    leare  the  constituency  le^s  numerous,  and 

muat  remain  as  they  are  now,  epidemic    worse    distributed  than   I   could   desire. 

evils  permanently  entailed  upon  us  beyond    Besides,  Sir,  I  am  prepared  to  show,  that 

all  reach  of  cure.    And  I  submit,  that  this    the  ballot  is  a  proposition  which  not  only 

is  a  conclusion  far  too  discouraging  to  be    may  be  consistently  supported,  but  whi*  h 

admitted  by  any  reasonable  man,  or  by  any    ought  to  be  equally  supported,  both   by 

sincere  patriot  while  the  expedient  of  the    those  who  advocate  and  by  those  who  resist 

ballot  remains  untried.      It  has  become    a  farther  extension  of  the  suffrage.      Not 

conimon  of  late.  Sir,  since  the  example  set    merely  because  under  open  voting  the  es- 

by    the    noble    Lord,    the    Member    for    isting  electors  are  exposed  to  wrongful  in« 

Stroud,  in  his  memorable  declaration  on  j  terference,  to  severe  personal  hardship  and 

the  first  night  of  this  Session,   to  couple    vexation,    and  to  fiu:titious  allurements, 

the  ballot  with  other  reforms  more   fre-    from  which  it  is  but  common  justice  and 

q  uently  than  even  it  was  coupled  before,    common  prudence  to  relieve  them,  even 

But  the  motion  which  1  am  now  about  to  ,  although  no  farther  measures  of  improve- 

submit  to  you  is,  for  the  adoption  of  vote    ment  were  to  be  combined  with   that  re- 

by  ballot  singly  and  simply,  unaccompanied    lief  3   but  also  for  another  reason  of  no  less 

by  any  additional  measure  whatever.      I    importance.      We  have  at  this  moment  in 

have    made    this    proposition     sepsirately    round   numbers  nearly  700,000  qualified 

before,    and   I    now    make    it   separately  ,  electors  in  the  United  Kingdom.  There  are 

again  ;  not  because  I  think  that  the  ballot    some  who  think  that  ttiis  number  is  suffi- 

when  applied  to  an  imperfect  representa-  '  cieutly  large,  there  are  others,  and  I  am 

tive  system,  will  render  that  system  perfect  |  amongst  them,  who  think  that  it  ought  to  be 


and  faultless,  not  because  I  am  insensible 
to  the  importance  of  householder  suffrage, 
and  triennial  Parliaments,  for  to  both  these 
questions  I  am  a  warm  friend,  but  because 


extended.  But  if  any  proposition  were  made 
to  diminish  the  present  ooostituency — if  it 
were  proposed  to  cut  down  the  number  of 
electors  from  700,000  to  400,000 — most 


I  know  that  the  ballot  will  of  itself  rectify    assuredly  such  an  attempt  would  be  re- 
the  grossest  and  most  acknowledged  abuses  ,  sisted  both  by  those  who  oesired  to  adhere 


which  elections  now  exhibit,  and  because  I 
am  prepared  to  advocate  it  on  reasous  be- 
longing to  itself  separately  and  especially. 
To  fix  the  extent  of  the  franchise,  the 
duration  of  Parliaments,  and  the  distribu- 
tion of  the  constituency  in  the  way  most 


to  the  present  franchise,  and  by  those  who 
sought  to  enlarge  it.  Now,  Sir,  look  for 
one  moment  at  the  state  of  the  fiicts,  and 
you  will  see,  that  election  by  open  voting 
IS  tantamount  to  a  ^ex^  great  curtailment 
of  the  existing  legal  franchise ;  you  will 


conducive  to  good  government,  are  doubt-  |  see  that  it  is  nothing  less  tiian  a  sentence 
less  most  important  problems ;  but  it  is  a  |  of  practical  disfranchisement  to  hundreds 
problem  distinct  from  all  these,  and  not  at  ?  and  thousands  of  electors.  It  is  well 
all  less  essential  to  appoint  such  a  mode  oi  ^  known  that  there  is  in  every  constituency 
voting  as  will  prevent  abuse  and  wrong  in  ^  a  considerable  fraction  of  electors  who  de- 
the  actual  exercise  of  the  franchise.  Let  us  dine  to  exercise  their  political  franchise  at 
make  what  other  arrangements  we  please,  {  all,  because  they  can  not  exercise  it  without 
still  we  cannot  evade  the  consideration  of  this  giving  serious  offence  to  those  whose  good- 
last  question,  on  its  own  peculiar  grounds  will  they  dread  to  forfeit.  And,  with  re- 
and  merits  ;  and  whether  we  determine  to  ;  gard  to  many  of  those  who  do  vote,  give 
enlarge  the  constituency  or  to  keep  it  un-  me  leave  to  ask,  what  is  the  difference  he- 
altered,  whether  we  adopt  triennial  or  re-  tween  taking  away  a  man's  vote  altogether 
tain  septennial  Parliaments,  in  either  case  '  and  taking  away  from  him  the  liberty  of 
it  is  our  imperative  duty  to  take  the  surest  ;  voting  as  he  himself  inwardly  prefers? 
precautions  for  enabling  the  existing  elec-  What  is  the  difference  between  depriving 
tors  to  give  their  votes  both  with  probity  a  man  of  his  franchise  and  depriving  him 
ID  regard  to  the  public,  and  with  safety  in  of  that  free  agency  which  is  essential  to 
regard  to  themselves.  This  is  the  question  the  very  idea  and  meaning  of  the  franchise  ? 
which  I  now  present  to  the  House  when  I  Is  not  the  number  of  genuine  and  bonajide 
call  upon  them  to  decide  affirmatively  or  electors  just  as  much  lessened  by  the  one 
negatively  upon  the  ballot ;  and  I  shall  act  as  the  other  ?  Sir,  it  is  but  too  phun 
think  it  a  material  improvement  if  I  can  that  by  condemn ing  electors  to  vote  openly, 
abate  the  nuisance  of  bribery  and  intirai-    you  practically  extinguish  free  will  and 
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free  choice  in  a  very  large  proportion  of 
them — perhaps  not  less  than  one-third  of 
the  whole  ;  and  you  thus  reduce  the  legal 
franchise,  for  ull  practical  and  public  pur- 
}K)8es,   to    only    two.thirds    of  its  legal 
extent.     It  is  upon  this  special  ground 
then.  Sir,  that  I  appeal  both  to  those  who 
desire   extension  of  the   sufirage  and   to 
those  who  oppose  it,  and  call  upon  both  of 
tliein  to  support  my  present  proposition. 
It  must  be  alike  the  study  of  both,  that 
the  present  franchise  shall  not  be  abridged 
nor  the  present  voters  practically  disfran- 
chised.    And,  though  they  may  differ  on 
the  point  of  further  extension,  at  least  let 
them  join  with  me  in  procuring  for  voters 
that  measure  of  protection  which  is  es. 
sential  to  preserve  the  present  extent  of 
the  franchise,  without  restriction  or  cur- 
tailment— at   least    let  them    guard  the 
votes  of  the  poorer  electors  from  being 
sucked   up  into    the    patrimony  of    the 
richer.     We  are  accustomed  to  boast.  Sir, 
that  we  possess  a  representative  govern- 
ment— that  the  people  of  this  country  dwell 
under  laws  made  by  their  own  represent- 
atives in   Parliament.      Now,  as   to   the 
main  purpose  of  a  representative  Govern- 
roent^  I  believe  there  is  little  difference  of 
opinion.     The  object  is  to  get  a  House  of 
Commons  possessing  the  confidence  of  the 
peo])le,  chosen  by  the  free  and  deliberate 
preference  of  their  various  constituencies, 
and  recommended  to  the  esteem   of  the 
nation  at  large  by  the  public  certainty 
that  they  have  been  thus  preferred.     This 
is  the  grand  object  for  the  attainment  of 
which  the  people  are  called  upon  to  go 
through  the  harassing  and  costly  business 
of  a  general  election.      If  your  election 
does  not  bring  out  the  genuine,  unbought, 
unconstrained  sentiments  of  the  voters — if 
it  is  not  publicly  known  to  bring  out  this 
result  and  no  other — you  might  as  well 
have  no  election  at  all;  the  institution  is 
a  deceit  and  a  failure.     Such  is  the  object 
and  intention  of  a  representative  system. 
And  now  I  ask  the  House  whether  this 
object  is  really  attained  ?     Does  the  prac- 
tical working  of  English  elections  produce 
that  result  for  which  alone  representation 
exists.^     Does  it  afford  to  the  nation  at 
large  legitimate  t>round  for  confidence  in 
the  Members  assembled  within  these  walls  ? 
I  affirm  that  it  does  not,  and  that  it  cannot. 
SufHcient  evidence  exists  of  the  practi(^,e8 
by  which  election  returns  are  now  effected 
to  deprive  the  existing  system  of  all  title 
to  national  esteem  and  attachment.     It  is 
Dot|    in  truth    and    in  fact,  and  in  the 


faithful  use  of  the  words,  a  repreflenta-^ 
tive    system.      The    characteristic    pro- 
perties   of  a  representative   system    mre 
subdued  and  paralyzed  by  a  vicious  mode 
of  working.     It  is  a  system  which   still 
preserves  the  baneful  principle  of  nomiaa- 
tion,  varied  indeed  in  the  manner  of  Its 
application,  but  unaltered  in  substance — 
the  principle  whereby  the  choice  is  dictated 
by  one  person  and  the  vote  given  by  an- 
other, which  the  Reform  Act  professed  to 
have  expelled  for  ever.     I  do  not  mean,  of 
course,  to  deny  that  many  votes  are  given, 
and  that   too  of  all   shades  of  pc^itical 
party,  which  are  perfectly  unexceptionaUe 
in  every  point  of  view,  and  which  express 
nothing  but  the  fair  and  genuine  senti- 
ments of  the  electors.    But  I  do  mean  to 
assert,  that,  with  respect  to  a  large  pro- 
portion of  electors,  and  a  large  proportion 
of  votes,  this  is  the  very  reverse  of  the 
truth.     Both  corruption  of  voters  and  de- 
pendence  of    voters   defile    the  electoral 
atmosphere  to  a  lamentable  extent — ^the 
hopes  of  one  class,  the  fears  of  another 
are  called  in,  to  the  entire  suppression  of 
honest  and  unbiassed  political  preference. 
liHrge  numbers  of  voters  are  so  placed 
with  regard  to  other  men  that  their  vote 
at  an   open    poll   can    be  considered  as 
nothing  bettec   than    the  delivery   of  a 
message  from  a    superior — the    voice  of 
servility  or  fear,  instead  of  the  genuine 
judgment  of  a    self-determining    citisen. 
The  prevalence  of  these  practices  is  almost 
as  notorious  as  the    most  acknowledged 
facts  in   English  history.     I  believe,  that 
the  difficulty  would  be  to  find  a  single 
constituency  exempt  from  these  overruling 
influences ;  but  thus  much  at  least  is  un- 
questionable, that  they  prevail  to  such  an 
extent  as  to  vitiate  altogether  the  fidelity 
of  the  total   result,  and  to  deprive  the 
House  of  Commons  of  all  solid  evidence 
that  its  Memliers  really  emanate  from  the 
hond^fide  suflTrages  of  the  people.     I  should 
have  imagined  that  the  general  accuracy 
of  what  I  have  just  related  would  have 
been  sufficiently  made  out  by  proofs  which 
are  now  of  long  standing— especially  by 
the  evidence  taken  before  the  Committee 
on   bribery  and    intimidation,   appointed 
during  the  last   Parliament — a    body  of 
evidence  fraught  with  melancholy  instruc- 
tion concerning  the  actual  working  of  our 
representative  system.      To  that  I  have 
often  referred,  and  shall  often  refer  again; 
and  I  am  sorry  to  say,  that  it  has  now 
been  suffered  to  remain  near  three  years 
on  the  table  of  the  House  without  the 
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smallest  attempt  made  by  authority  to 
proTide  a  remedy  for  the  enormous  abuses 
which   it  discloses.     But  this  important 
tetttraony  is  not  left  to  stand  alone.     The 
last  elections  hare  been   no  less  replete 
with  proofs  of  the  same  most  unwarrant- 
able   mischiefs,     attested    by    the     con- 
current   and   unanimous    complaints    of 
all  political    parties    without   exception. 
This^  ita  fact,  seems  to  be  the  only  one 
point   in   which   all  parties  concur,  that 
bribery  and  intimidation  have  been  widely 
diffused  and  pre-eminently  effective.     The 
innumerable  discourses  of  candidates  on 
the  hustings  during  the  election  of  last 
August^-the  daily  criminations  and  recri- 
minations of  all  the  newspapers — ^Wbig, 
Tory^  and  Radical — all  certify  the  viru. 
lence  of  the  evil,  however  much  they  may 
dispute  about  the  admissibility  of  particu- 
lar remedies.     Indeed,  it  seems  to  me  that, 
in  most  cases,  parties  are  less  anxious  to 
repel  the  charge  from  themselves  than  to 
fix  the  like  charge  upon  their  opponents. 
You  have  heard  it  constantly  said,  '^  We 
knew  that  our  opponents  were  intimidating 
on  their  side^  therefore  we  were  forced  to 
do  the  same  on  ours;  but  we  have  not 
done  so  to  anything  like  the  same  extent 
as  they  have."     Nulla  innocentias  cura,  sed 
vices  impuniiatis.    I  can  produce^  from  the 
declarations  even  of  gentlemen  who  are 
strenuously  opposed  to    the  ballot,    the 
strongest  testimonies  to  the  efficacy  and  to 
the  prevalence  of  intimidation  at  elections. 
Read,  for  example,  the  resolutions  pro- 
mulgated on  the  30th  of  August  last,  by 
those  gentlemen  who  originally  commenced 
the    Spottiswoode    election   subscription. 
They  proclaim,  in  the  plainest  and  broad- 
est terms,  that  freedom  of  election  in  Ire- 
land is  altogether  subverted  by  the  system 
of  intimidation  there  established.    Again^ 
Mr,  Taylor,  of  Birmingham^  who  proposed 
the  Tory  candidate,  Mr.  Stapleton,  at  that 
place,  stated  publicly,   on  the  hustings, 
that  he  fully  believed  if  votes  had  been 
taken  by  the  ballot,  that  Mr.  Stapleton 
would  have  been    returned  Member   for 
Birmingham.     Here  is  the  further  testi- 
mony of  a  gentleman,  to  whom,  I  am  sure, 
hon.  Meml^rs  opposite  will  not  refuse  to 
^y    attention.     At    the    nomination    at 
Edinburgh,  on  Monday,  July  31,  1837, 
Sir  George  Clerk  suid— 

"  I  will  venture  to  appeal  to  the  experience 
of  every  elector  in  the  county,  whether  .there 
has  not  been  infinitely  more  liberality  and 
fairness  on  the  part  of  the  Conservatives  than 
Qo  that  of  those  who  arrogate  to  themselves 


the  exclusive  name  of  Liberals  ?  and  I  am  per- 
fectly certain,  if  1  could  get  their  votes  on  the 
subject,  I  should  have  a  large  majority  in  my 
favour.  I  maintain  that  intimidation  is  more 
used  against  ray  friends,  than  by  any  of  my 
supporters ;  and  1  firmly  believe  that,  looking 
only  at  the  personal  consideration,  or  what 
was  to  be  the  effect  in  this  Mid-Lothian  elec- 
tion, 1  ought  to  be  an  advocate  for  the  ballot; 
and  that  a  much  greater  majority  would  be 
found  in  favour  of  the  Conservative  candidates, 
both  here  and  in  other  places,  if  U)e  ballot 
was  adopted.  It  is  not,  therefore,  on  personal 
grounds,  that  I  oppose  the  ballot." 

And  now.  Sir,  let  me  add  the  words  of 
a  nobleman,  who  will  be  peculiarly  listened 
to  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  who 
agrees  with  Sir  George  Clerk  in  opposing 
the  ballot.  At  the  nomination  at  Tiver- 
ton, on  Tuesday,  July  25,  1837)  Lord 
Palmerston  expressed  himself  in  this 
manner : — 

"  My  belief  is  founded  not  merely  on  what 
I  have  heard  from  others,  but  my  own  observ- 
ations. My  belief  is,  that  a  system  has  been 
extensively  pursued  to  deter  the  electors,  by 
fear  of  injury  to  themselves  and  their  families, 
from  doing  that  v?hich  we  heard  read  this 
morning,  to  elect  freely  and  indifferently  the 
persons  whom  they  may  think  fit  to  represent 
them  in  Parliament.  Now,  Gentlemen,  this 
is  not  a  solitary  case,  it  is  the  regular  Tory 
practice ;  and  you  will  hear,  when  you  see  the 
proceedings  of  the  different  elections,  that  the 
same  thing  has  been  practised  whenever  a  Tory 
candidate  has  opposed  men  of  liberal  and  re- 
forming principles." 

Let  me  now  cite  another  Tory  witness. 
In  reference  to  the  late  severe  contested 
election  in  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire, 
the  Tory  Leeds  newspaper,  The  Leeds  In^ 
telligencer,  says  that  the  Whig  Lords 
forced  their  tenants  to  vote  for  Lord  Mor« 
peth  and  Sir  George  Strickland. 

"The  Duke  of  Norfolk's  agents  put  on  the 
screw  with  unusual  severity!  Lord  Fitzwil- 
liam's  did  the  same;  Lord  Thanet*s  agents 
made  the  election  a  matter  of  life  and  death  ; 
the  Duke  of  Devonshire's  were  not  a  whit  be- 
hind ;  and  Lord  Burlington's  insisted  that 
promises  given  to  Mr.  Wortley  should  be  vio- 
lated under  penalties  which  the  poor  tenants 
understood  too  well." 

Having  heard  the  Tory  version  of  the 
election  in  the  West  Riding  of  York,  let 
us  see  what  is  the  Whig  account  of  this 
same  contest  and  of  another  important 
county  election  in  August  last.  At  a 
public  dinner  on  Friday,  October  IS,  1837, 
to  celebrate  the  re-election  of  Lord  Mor- 
peth and  Sir  George  Strickland  for  the 
West  Riding  of  Yorksbirei  and  given  bf 
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free  choice  in  a  very  large  proportion  of 
them — perhaps  not  less  than  one-third  of 
the  whole ;  and  you  thus  reduce  the  legal 
franchise^  for  ull  practical  and  public  pur- 
])oses,  to  only  two-thirds  of  its  legal 
extent.  It  is  upon  this  special  ground 
then.  Sir,  that  I  appeal  both  to  those  who 
desire  extension  of  the  suffrage  and  to 
those  who  oppose  it,  and  call  upon  both  of 
them  to  support  my  present  proposition. 
It  must  be  alike  the  study  of  both^  that 
the  present  franchise  shall  not  be  abridged 
nor  the  present  voters  practically  disfran- 
chised. And,  though  they  may  differ  on 
the  point  of  fiirt her  extension,  at  least  let 
them  join  with  me  in  procuring  for  voters 
that  measure  of  protection  which  is  es- 
sential to  preserve  the  present  extent  of 
the  franchise,  without  restriction  or  cur- 
tailment— at  least  let  them  guard  the 
votes  of  the  poorer  electors  from  being 
sucked  up  into  the  patrimony  of  the 
richer.  We  are  accustomed  to  boast,  Sir, 
that  we  possess  a  representative  govern- 
ment— that  the  people  of  this  country  dwell 
under  laws  made  by  their  own  represent- 
atives in  Parliament.  Now,  as  to  the 
main  purpose  of  a  '•— - 

1*  could  easily  multiply  testimonies  of 
this  kind,  if  I  were  not  afraid  of  fatiguing 
the  House;  but  I  think  I  have  produced 
enough  for  the  purpose  of  my  argument. 
Be  it  rememberedi  that  these  are  not  the 
declarations  of  Radicals — not  the  decla- 
rations  even  of  gentlemen  friendly  to 
the  ballot — they  come  from  Whigs  and 
Tories,  both  strongly  opposing  the  bal- 
lot, and  both  involuntaialy  testifying  the 
crying  necessity  that  exists  for  some 
remedy  equivalent  to  the  ballot.  I  shall 
not  surely  be  suspected  of  exaggeration 
when  I  say  no  more  than  has  been  said 
before  me  by  Lord  Palm  erst  on  and  Sir 
George  Clerk.  Yon  may  tell  me  that  I 
quote  defeated  candidates.  What  if  I  do  ? 
Defeated  candidates  are  not  for  that  reason 
deprived  of  their  wits.  They  may,  perhaps, 
exaggerate  the  comparative  effect  of  causes 
in  real  operation  ;  but  they  do  not  conjure 
up  fictitious  and  imaginary  causes  for  their 
defeat.  Do  we  ever  hear  suitors  who  are 
defeated  in  a  court  of  justice,  though  they 
may  suffer  the  greatest  anguish  and  morti- 
fication— do  we  hear  them  ascribing  the 
loss  of  their  cause  to  the  fact  that  the 
judge  was  bribed  or  the  jury  intimidated  ? 
Why,  then,  do  defeated  candidates  at  nn 
election  make  perpetual  reference  to  bri- 
bery or  intimidation  ?  It  is  because  every 
man  concerned  in  elections,  whether  on  the 
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fBithful  use  of  the  words,  a  re|  « 
tive    system.      The    characterist 
perties    of  a  representative   eys 
subdued  and  paralyzed  by  a.vicif 
of  working.     It  is  a  system  wh 
preserves  the  baneful  principle  of 
tion,  varied  indeed  in  the  roann 
application,  but  unaltered  in  sur 
the  principle  whereby  the  choice  i 
by  one  person  and  the  vote  giv« 
other,  which  the  Reform  Act  pf 
have  expelled  for  ever.     I  do  no 
course,  to  deny  that  many  votes 
and  that   too   of  all   shades   < 
party,  which  are  perfectly  unex 
in  every  point  of  view,  and  whi 
nothing  but  the  fair  and  gen 
ments  of  the  electors.     But  I 
assert,  that,  with  respect  to  a 
portion  of  electors,  and  a  large 
of  votes,  this  is  the  very  rev* 
truth.     Both  corruption  of  vot 
pendence   of    voters   defile    t' 
atmosphere  to  a  lamentable 
hopes  of  one  class,  the  fears 
are  called  in,  to  the  entire  si  .  ".' 

honest  and  unbiassed  politir^ 
"tion  is  now  cv>»iduccea  or  hi  -     4jcl. 

W^atch  the  proceedings  of  a  i-ra  with 

his  tenants,  of  customers  wit  I  leir  trades- 
men, of  employers  with  th  .r  labourers, 
and  you  will  see  the  miserable  motives  by 
which  men  of  power  seek  to  press  tbe 
electors  into  their  service,  and  to  extin- 
guish in  them  all  sense  of  public  obligatioa. 
They  have  the  means  of  making  the  condi- 
tion of  an  elector  better  or  worse,  and  this 
is  the  source  of  their  empire  over  his  will, 
— an  empire  which  I  once  heard  described 
in  language  of  emphatic  insolence  by  an 
English  Dives,  '*  Where  I  give  custom,  I 
expect  allegiance/'  It  seems  to  be  the 
standing  belief  among  landlords,  that  the 
vote  belonging  to  the  occupier  of  their  farm 
is  as  much  their  property  as  the  buildings 
erected  on  the  farm.  Some  landlords  an? 
generous  enough  to  content  tbemsehes 
with  one  of  the  tenant's  votes  at  their  bid- 
ding, leaving  him  the  other  to  dispose  uf 
as  he  chooses.  The  few  landlords  w?ho 
treat  the  tenant  as  if  he  had  a  political 
judgment  and  conscience  of  his  own,  arc 
rare  and  honourable  exceptions,  and  arc 
deservedly  chronicled  as  such  in  the  puwJC 
prints.  I  wihh  that  it  were  possible  to  lay 
before  Parliament  u  return  of  the  number 
of  ejectments,  notices  to  quit,  changes  of 
dealing,  and  dismissals  from  emplojneot^ 
which  have  taken  place  in  consequence  p| 
the  late  election.   Most  assuredly  the  toul 
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number  would  be  large  and  remarkable, 
considering  that  in  the  town  of  Grantham 
alone  Lord  Huntingtower  sent  thirty-seven 
notices  to  quit  to  his  various  tenants.  And 
be  it  obfterved^  that  the  number  of  hard, 
ships  of  this  sort  actually  inflicted,  forms 
but  an  infinitely  small  proportion  of  the 
cases  of  undue  interference;  for  they  are 
the  instances  of  persons  open  to  injury 
who  have  the  courage  to  disobey  threats 
and  brave  the  consequences  :  and  if  these 
be  numerous,  how  much  more  numerous 
are  the  instances  of  those  who  submit. 
We  know  well  that  where  the  law  forbids 
any  act  on  penalty  of  a  moderate  fine,  for 
one  person  who  is  made  to  pay  the  fine,  a 
thousand  are  deterred  from  committing  the 
forbidden  act,  and  it  is  upon  this  funda- 
mental supposition  that  the  advantage  of 
prohibitory  laws  is  calculated.  But  if  this 
is  true  when  the  law  threatens  onlv  a 
small  fine,  how  much  more  true  is  it  wlien 
self-appointed  dictators  are  enabled  to 
threaten  serious  loss,  and  often  absolute 
ruin  ?  You  disfranchise  altogether  men 
who  have  employments  in  the  Customs  or 
in  the  Excise,  because  the  law  presumes 
that  they  cannot  vote  independently  of  the 
Government  which  appoints  and  removes 
them.  Follow  out  this  presumption,  and 
calculate  the  thousands  and  ten  thousands 
of  voters  who  are  no  less  dependent  on 
private  patrons  than  officers  of  Excise  are 
on  the  Government.  You  will  then  be 
able  to  appreciate  the  fearful  extent  to 
which  constrained  and  insincere  voting 
pervades  your  representative  system.  The 
vote  of  an  elector  thus  under  control  is  no 
way  beneficial  to  the  country,  because  it 
carries  no  new  substantive  choice  into  the 
national  aggregate,  and  amounts  to  nothing 
better  than  a  duplication  of  the  vote  of 
the  patron.  And  to  the  voter,  himself, 
assuming  the  absence  of  sinister  purposes, 
what  is  the  value  of  the  privilege?  In 
numberless  cases  the  franchise  is  felt  and 
hated  as  a  burden  ;  and  if  any  man  doubts 
this,  the  bitter  experience  and  the  humili- 
ating answers  of  a  canvass,  will  be  quite 
sufficient  to  teach  it  him.  Why,  indeed, 
should  we  doubt  it  ?  What  value  can  a 
man  set  upon  a  privilege  which  conveys  to 
his  mind  nothing  but  a  galling  sense  of 
degradation — a  feeling  that  he  has  a  pre- 
ference to  which  he  dares  not  give  effect  ? 
I  believe  most  firmly,  that  over  and  above 
the  defective  public  working  and  un  faith, 
fully  national  result,  of  the  present  repre- 
sentative system,  if  we  measure  the  extent 
of  private  evil  which  elections  now  occa- 


sion— if  we  regard  the  disastrous  twilight 
which  they  shed  over  all  the  relations  of 
social  life — the  tyranny  on  the  part  of  the 
great,  the  struggle  to  be  tyrannical  on 
the  part  of  the  middling,  and  the  reluc^i 
tant  submission  on  the  part  of  the  hum. 
ble  —  the  fatal  examples  of  loss  and 
ruin  entailed  upon  conscientious  beha- 
viour, and  of  success  purchased  by  un- 
principled compliance — the  discord  and 
suspension  of  intercourse  between  equals 
and  neighbours,  and  the  factious  riot  and 
disorder  which  now  periodically  i^ecurs  in 
our  boroughs  and  counties, — if  we  contem- 
plate this  deplorable  *  catalogue  of  social 
evil,  the  inevitable  consequence  of  a  sharp 
contest  by  open  voting,  we  shall  find  that 
on  this  ground  alone,  even  if  there  were 
no  other,  our  elective  system  cries  loudly 
for  amendment  and  regeneration.  Dicere 
vix  possis^  quam  multi  talia  plorent !  I 
predict  with  confidence,  that  the  present 
elective  system,  if  the  liberty  of  the  fran- 
chise stiil  continues  to  be  left  without 
protection,  must,  in  a  short  time,  fall  into 
the  same  state  of  degeneracy  and  disgrace 
as  the  old  system  prior  to  1831.  To  rescue 
it  froiTi  this  fate,  it  is  a  matter  of  urgent 
necessity  to  adopt  the  best  remedies  in  our 
power  against  the  evils  with  which  it  is 
infested.  Tentanda  via  est ;  I  call  upon 
the  prudence  as  well  as  the  patriotism  of 
those  who  supported  the  Reform  Act  when 
it  was  first  proposed,  and  who  hailed  with 
warm  enthusiasm  the  generous  purposes 
which  it  promised  to  accomplish — I  call 
upon  them  to  assist  me  in  subduing  those 
abuses  which  they  both  acknowledge  and 
lament.  Let  me  remind  them,  that  in 
proposing  the  ballot  I  do  not  contravene 
any  one  of  the  provisions,  1  do  not  reverse 
any  one  of  the  principles,  of  the  Reform 
Act.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
Stroud,  in  the  opening  speech  with  which 
he  introduced  the  Reform  Bill,  in  March, 
1831,  expressly  stated,  that  the  question 
respecting  the  best  mode  of  taking  votes 
was  one  which  he  did  not  intend  to  enter 
upon  or  determine.  And  by  the  subse* 
quent  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  made  last 
August  at  Stroud,  and  confirmed  by  the 
recent  speech  of  Sir  James  Graham  at 
Carlisle,  we  learn  that  the  ballot  formed 
part  of  the  original  scheme  of  the  Reform 
Bill  submitted  to  the  Cabinet  of  Lord 
Grey,  by  those  Members  of  that  Ministry 
upon  whom  the  task  was  devolved.  Let  it 
be  remembered,  too,  that  this  original 
scheme  was  based  upon  a  constituency  of 
20/.  householders)  and  not  of  10/,  house. 
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holders ;  and  if  the  ballot  be  required  to 
protect  voters  of  a  higher  qualification,  it 
becomes  doubly  necessary  to  protect  those 
of  a  lower.  Besides,  the  alterations  made 
in  the  Reform  Bill  in  its  progress  through 
Parliament  were  all  of  such  a  nature  as  to 
strengthen  the  argument  in  favour  of  the 
ballot;  the  strongest  observations  to  this 
effect  were  made  by  I^rd  Althorp  and 
others  at  the  moment  when  the  clause 
giving  votes  to  the  50Z.  tenants-at-will  in 
counties  was  carried  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  So  that  the  Reform  Act,  as  it 
ultimately  passed,  stood  far  more  in  need 
of  the  safeguard  of  the  ballot  than  the 
Reform  Bill  as  it  was  originally  projected. 
I  am  quite  sure,  that  neitlier  the  proposer 
nor  the  supporters  of  the  Reform  Act  could 
have  intended  to  commit  a  deliberate 
fraud,  by  conferring  votes  on  persons  whom 
they  knew  to  be  dependent,  and  with  the 
premeditated  intention  of  debarring  them 
from  any  free  will  of  their  own.  And  with 
regurd  to  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
Stroud,  in  particular,  there  are  declara- 
tions of  his  on  record  expressing  the  strong 
repugnance  whi^h  he  felt  to  the  extensive 
intimidation  which  forced  itself  upon  his 
notice,  and  intimating,  that  if  this  system 
should  continue,  the  adoption  of  the  bMllot 
as  a  remedial  measure  would  become  ine. 
vitable.  One  extract  I  will  quote  from  a 
speech  made  by  the  noble  Lord,  at  Tor- 
quay, in  September,  1832.  In  that  speech 
the  noble  Lord,  after  having  expressed  his 
strong  sense  of  the  <^  terrible  position  '* 
(as  he  terms  it)  of  the  landlords,  and  of  the 
great  power  which  they  had  the  means  of 
exercising  over  their  tenants,  expresses  also 
his  anxious  hope,  that  landlords  would  not 
avail  themselves  of  that  power  fully  and 
extensively.  The  noble  Lord  then  states  his 
own  strong  objections  against  the  ballot,  and 
proceeds  thus: — ''Great  as  I  apprehend 
the  inconvenience  of  the  ballot  would  be, 
yet  if  it  come  to  this,  that  I  must  either 
adopt  such  a  measure,  or  that  I  must  see 
the  tenantry  of  England  ranged  at  elec- 
tions contrary  to  the  feelings  and  wishes 
of  themselves,  I  should  have  no  hesitation 
*— I  should  have  no  doubt — I  should  re> 
nounce  my  previous  opinions,  and  1  should 
at  once  adopt  the  vote  by  ballot."  Five 
years  and  a  half  have  elapsed  since  the 
noble  Lord  made  the  memorable  speech  to 
which  I  have  just  referred.  There  have 
been    two    general   elections    since    that 

Seriod,  and  a  great  many  separate  and  in- 
ividual  elections  :  a  large  body  of  experi- 
ence has  been  acquired^  extensive  means  of 


judgment  have  been  brought  vithio  our 
reach,  respecting  the  causes  oo  whidi  suc- 
cess and  defeat  at  an  election  now  turns. 
I  ask  what  the  result  of  that  experience  has 
been  ?  Has  it  tended  to  show,  that  the 
''terrible  position  and  power"  which  the 
noble  Lora  recognised  as  lodged  in  the 
hands  of  landlords  over  their  tenants  has 
remained  unused  —  a  sheathed  weapon, 
rendered  harmless  by  the  generosity  of  the 
wearer  ?  Or  has  experience  proved,  that 
the  landlords  of  England  have  not  been 
content  with  simply  possessing  that  power, 
but  have  used  it  abundantly  and  unspar- 
ingly, and  that  too  for  the  very  purposes 
which  the  noble  Lord  here  so  uneqnivo- 
callv  reprobates — ^for  the  purpose  of  ooid- 
pelling  and  coercing  the  votes  of  their 
tenantry?  On  which  side  has  been  the 
verdict  of  experience  ?  I  might  answer  in 
the  words  of  Lord  Dinorben,  spoken  at  the 
public  dinner  in  Flintshire  ;  of  Sir  James 
Gisbon  Craig,  at  Edinburgh  ;  of  Sir  Colroan 
Rashleigh,  in  Cornwall,  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  West  Surrey, 
at  Guildford ;  and  of  several  other  Gen- 
tlemen of  strictly  Whig  politics,  who  hare 
been  induced  by  that  very  experience  to 
abandon  their  objections  against  the  ballot 
— objections  originally  quite  as  strong  s 
those  entertained  by  the  noble  Lord,  tlv 
Member  for  Stroud,  himself.  I  might 
answer  in  the  words  of  the  numerous  peti- 
tions in  favour  of  the  ballot  which  hare 
been  laid  upon  your  table,  many  of  them 
signed  by  persons  who  were  not  in  favour 
of  the  ballot  five  years  ago ;  and  amongst 
those  petitions  the  noble  Lord  will  not 
forget  the  petition  from  the  inhabitants  of 
Stroud,  his  own  constituents,  signed  by 
2,100  persons,  including  more  than  500 
electnrsof  that  borough,  and  a  large  pro. 
portion  of  his  own  friends  and  supporters. 
Sure  I  am  that  for  all  those  who,  at  the 
passing  of  the  Reform  Act,  held  their 
minds  open  to  be  convinced  by  experience 
whether  the  protection  of  the  ballot  was 
or  was  not  required,  the  subsequent  expe- 
rience has  spoken  with  a  voice  too  plain  to 
be  mistaken,  too  loud  to  be  unheard.  I 
have  said  that  the  ballot  in  no  way  contra- 
dicts either  the  scope  or  the  enactments  of 
the  Reform  Act.  But  I  go  &rther:  I 
contend  that  the  supporters  of  the  Reform 
Act,  if  they  wish  to  insure  the  efficacious 
and  creditable  working  of  their  own  mea- 
sure— ^if  they  wish  to  reap  the  good  which 
they  have  themselves  sown,  must  inevitably 
strengthen  the  Act  with  new  defences 
I  against  the  briber  and  intimidator ;  \ht^ 
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must  adopt  the  inexpugnable  safeguard  of 
the  secret  vote.  It  is  their  onlv  chance 
for  preserving  the  Reform  Act  from  con- 
tempt and  rottenness;  and,  indeed,  when 
I  look  at  the  preamble  of  the  Reform  Act, 
I  find  the  words  not  only  consistent  with 
the  proposition  of  the  ballot,  but  abso- 
lutely such  as  it  is  impossible  to  satisfy  and 
comply  withy  under  the  open  mode  of 
voting.  For  what  are  the  words  of  the 
preamble  ?  "  Whereas  it  is  ex|)edient  to 
check  abuses  in  elections,  and  to  diminish 
the  expenses  of  elections."  These  are  the 
principal  items ;  and  let  me  ask,  have  elec- 
tion abuses  been  checked  }  The  universal 
Toice  of  England,  conGrmcd  by  the  evidence 
taken  before  your  own  Parliamentary  Com. 
roittee,  attests  that  they  have  not.  Have 
the  expenses  of  elections  been  diminished  ? 
Alai!  for  human  foresight.  I  believe 
most  firmly,  and  I  think  I  should  find 
myself  borne  out  by  the  authority  of  the 
best  informed  election  agents,  that  as 
much  money  in  the  aggregate  has  been 
spent  in  the  last  two  elections,  as  ever  was 
known  on  similar  occasions  before.  I  con- 
fidently assert  that  the  effects  of  the  Re- 
form Act  have  not  been  correspondent  to 
its  preamble,  and  that,  if  it  is  intended 
that  they  should  ever  become  so  corre- 
spondent, this  can  only  happen  by  the  aid 
of  the  ballot.  In  fact,  to  say  that  the 
ballot  is  a  proposition  inconsistent  with 
the  principles  of  the  Reform  Act,  is  merely 
to  afiirm  in  other  words  that  bribery  and 
intimidation  are  part  and  parcel  of  the 
Reform  Act.  I  am  sure  that  its  sincere 
partisans  will  be  slow  to  stamp  it  with  such 
indelible  ignominy.  Why  do  I  say  that 
the  ballot  will  achieve  the  mighty  work 
specified  in  the  preamble  of  the  Reform  Act, 
and  which  the  Reform  Act  itself  has 
failed  to  achieve — the  work  of  checking 
abuses  and  diminishing  expense  at  elec- 
tions ?  I  say  so,  because  all  this  outlay 
and  all  these  abuses  assume  the  publicity 
of  individual  votes  as  an  essential  condition. 
There  are  two  leading  varieties  of  election 
abuse — intimidation  and  bribery  ;  intimi- 
dation, be  it  recollected,  by  far  the  most 
extensively  practised  of  the  two,  because  it 
costs  nothing  to  the  intimidator,  while 
bribery  necessarily  involves  a  sacrifice  to 
the  briber.  Now,  I  maintain,  that  it  is  a 
manifest  absurdity  either  to  threaten  a  man 
with  evil  or  to  tempt  him  with  a  gift,  con- 
ditionally upon  his  performing  any  given 
act^  when  the  act  is  of  such  a  nature  that 
you  can  never  know  whether  he  does  it  or 
not.     The  secrecy  of  the  act  places  it  out 


of  the  reach  both  of  reward  and  punish- 
ment. When  an  elector  votes  in  secret,  it 
is  absolutely  impossible  that  he  can  be 
made  either  to  incur  loss  or  to  gain  profit, 
in  consequence  of  the  way  in  which  his  vote 
is  given.  It  is  perfectly  well  known,  that 
in  all  human  enactments  the  clearest  pro- 
hibitions and  the  sharpest  penalties  are  a 
nullity  when  you  can  obtain  no  evidence  to 
enable  you  to  distinguish  between  obe- 
dience and  evasion ;  nor  has  despotism,  in 
its  wildest  freaks,  ever  gone  so  far  as  to 
believe  that  it  could  effectually  interdict, 
or  effectually  command,  any  acts  which 
were  in  their  nature  secret.  Here  stands** 
the  impassable  limit  to  human  authority  in 
its  efforts  to  restrain  the  liberty  of  man- 
kind :  it  must  have  evidence  to  proceed 
upon,  arising  out  of  the  modes  of  conduct 
which  it  condemns  and  desires  to  suppress. 
I  think  that  the  proposition  which  I  have 
just  stated  is  too  obvious  to  need  farther 
illustration.  It  is  a  trite  aphorism  of  Lord 
Bacon,  that  knowledge  is  power  ;  and  the 
assertion  analogous  to  this  is  still  more 
true,  that  absence  of  knowledge  is  absence 
of  power.  Now,  my  purpose  is  to  deprive 
the  intimidator  of  all  his  power  over  votes 
— and  I  do  so  by  excluding  him  from  all 
knowledge  of  the  way  in  which  votes  are 
given.  This  is  a  method  at  once  simple 
and  infallible:  and  there  is  no  other 
method  which  can  advance  you  one  step 
towards  the  result.  You  may  try  what 
other  schemes  you  please— you  may  reason 
with  the  intimidator — you  may  try  to 
sooth  or  cajole  him — you  may  raise  the 
cry  of  indignant  shame  against  him — you 
may  hold  out  to  him  the  prospect  of  legal 
})enalties.  Believe  me,  intimidation  is  a 
practice  far  too  gentlemanlike  and  fashion- 
able to  be  subdued  by  such  leaden  weapons 
as  these.  It  is  the  inmate  of  courts  and 
manor  houses — the  cherished  companion  of 
lordly  bosoms — all  the  pride  of  wealth 
and  rank,  and  all  the  fierceness  of  political 
bigotry  conspire  to  uphold  it ;  the  clergy- 
man who  discourses  eloquently  in  the  puU 
pit  on  charity  and  forgiveness  of  enemies, 
neither  enjoins  nor  manifests  any  such  dis- 
positions during  a  contested  election— even 
ladies  of  high  fashion  are  not  ashamed  to 
direct  with  their  own  delicate  hands  the 
instant  discontinuance  of  a  tradesman  .who 
has  dared  to  vote  for  the  shocking  Radical. 
Against  intimidators,  sustainea  by  the 
sympathy  and  example  of  all  that  is  great 
and  powerful  you  can  do  nothine,  except 
by  rendering  intimidation  medianically 
impossible.     You  cannot  deprive  them  of 
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their  weapons  of  offence,  but  you  may  with- 
draw the  voter  out  of  their  reach,  and  thus 
Btnite  tlieni  with  blindness.  I  assert,  with- 
out reserve,  that  the  ballot  will  accomplish 
this  object — that  it  will  render  intimidation 
altogether  impracticable,  and  that  no  in- 
genuity can  disappoint  its  working.  Those 
who  now  dictate  votes  by  means  of  the  ser- 
vile and  selfish  fears  of  electors,  must  be 
content  to  resort  to  methods  of  guidance 
more  consistent  with  the  free  will  of  a 
reasonable  man  and  the  dignity  of  a  fellow- 
citizen.  There  are  many  of  them  who  can 
employ  these  gentler  methods  with  perfect 
success,  and  who  well  know  how  to  find 
their  way  to  an  elector's  understanding, 
when  the  instruments  for  forcin"^  his  will 
are  snatched  from  their  grasp.  And  those 
who  disdain  to  substitute  persuasion  for 
control,  when  the  ballot  shall  have  banished 
the  angry  and  tyrannical  passions  from  the 
field  of  election,  will  be  left,  as  they 
ought  to  be,  to  impotent  and  unavailing 
complaints.  Some  persons,  not  altogether 
averse  to  the  ballot,  maintain,  neverthe- 
less, that  secret  voting  will  be  inoperative 
to  any  good  purpose,  unless  you  can  at  the 
same  time  prohibit  and  prevent  canvassing  ; 
they  say  further,  that  canvassing  will  still 
be  practised,  even  when  votes  are  taken  in 
secret.  To  this  I  have  to  reply,  that  the 
word  **  canvassing"  is  of  very  equivocal 
import;  it  includes  something  which  is 
harmless  and  even  indispensable, — much 
that  is  revolting  and  odious.  It  is  certain 
that  active  exertion  must  be  used  by  some 
one  to  make  known  the  name  and  preten- 
sions of  a  candidate,  and  to  ascertain  how 
they  are  received  throughout  the  constitu- 
ency. This  is  a  task  which  must  be  un- 
dertaken by  some  persons  who  are  known 
in  the  locality ;  and  thus,  in  a  certain 
sense,  you  have  a  Committee  and  a  canvass, 
even  though  voting  shoiild  be  carried  on  by 
ballot.  1  he  canvasser  would  go  forth  to 
consult  the  prevailing  sentiment,  to  com- 
municate the  necessary  information,  to 
rectify  mistakes,  and  to  convince  as  well 
as  he  could  those  who  were  adverse.  But 
the  odious  part  of  the  practice  begins 
beyond  these  limits ;  it  is  peculiar  to  the 
present  system  of  open  voting,  and  can  have 
no  existence  under  the  ballot.  It  is  when 
your  canvassers  are  not  content  with  trying 
to  convince  an  elector's  understanding,  but 
seek  to  work  upon  his  will ;  when  they 
try  to  importune  him  into  a  pledge  which 
his  conscience  will  not  allow  him  to  give  ; 
when  they  assail  his  imagination  by  mo- 
tives of  worldly  interest,  by   the  fear   of 


losing  the  fiivours  of  one  man,  hj  the  bope 
of  gaining  the  patronage  of  another.  It  is 
when  the  customer  or  the  laodloid  appean 
in  person  or  by  his  deputy — conoeftling  tht 
stringency  of  command  under  the  modest 
form  of  a  polite  request. 

"  Te  semper  anteit  saeva  necessitas, 
Clavos  trabales  et  cuneos  mana 

Gestans  ahen^." 

There  is  no  scene  on  the  fiice  of  the  eartk 
in  which  the  harassing  and  nngeneroos  arts 
of  enforcing    constrained  complianoe  are 
more  skilfully  practised  than   an  English 
election.     There  are  some  men  who  abhor 
these  acts  as  they  deserve  ^  there  are  still 
more  who  profess  to  abhor  them ;  and  1 
maintain  that  both  one  and  the  other  ought 
to  join   with  me  in  introducing  the  vote 
bv  ballot.     For  of  what  use  is  it  to  forge 
all  these  snares  when  the  vote  after  ali 
must  be  the  expression  of  the  voter's  free 
will — when  you  cannot  by  any  force  or  any 
artifice  subvert  his  ultimate  independence? 
In  order  to  prevail  upon  him  to  vote  with 
you,  you   must  induce  him   to   feel  and 
think  with  you ;  and  for  this  purpose  the 
importunity  and  screwing  of  the  present 
canvass,  the  solicitations  of  the  customer, 
or  the  threats  of  the  landlord  will  not  lie 
only  unavailing  but  injurious.     Even  now, 
when  canvassers  approach  a  man  of  inde- 
pendent position,  upon  whom  they  cannot 
in  any  way  bring  the  screw  to  bear,  the 
application  becomes  divested  of  all  its  most 
objectionable  elements;  it  would  he  equally 
unobjectionable  with  regard  to  every  voter, 
without  exception,  if  votes  were  taken  by 
ballot ;  for  secrecy  makes  all  voters  poor  as 
well  as  rich,  equally  and  completely  inde- 
pendent.    When  I  am  asked,  Sir,  whether 
the  ballot  will  put   down  canvassing,    I 
reply,  that  it  will  put  down  the  bad  part  of 
canvassing ;  it  will  abolish  the  imperative 
and   the  seductive  canvassing,  which  ad- 
dresses itself  to  the   hopes   and  fears  of 
electors;  it  will  still  leave  the  persuasive 
canvassing,  which  addresses  itself  to  their 
reason   and  afifections.     But,  then,  I  am 
told  that  the  protection  imparted  by  the 
ballot  supposes  that  the  voter  violates  hk 
promise.     "  We   do  not  inquire,  (say  the 
objectors  who  use  this  argument)  into  the 
circumstances   which  have    preceded  the 
promise ;  but  after  a  voter  has  once  made 
it  he  ought  to  keep  it  at  all  prices ;  and  any 
scheme  which  implies  that  he  breaks  his 
promise  includes  a  degree  of  moral  mischief 
which  in  our  view  overbalances  all  tlie  be* 
nefits  of  inde})endent  voting."    This  is  the 
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argument  chiefly  insisted  upon  by  those 
who  oppose  the  ballot;  and  I   engage  to 
shew  that  it  is  altogether  nugatory  as  an  ob- 
jection against  me.     But  let  me  first  ask^ 
how  stands  the  fact  in  regard  to  broken 
promises  at  present  >  Are  election  promises 
under  open  voting  universally  kept  by  the 
voters  who  make  them  ?    Are  no  attempts 
now  made  to  induce  voters  to  break  pro- 
mises once  given  ?     Are  voters  safe  from 
all  hazard  if  they  faithfully  perform  their 
promises  }     Sir,  when  we  come  to  answer 
these  questions  accurately,  we  shall  find, 
that,    as  the    case  stands  now,   election 
promises  are  not  constantly  kept,  but  very 
frequently  broken ;  that  the  reason  why 
thev  are  so  broken  is,  because  bribers  and 
intim^idators  do  all  they  can  to  induce  the 
voters  to  break  them ;  that  voters  are  not 
in  the  least  protected  from  hazard  by  the 
known  fact,  that  they  have  already  bound 
themselves  by  a  distinct  promise.  Suppose 
an  elector  dependent  in   his   position,   a 
tenant  or  a  tradesman »  under  the  present  { 
system  of  open  voting,  to  promise  his  vote  i 
to  that  candidate  whose  principles  he  ap.  i 
proves  and  prefers,  is  he  for  that  reason  ! 
one  whit  the  less  importuned  and  menaced  | 
by  those  upon  whom  he  is  dependent? 
Do  they  regard  the  promise  as  inviolably 
binding,  and  the  vote  as  a  step  already 
foreclosed   and  predetermined,  so  that  it 
would  be  criminal  in  them  to  attempt  to 
disturb    it?     Doubtless  there    are  some 
Gentlemen  who  entertain  this  feeling,  and 
act  upon  it ;  but  I  do  not  scruple  to  assert, 
that,  for  one  man  who  feels  thus,  there  are 
fifty  who  feel  the  contrary.     A  gentleman  | 
says  to  his  servant  when  the  Westminster 
election  is  coming  on,  **  John,  go  round  to  i 
my  tradesmen,  and  let  them  know,  that  I 
am  very  anxious  for   the  success  of  Sir  i 
George  Murray,  and  that  I  hope  they  will 
give    him    their  votes   at  this    election.*' 
**  Yes,  sir ;  but  what  shall  1  say,  if  any  of 
them  tell  me,  that  they  have  already  pro- 
mised their  votes  to  Leader  and  Evans  ?"  j 
*'  Oh !  I  can't  help    that :  you  must  tell  , 
them  they  must  oblige  me  this  once,  and 
that  if  they  vote  for  these  Radicals  I  won't 
deal  with  them  any  longer."    Again,  what 
is  the  behaviour  of  a  country  gentleman 
when  the  Tory  canvassers  come  and  tell 
bim,  "  Sir,   we  have  been  canvassing  in 
your  neighbourhood,  and  Farmer  So  and 
So,   your   tenant,   tells   us,   that   he   has 
already  promised  his  vote  to  the  Radical 
candidate."     **  Promised   his  vote  to  the 
Radical  Candidate !  why,  what  right  had 
he  to  promise  it  at  all — without  waiting  to 


'  know  whom  I  support  ?     Oh  you  need  not 
be  afraid  that  his  vote  will  be  given  against 
you ;  I  will  go  and  talk  to  him ;  the  pro- 
mise is  all  stuff  and  nonsense/'     Sir,  this 
is  a  faithful  picture,  however  disagreeable 
and  humiliating,  of  that  which  now  occurs 
at  a  contested  election.  ['*  No,  no  !  "]  I  say 
again.  Sir,  in  spite  of  the  denial  of  the 
hon.   Gentlemen  opposite,   that  this  is  a 
faithful    specimen  of  what  now  occurs. 
\  Renewed  cries  of  '^  iVo,  no  J  "  and  "Name, 
Nante  I  *']     Their  name    is  Legion.     To 
hear  the  arguments  urged  against  the  bal- 
lot, one  would  think,  that  an  election  by 
open  voting  was  a  school  of  probity  and 
veracity  :  and  that  a  voter  who  had  once 
given  his  word  performed  it  as  a  matter  of 
course,  without  let  or  hindrance  from  any 
one.     Instead  of  which,  what  is  the  fact  ^ 
Why,  the  promise  of  a  dependent  voter  is 
respected  just  so  far  as  it  coincides  with 
the  will  and  the  dictates  of  his  superior. 
In  every  other  case  it  is  trampled  in  the 
dust;  in  is  treated  as  null  and  void^  as  if 
made  by  a  man  who  is  not  mi  juris  ;  the 
%ery  same  motives  are  held  out  to  him  to 
vote  in  spite  of  his  promise  as  would  have 
been  held    out  if   he    had    never    made 
any  promise.     And,  Sir,  let  me  ask,  what 
class  of  promises  is  it  which  the  pressure 
of  an  open  canvass  thus  causes  to  be  un- 
willingly broken  >    Precisely  the  best  class 
of  promises:  the  Ite^,  the  heartfelt,  and 
the  voluntary  promises,  which  spring  from 
the  sincere  preference  of  the  electors  who 
give  them.     Under  the    ballot  all  these 
promises  are  perfectly  certain  to  be  kept 
with  fidelity;  the  same  free  will  which 
causes  them  to  be  originally  made  will  also 
cause  them  to  be  ultimately  kept.     The 
only  promise  which  can  possibly  be  liable 
to  violation  under  the  ballot  is  the  promise, 
extorted   perforce,  which  does  not  cany 
with  it  the  real  feeling  and  conviction  of 
the  giver.     This  is  the  worst  which  can 
possibly  happen  under  the  ballot.     But  I 
affirm,  that  this  is  what  will  very  rarely 
happen.     For  who  will  f^o  about  to  extort 
from  reluctant  voters  at  the  point  of  the 
SMord  these  insincere  and  compulsory  pro* 
mises,    when    there  can  be  no  power  of 
extorting    performance?      Who    will   be 
guilty  of  an  act  of  ungracious  and  oppress 
sive   interference*^  which   can  answer  no 
pur|io*-e,  and  who  can  only  alienate  the 
voter  who  is  made  to  suffer  such  dcgrailii^ 
tion  ?     The  ballot  will  strike  at  the  ro'^t 
of  the  evil,  because  it  will  take  awar  alt 
motive  and  all  temptation  to  compel  re* 
luctant  promises;  and  where  no  reitictaai 
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promises  are  demanded ,  no  sucb  tbing  as 
breach  of  promise  will  be  known.  I  repeat^ 
that  breach  of  promise,  so  far  from  being 
more  frequent  under  the  ballot,  will  in 
point  of  fact  be  much  less  frequent  than  it 
IS  now  under  open  voting ;  for  spontaneous 
promises  are  sure  to  be  observed^  and  com. 
pulsory  promises  will   not  be    extorted. 
Looking  at  the  question.  Sir,  simply  as  it 
regards  the  legitimate  obligation  and  the 
just  estimate  of  promises,  I  contend  that 
the  ballot  is  preferable  to  an  open  suffrage. 
But  1  will  not  consent  to  argue  the  ques- 
tion upon  this  narrower  ground.  I  contend, 
that  the  reference  to  private  promises  is 
neither  the  appropriate  test,  nor  even  the 
leading  consideration,  by  which  our  choice 
as  to  the  mode  of  suffrage  ought  to  be 
determined.     I  put  in  a  claim  on  the  part 
of  the  country  to  the  judgment  and  voice 
of  every  elector,  anterior  to  the  claim  of 
any  private  promise.   The  elector  is  under 
a  paramount  obligation,  from   which   no 
act  of   his    own   can  discharge  him,   to 
give  his  vote  according  to  his  own  conscien- 
tious preference.     If  he  chooses  to  make 
any  promise  at  all  in  reference  to  the  dis- 
posal of  his  vote,  it  must  be  at  least  in 
conformity  with  the  dictates  of  his  own 
conscience;   he  will  then  be  enabled  to 
Derform  his  promise,  and  to  acquit  himself 
of  his  paramount  electoral  obligation  by 
one  and  the  same  act.     But  a  promise  to 
vote  contrary  to  his  own  inward  judg- 
what  is  it  better  than  a  covenant  to 
commit—  distinct  breach  of  duty— pre- 
meditated  breach' oi'. a  solemn  public  duty  > 
If  there  be  in  human  atfai'rtr  jm  immoral 
and  unlawful  covenant,  assuredly  t^his  is 
one  of  the  deepest  dye— an  agreement  io 
set  aside  a  known  public  obligation  for  the 
accomplishment  of  some  private  purpose- 
wrong  in  the  man  who  gives  the  pledge, 
but  often  excusable  from  the  dependence 
of  his  position  ;  wrong  in  the  highest  de- 
gree, and  altogether  without  excuse  or  ex- 
tenuation,   in   the  man  who  extorts   it. 
What  should  we  say.  Sir,  of  a  plaintiff  in 
one  of  your  courts,  who  should  demand 
from  any  witness  a  pledge  that  he  would 
deliver  false  testimony,  or  from  a  juryman 
a  promise  that  he  would  stand  out  for  a 
dishonest  verdict  ?     Wh  v,  the  seal  of  in- 
famy would  be  set  upon  him  for  ever.  But 
where  is  the  difference  in  principle,  or  in 
what  respect  am  I  less  guilty,  if  I  take 
advantage  of  the  dependent  position  of  my 
tenant  or  my  clerk  to  force  him  to  break 
his  electoral  trust  ?   You  may  tell  me  that 
the  one  act  Is  niore  pomquon  than  the  otber^ 


and,  therefore,  does  not  imply  the  sssx 
moral  guilt :  I  admit  that  it  is  so;  but  iIk 
very  same  guilty  principle  pervades  bodi. 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  lim. 
pool,  whom  I  do  not  now  see  Id  his  pfaux, 
in  a  speech  which  he  made  during  the  !»• 
cess,  expatiated  with  great  horror  od  a^ 
claration  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin,   that,   under  the  ballot,  a  du 
might  shout  for  West  and  Hamilton,  vol 
yet  vote  for  O'Connell.    This,  id  ibe  ntfet 
Lord's  opinion,  was  the  very  acme  of  im- 
morality,  that  a  man   should  speak  ooe 
way  and  vote  the  contrary.    Immonil  ss 
this  may  be.  Sir,  I  shall  show  the  noble 
Lord  that  the  same  immorality  does  iisp- 
pen,  and  must  happen,  under  the  present 
system  of  open  voting,  of  which  he  is  tb? 
champion.  The  man  who,  under  the  balk, 
would  shout  for  West  and  Hamilton,  aod 
yet  vote  for  O'Connell,  what  does  he  do  not, 
his  heart  by  the  supposition,  being  vitli 
O'Connell  ?     Why,  he  votes  for  West  ivx. 
Hamilton,  to  be  sure;   but  whercrer  li' 
can  express  his  opinion  without  constrain! 
he  talks  in  favour  of  O'Connell,  hedriE- 
O'Conneirs  health,  and    heartily  wisb- 
him  success.    The  very  same  contradicti'^ 
between  vote  and  speech  —  the  tctt  sw 
falsehood  and  immorality  which  the  nob 
Lord  denounces  as  the  exclusive  attrikf 
of  my  system — meets  him  just  as  unavoid- 
ably on  his  own.     Do  what  you  will, )»' 
cannot  avoid  it  when  once  the  intimidatv 
has  put  in  his  coercive  grasp ;  immorality 
and  falsehood  of  one  kind  or  other  tkj* 
must  be  whether  the  voting  be  open  ■• 
secret.     I  saj,  that  when  the  vote  Is  mau 
secret,  the  intimidator  will  not  interfcf 
jMiy  longer,  because  he  has  nothing  to  g^' 
by  it ;  the  lie  makes  against  him  io^- 
of  making  for  him,  and,  therefore,  he  vi. 
not  cause  it  to  be  told.    You  heatf  it  some- 
times argued.  Sir,  that  open  voting  roaik> 
the  elector  responsible  to  the  public,  vs^ 
that  secret  voting  removes  that  les^^^' 
bility.     But  this  is  a  mere  abnse  of  tenw. 
I  am  prepared  to  show  you  that  tn<^ 
neither  is  nor  can  be  any  responsibihty  i"* 
the  case.   Responsibility,  in  its  onl][  W^^' 
mate  meaning,  can  attach  to  sothii}^  ^^ 
to  the  performance  of  a  man's  duty ;  a  ^^ 
is  responsible  when  he  is  liable  to  lo^  '"^ 
the  event  of  discharging  his  duty  M^)' 
and  when  he  is  protected  from  loss  in  w^ 
event  of  discharging  it  well.    Nov,  w*' 
is  the  duty  of  an  elector  ?     Simply  ^^ 
deliver  his  own  opinion  sincerely  and  con* 
•scientiously,  let  him  be  in  the  ninoritr*^ 
in  the  majority — Jet  him  agree  or  disip** 
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with  whom  he  may ;  my  neighbour  and  I 
may  both  discharge  our  electoral  duty  with 
equal  fidelity,  though  he  votes  for  a  Tory 
and  I  vote  for  a  Radical ;  it  would  be  wrong 
in  him  to  vote  as  I  do ;  it  would  be  wrong 
in  me  to  vote  as  he  does.     Now,  Sir,  this 
being  the  sole  duty  of  an  elector,  will  any 
man   tell  me  that  publicity  of  suffrage 
makes  him  responsible  for  discharging  it 
well  ?     Will  any  man  tell  me  that  every 
elector  who  votes  sincerely  and  conscien- 
tiously is  protected  from  loss,  and  that  no 
elector  becomes  liable  to  loss  except  when 
he  votes  otherwise  ?     The  reverse  is  noto- 
rioDsIv  the  fact ;  and  it  is  because  the  re- 
verse  is  the  fact,  that  the  ballot  is  demanded. 
Let  it  not  be  pretended,  then,  that  pub- 
licity makes  an  elector  responsible  for  the 
discharge  of  his  duty ;  all  that  publicity 
does  is  to  make  him  liable  to  ill  usage  from 
those  whom  he  opposes,  and  to  good  usa^e 
from  those  whom  he  supports.     Who  will 
be  found  to  call  this  by  the  imposing  title 
of  responsibility  ?    Why,  it  is  only  seduc- 
tion and  intimidation  under  a  new  name. 
And   not  only  does  publicity  of  suffrage 
contribute  nothing  to  keep  a  voter  in  the 
right  way  against  his  will  (which  would 
be  the  only  object  of  any  real  responsi- 
bility), but  it  tends  most  powerfully  to 
drive  him  into  the  wrong  way  against  his 
will.     In  a  contested  election  the  public 
are  divided  into  partisans  on  both  sides ; 
no  one  ever  takes  the  least  thought  about 
the  sincerity  of  votes ;    every  one  thinks 
that  he  is  serving  the  public  by  multiply- 
ing votes  on  his  own  side,  no  matter  whe- 
ther these  votes  represent  genuine  convic- 
tions or  not.  It  is  thus  that  the  real  public 
obligation,  the  genuine  electoral  conscience, 
is  left  destitute  of  all  support  or  guarantee 
from  without,  while  it  is  exposed  to  assault 
and  importunity  of  every  kind  from  those 
whose  good  will  or  ill  will  bears  closely 
upon  the  comforts  of  the  elector.     Such 
are  the  effects  of  an  open  suffrage ;  so  far 
from  creating  an  efficient  public  responsi- 
bility— so  far  from  providing  new  securi. 
ties  for  conscientious  voting — it  only  lets 
in    fresh    dangers,     and    sows    factitious 
seeds  of  evil.      Let  the  elector  vote  in 
secret,  and   the  path    of   duty  becomes 
at  once  smooth  and  easy  ',  he  will  have  no 
perils  to  defy,  and  no  temptations  to  resist. 
Sir,  I  shall  now  commend   my  proposition 
to  the  judgment  of  the  Hou&e,  intreating 
from  them  an  impartial  and  dispassionate 
decision,  such  as  the   magnitude  of  the 
question  demands.     The  fact  is  notorious 
and   indisputable,  that  the  representative 
VOL.  XL.    {KSJ} 


institutions  of  this  country  have  become  the 
prey  of  intei'nal  corruption  and  intimidation : 
the  form  remains  i inviolate — the  ceremonies 
are  exactly  observed— but  that  free  influ- 
ence of  public  conscience  and  sentiment, 
which  alone  can  give  to  these  solemnities 
any    meaning    or    any    value,    has  been 
checked  and  frozen  up  at  its  source.  There 
is  a  method  of  re-opening  this  frozen  cur- 
rent ;  there  is  a  method  of  insuring  to  the 
real  feeling  of  electors  an  easy  channel  and 
a  certain  delivery  at  the  poll-booth;  there 
is  a  method  of  sweeping  away  all  those  in- 
terested hindrances  which   now  rise  up  to 
ohslruct  the  faithful  performance  of  elect- 
oral oblisation.  That  method  is  the  ballot ; 
an  expedient  bimple,  effectual,   and  self- 
operating.     From   those  who   look    upon 
bribery  and   intimidation  with  unaffected 
censure  and  disgust — from  those  who  feel 
unshaken    faith    in    their    own    political 
creed,  and  who  disdain  to  promote  it  by 
the  aid  of  unworthy  artifices— from   all 
such  persons,  to  whatever  party  they  may 
belong,    I  confidently  anticipate  support, 
because  I  feel  that  my  proposition  deserves 
it.     I  implore  them,  not  to  sit  with  folded 
arms,  and  with  a  passive  resignation  wor- 
thy only  of  Turkish  fatalists,  whilst  the 
worst  plagues  desolate  our  constituencies ; 
nor  to  content  themselves  with  unavailing 
complaints,  as  if  it  were  the  destiny  of  the 
age  to  corrupt  and  to  be  corrupted— to  in- 
timidate and  to  be  intimidated.     Depend 
upon  it.  Sir,  these  vices  may  be  subdued,  if 
we  choose  to  adopt  the  right  remedy ;  they 
are    predominant    only    because    we    are 
supine  ;  they  subsist  only  by  our  toleration 
or  connivance.  It  is  not  for  us  to  complain 
of  corruption  and  intimidation,  while  we 
refuse  to  honest  voters  the  means  of  per- 
forming their  duty  in  peace  and  safety — 
while  we  cling  to  a  system  of  voting  which 
permits  the    rights    of    conscieiice  to  be 
trampled  on  with  impunity,  and  holds  out 
an  easy  traffic  to  the  selfishness  of  dishonest 
electors.     Under  a  seciet  suffrage  every 
vestige  of  intimidation  will  and  must  dis- 
ap|)ear  ;  the  independence  of  each  separate 
voter,  poor  as  well  as  rich,  will   be  built 
upon  a  rock  which  no  violence  can  dii»turb 
and  no  artifice  undermine.     Believing,  as 
I  do,  that  the  exact  record  of  genuine  elect, 
oral  stntimeut,  at  proper  intervals,  is  the 
main  purpose  and  tne  inestimable  blesbing 
of  all  representative  institutions,  I  cease 
not  to  contend    for  the  ballot,  ait  a  step 
essentia]  to  its  attainment;  and  I  have  full 
confidence  in  the  good  sen«e  and  patriot- 
iftm  of  my  countrymen,  that  they  will  not 
2P 
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permit  freedom  of  election  to  perish  for 
want  of  its  legitimate  guarantee. 

Mr.  Ward  rose  to  second  the  motion. 
He  was  well  aware  of  the  difficulty  of  offer- 
ing to  the  attention  of  the  House  any  new 
nrgument  on  a  subject  which  had  been  so 
frequently  discussed  in  that  House,  and 
which  had  been  so  ably  dealt  with  by  his 
hon.  Friend  as  to  leave  little  for  his  fellow- 
labourers  to  supply.  He  trusted,  however, 
that  on  one  or  two  points  it  was  in  his 
power  to  add  something  to  the  clear  and 
eloquent  statement  which  had  been  made, 
by  pointing  out  the  practical  defects  of  the 
present  system.  The  English  were  a 
practical  people,  and,  when  any  prnctical 
grievances  were  proved  to  exist,  all  parties 
in  that  House  boasted  of  their  desire  to 
remove  them.  The  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Tam worth,  had,  on  a  for- 
mer occasion,  said,  that  '*  he  would  remove 
all  proved  abuses,"  and  in  this  avowal  the 
Gentlemen  who  sat  by  the  right  hon.  Ba. 
rooet'.s  side  expressed  their  full  accordance. 
If,  then,  it  had  been  proved  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  that  the  present  system  was 
pregnant  with  proved  abuses,  that  it  was 
fraught  with  evils  of  frightful  magnitude, 
that  the  evils  were  daily  growing  larger, 
and  that  they  were  becoming  more  appar- 
ent at  every  succeeding  election,  would  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  now  refuse  redress  ? 
He  called  upon  the  right  hon.  Baronet  not 
to  shelter  himself  under  the  silence  which 
he  had  so  strictly  observed  on  the  two  last 
occasions  when  this  subject  was  discussed ; 
he  called  upon  the  right  hon.  Baronet  not 
to  conceal  his  opinions,  and  state  whether 
he  would  remove  the  proved  abuses  of  our 
electoral  system,  by  applying  the  only 
remedy  which  human  ingenuity  had  as  yet 
been  able  to  suggest  }  Would  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  come  forward  and  deny  the 
abuse  ?  Would  he  or  his  Friends  suggest 
any  other  remedy  ?  Let  them  at  least  tell 
the  country  what  it  had  to  expect  from 
them  by  way  of  redress  for  this  practical 
and  proved  abuse.  He  supposed  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  attached  some  import- 
ance to  the  words  he  had  used  ;  he 
supposed  that  he  was  sincere  in  his  profes- 
sions; and  when  he  heard  so  often  the 
"  cuckoo  cry  "  which  had  run  through  the 
Tory  ranks  ever  since  the  publication  of 
the  Tamworth  manifesto,  he  did  fancy  that 
some  meaning  was  intended  by  it.  If  the 
abuses  were  so  great  that  the  table  of  that 
House  was  covered  with  indignant  com- 
plaints from  some  portion  of  almost  every 
constituency,  they  had  a  right  to  call  on 


the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  say  bow  he  would 
deal  with  those  abuses,  and  what  remedy 
he  would  apply.  If  the  right  hon.  Barooet 
derided  the  suggested  means  of  redress,  he 
would  at  least  show  how  he  would  remore 
the  evil,  and  how  he  would  relieve  the  peo- 
ple from  this  proved  and  much-complained- 
of  abuse.  Since  the  Reform  Bill  had  beeu 
introduced,  tlie  principle  and  the  practice  of 
the  electoml  system  had  been  completely  at 
variance.  In  that  bill  an  important  change 
had  been  made  by  a  clause  introduced  by 
the  noble  Marquess,  the  Member  for  Buck- 
inghamshire, in  favour  of  the  county 
constituencies  in  England.  They  had  all 
beheld  the  working  of  that  clause,  and  he 
therefore  invited  the  serious  consideration 
of  the  noble  Lord  to  the  effects  produced, 
to  sec  whether  the  grounds  on  which  he 
had  recommended  it  to  the  attention  of 
Parliament  had  been  established  in  practice. 
He  well  knew  the  deep  interest  which  the 
noble  Lord  felt  in  the  welfare  of  the  xco- 
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manry^  not  in  his  own   county  alone,  hut 
throughout  England.    He  knew  how  ju&tlr 
high  the  noble  Lord  stood  in  their  estima- 
tion— He  had  no   wish   to  rob  the  noble 
Lord  of  any  merits  but  he  wished  bim  io 
compare  his  theory  of  that  clause  with  its 
working  in  practice,  not  only  in  Bucking- 
hamshire,  but  elsewhere.     The  principal 
reason   assigned  for   its  introduction  wis 
the  perfect  independence  of  the  50/.  voter*. 
It  was  urged  by  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
farmers   were  a  sound,  good,  honest,  and 
independent    class    of  men,     particularly 
valuable  on  account  of  their  inaependence; 
and  that  while   they   were  giving  a  neir 
constitution  to  this  country,    there  was  no 
place  for  the  farmers  in  the  great  charter 
of  liberty.     The  noble  Lord  dwelt  nnich 
on  the  value  of  these  qualities  as  entitling 
them  to  the  consideration   of  the  House; 
the   argument   and   feeling  of  the  noble 
Lord  were  sh;ired   in    by  other  Member* 
holding  the  most  opposite  political  opinions. 
It  was  held  by  more  than  one  Member  that 
the  farmers  were  as  necessary  to  the  land- 
lord as   the  landlord  was  to  them.     l.»"^ 
Western,  when  a  Member  of  that  House, 
had  said  that  the  farmers  were  roost  un- 
questionably   an    intelligent    and     in^i^'- 
pendent   race    of   men,    and   that    ''^ 
franchise  was  not  calculated  to  diminish 
their  independence."     Ihe  hon.  Baronet 
the    Member  for  Shoreham  (Sir  CharN*^ 
Burrell)  maintained    that  they    '^wcre  a 
roost  th(3rourTh|y   independent  bodr;"  «'"' 
the    hon.     Member  for   Winchester  (Mr 
Mihlniay)    declared  that,   in   his  opinion. 
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*^  the  franchise  was  calculated  to  improve 
their  position  and  elevate  their  character." 
The  only  person   in  thut  House  who  had 
held  language  at  all  opposed  to  this  was 
Lrord    Spencer,   then    Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer ;  he  alone  denied  the  exibtcnce 
of  this  independence,  pointed  out  the  dis- 
advantageous   operation   of  the  franchise 
upon  their  interests  as   farmers,  and  the 
impossibility  of  exercising  it  freely  without 
the  ballot;  the  noble  Lord  had  added  that, 
if  the  ciause   were  carried,  it  would  prob- 
ably  render  the  ballot  inevitable,     which 
would  alone  correct  the  evils  to  which  the 
clause  had  given  rise.     As  to  the  working 
of  the    clause,    Lord   Spencer    had    un- 
doubtedly   been  a  true  prophet.      On  a 
division,  however,  the  clause  was  carried 
by  the  large  majority  of  232  to  148.     The 
majority  was  composed  of  the  Radicals  and 
aristocracy  united,  for  the  Radical   party 
hud  on  that  occasion  coalesced   with  the 
aristocracy  on  the  principle  of  extending 
the  suffrage,  and  they  were,  consequently, 
to  some  extent  responsible  for  the  evils  to 
which    the    clause  had    given    rise.     It 
became,  however,   a   part  of  the  Reform 
Bill,  and  was  now  the  law  of  the  land.     He 
had  no  wish  to  see  it  repealed;  but  he 
did  wish  to  see  the  evils  corrected,  and  that 
it  should  be  made  what  it  ought  to  be  and 
professed  to  be.     He  called  upon  the  noble 
Lord  to  assist  in  the  correction  of  the  evils 
which  had  occurred — he  called  upon  him  to 
work  out  the  principles  which  he  had  pro- 
fessed— he  called  upon  that  noble  Lord  to 
secure  the  independence  for  which  he  had 
vouched,  and  to  render  the  yeomanry  what 
he  conceived  them  in  theory,  but  which 
they  were  not  in  fact.     As  the  case  now 
stood  the  franchise  was  a  curse  rather  than 
a  blessing.     Did  not  the  noble  Lord  know 
that  it  had  been  a  fatal  boon  to  every  honest 
roan  who  happened  to  entertain  different 
political  views  from  those  which  were  held 
by  his  landlord?     He   admitted    that    a 
great  portion  of  the  farmers  agreed  in  the 
political  views  of  their  landlords^  but  the 
ballot  would  make  no  difference  in   this 
respect ;  it  would   not  make  the  farmers 
Radical,  nor  would  it  compel  them  to  vote 
for    the    Radical    candidate.      It    would 
ascertain   the  real  sentiments  of  the  yeo- 
manry, whether  they  were  Radical  or  Tory. 
Why,  then,  did  hon.   Gentlemen  opposite 
cheer   the   sentiment    that    many  of  the 
farmers  from  mistaken  views,  as  he  thought, 
supported   the   Tory  candidates?      Why 
they  opixised  the  ballot,  unless  they  doubted 
the  prevalence   of  the  feeling,  and   were 


afraid  of  the  test,  was  a  mystery  which  he 
could   not  explain.     Did   not   the   noble 
Lord  know  that  so  far  from    the  tenants 
being  allowed  to  remain  independent,  ai)d 
vote  as  they  liked,  their  votes  were  appro- 
priated by  the  landlords  ?     If  they  were 
even  indisposed  to  acquire  the  right,  and 
neglected  to  reji^ister,  there  were  many  in- 
stances in  which  they  were  compelled;  and 
if  they  were  objected  to  they  were  forced 
to  defend  their  right  to  be  placed  on  the 
register?     He  could  quote   one   instance 
which  occurred  in  the  west  riding  of  York, 
and  in  which  he  believed  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  could  vouch  for 
the  facts.     Many  of  the  landlords  there  had 
changed  their  political  opinions.     If  they 
pleased,  they  were  at  liberty  to  change,  but 
was  it   because   thev  changed   that  their 
tenants   must  also    change?     Must    they 
veer  about    from  Liberalism  to  Conserva- 
tism, contrary  to  their  own  reason  and  to 
their  own   opinions,    and    although    they 
might  not  have  the  same  interests  to  serve  as 
those  which  induced  their  landlords  to  alter 
the  course  of  their  political  conduct?     Or 
should  it  be  said  that  they  should  act  upon 
the  bidding  of  their  landlords,  in  ignorance 
and  in  slavery  ?     He  would  state  a  case, 
for  the  truth  of  which  he  could  vouch.     In 
the  West  Riding  of  York  a  body  of  tenants 
had  gone  to  the  noble  Viscount  by  whom 
they  were  represented,  and  had  begged  that 
their  votes  might  be  objected  to,  alleging  as 
a  reason,  that  they  were  anxious  not  to  offend 
either  party  by  voting  contrary  to  the  desire 
of  either,  and  the  objections  in  some  instances 
were  absolutely  made.     He  vouched  for  the 
fact  of  such  applications  having  been  made, 
and    he    would  ask    what  franchise    had 
those  persons  ?     The  votes  of  the  tenants 
were  in  all  cases  looked  upon  as  the  chat- 
tels of  the  landlord,  in  which  they  had  a 
right  to  deal,  and  of  which   they  might 
dispose.      Even  the  neutral   plan  of  not 
voting  was  construed  into    a    species  of 
crime,  by  which   the  tenants  wasted  the 
property  of  their  landlords.     The  effect  of 
the  clause  in  the  Reform  Act  was  to  divide 
all  large  estates  into  holdings  of  50/.  each, 
and  to  give  the  landlords  a  species  of  feudal 
right  over  the  votes.     This  had  been  the 
pernicious  effect  of  the   clause  in  many 
parts  of  the  country,  and  during  the  last 
two  registrations,  where  a  farmer  had  held 
a  farm  of  200/.  yearly  value,  he  had  been 
compelled  to  join  his  son  or  his  nephew, 
or  some  other  person  at  all  events  in  his 
lease,  to  increase  the  number  of  serfs  or 
slaves  on  the  estate,  and  in  effect  to  revive 
2P2 
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the  state  of  thiogs  which  existed  formerij 
10  GattOD  and  Old  Sanim.     This  clause 
had  been  introduced  hy  the  noble  Marquess 
himself,  and  he  would  call  on  him  to  en- 
deavour to  remore  the  stigma  which  he 
had  cast  on  his  favourite  class,  and  to  join 
the  hon.  Member  who   had    brought  the 
present  motion  before  the  House  in  endea- 
vouring  to  secure  the  future  welfare  of 
the  country,  by  procuring  the  adoption  of 
the  system  of  vote  by  ballot.    {^A  laugh.] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  might   laugh,   but  even 
more  improbable  things  had  happened,  and 
he  did  not  despair  of  seeing  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  actually  join  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  London  in   his  attempts  to  give 
something  like  an  equality  to  the  franchise, 
and  to  extend  it  to  the  farmers.      The 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  had  said  at 
the  commencement  of  the  session  that  the 
constitution  might  be  cut  and  carved,  and 
altered  and  remoulded,  but  that  such  a 
system  as  that  proposed  could  never  be 
adopted,  for  it  would  not  suit  the  interests 
of  toe  countiT.     Let  the  House  come  to 
the  test,  ana  they  would  find   that  the 
Conservatives    would    never    oppose   any 
measure  which  left  the  power  of  coercion 
safely  in    their  own  hands.      He  would, 
however,  call  upon  them  to  join  in  sup- 
porting this  measure,  for  he  was  prepared 
to  say  that  it  would  produce  general  bene- 
fit and  a  general  satisfaction  throughout 
all  constituencies.     He  was  ready  to  sub- 
mit his   principle    to  the    only  tribunal 
which  could  decide  upon  the  point,  and  he 
could  not  see  what  rational  objection  could 
be  urged  against  it ;  nor  could  he  see  that 
it  would  produce  any  other  end  than  one 
which  was  favourable  to  the  interests  of 
the  country  generally,  and  which  would 
at  once  dispose  of  the  existing  abuses  with 
regard  to  the  franchise.    The  ballot  would 
not  destroy  the  existence  of  proper  feel- 
ings in  the  minds  of  the  people  nor  put  an 
end  to  legitimate  influence.    He  did  not 
suppose  that  it  would  destroy  the  influence 
of  tne  noble  Marquess  opposite  (Chandos); 
but  he  was  sure  that  if  he  should  come 
forward  and  support  it,  it  would  at  once 
remove  all  suspicion  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess had  obtained  his  seat  by  the  exer- 
cise of  coercion.     He  would  now  come  to 
that  other  argument  so  often  used,  and 
which  he  had  heard  so  many  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  cheer ;  that  the  ballot  would 
substitute  something  like   duplicity  and 
deceit  for  the  frank,  and  manly,  and  old 
English   system    which    now    so   happily 
existed.     Now,  he  would  ask  hon.  Gentle- 


men opposite  to  tell  him  what  then  v«s 
firank  and  manly  in  the  system  sf  men 
strongly  in  favour  of  one  party  being  car- 
ried to  the  poll  by  force,  decked  out  witli 
the  colours  of  the  party  opposed  to  tboo 
in  politics,  to  vote  for  toe  candidate  vbon 
they  disliked  ?      He   could    see    aotbiog 
frank  or  manly  in  it,  and  there  was  uothing 
so  admirable  in  the  system  which  could 
induce  hon.  Gentlemen   to  support  it  in 
preference  to  secret  voting ;    and  vben  it 
was  recollected  that  the  right  to  vote  did 
not  proceed  from  the  accidental  drcum* 
stance  of  land  being  held  under  the  Duke 
of  Bedford  or  the  Duke  of  Buccleucfa,  or 
because  it  was  held  of  any  large  capitalist, 
bat  was  the   constitutional  right  of  the 
voter,  there  would  be  little  doubt  of  the 
propriety  of  adopting  the  proposed  system. 
The 'House  was  told  that  the  ballot  woold 
introduce  a  degrading  system  of  falsehood; 
but  a  very  clever  pamphlet  had  receottj 
been   published  by  a  Mr.    Dennison,  io 
which  he  said — 

**  The  employer  and  the  employed  ^U  thos 
be  in  the  situation  of  two  antagonist  tacti- 
cians. And  we  shall  have  Livy*s  descripuoo 
of  the  rival  stratagem  of  Hannibal  and  Fabius 
reduced  to  the  scale  of  private  discord,  and 
realised  in  the  petty  arena  of  an  English 
farm-yard.  But  which  will  be  victoriouf? 
Here  we  behold  the  stout  sagacious  fanner 
hedged  in  on  every  side  and  guarding  against 
all  surprise ;  then  the  subtle,  active,  pij'Og 
agent,  keenly  intent  on  his  own  object,  and 
resorting  to  all  the  crafty  wiles  that  practised 
ingenuity  can  suggest  to  pluck  out  the  heart 
of  his  mystery — flattering  the  wife,  coaxing 
the  children,  bribing  the  domestics,  wheedling 
the  friends,  seducing  the  man  himself  ioto  a 
state  of  semi-intoxication,  in  order  to  drown 
his  caution  and  stir  up  his  courage,  and  ibco 
take  down  his  words ;  converting  casual  ex- 
pressions into  open  avowals,  putting  the  ques- 
tion boldly,  and  then  construing  hesitatioo  or 
silence  into  assent.*' 

If  he  could  contemplate  such  a  state  of 
things  as  this  arising  from  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  ballot  he  should  at  once  say, 
"  Let  not  an  experiment  which  is  so  dan- 
gerous in  its  consequences  be  tried."  But 
he  was  convinced  that  such  a  representa- 
tion, if  applied  to  the  evils  which  migh^ 
follow  the  adoption  of  the  ballot,  would  be 
grossly  exaggerated  and  quite  untrue; 
and  he  would  ask  whether  there  could 
be  anything  more  un- English —for  that 
was  the  favourite  word  which  was  iiovr 
used — than  ihe  system  of  espionage  thu!^ 
|)ointed  out  .^  Was  there  one  Member  of 
that  House  who  would  support  any  plao 
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wbich    could  lead  to  such  results?     He 
would   not   beliere  that   there   was;    he 
would   not  do    the    House    the  injustice 
to   believe  it.     There  might  be  acts  of 
violence    in    times    when    party  feeling 
ran  high,  but  he  could   not  think  that 
any  hon.  Member  could  use  such  means  as 
those  pointed  out.     He  did  not  then  attach 
much  importance  to  this  argument^  but 
firmly  believed  it  to  be  founded  on  false 
grounds.     Then  it  was  supposed  that  the 
landlord  had  a  species  of  right  to  dispose 
of  the  tenant's  vote>  and  that  no  measure 
ought  to  be  passed  which  would  put  the 
tenant  in  a  position  in  which  he  might 
evade  the  power  of  his  landlord.     Now^  if 
this  were  correct^  he  was  willing  at  once 
to  admit  that  the  principle  of  the  ballot 
was  a  mistake ;  but  the  ri^ht  of  the  tenant 
to  vote  was  vested  in  himself  and  not  in 
the  landlord,  and  the  latter  was  forbidden 
to  interfere  with  or  to  limit  the  exercise 
of  the  franchise.     In  large  towns,  he  ad- 
mitted that  the  mischief  existed  to  a  com- 
paratively   trifling    extent,    because   the 
power  of  landlords  was  much  less  than  in 
the  country  districts,  and  the  evil  of  inti- 
midation was  not  carried  so  far ;  but  the 
encroachments  on  the  part  of  landlords  and 
of  customers  in  towns  were  extending  fast, 
and  some  means  must  be  adopted  to  prevent 
their  becoming  as  great  in  towns  as  in  the 
country.     Surely,  nothing  could  be  more 
preposterous  than   that  a  person  should 
exercise  an  influence  over  a  voter  merely 
because  he  happened  to  be  a  customer  ut 
his  shop  ;  but  yet  this  power  was  claimed 
to  a  very  great  extent  in  London  and  other 
large    towns.     He    never  saw    anything 
more  beautiful  or  more  perfect  than  the 
organization  of  the  system  at  the  last  two 
Westminster  elections,  and  he  never  saw 
anything  which   redounded  more    to  the 
credit  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  must  declare, 
that  he  never  saw  anything  more  dangerous 
than  the  system  of  intimidation  which  was 
used.     He  saw  people  carried  up  to  the 
poll  by  their  richest  customers,  and  de- 
prived   of   all  opportunity  of  exercising 
their  own  opinions  and  feelings  in  voting, 
and  compelled  to  vote  for  the  candidate  to 
whom,   perhaps,   they   were    opposed    in 
principles  and  in  politics.     He  said,  that 
this  was  a  most  dangerous  system  -,  but  he 
would,  no  doubt,  be  told  that  at  another 
election  there  had   been    interference  of 
another  sort  and  by  another  party.     He 
had  no  doubt  of  it,  but  he  objected  to 

iaterfereoce  at  all ;  for  let  the  House  look 


at  the  difference  which  appeared  to  have 
been  effected  in  the  opinions  of  voters. 
Some  of  them  would  be  found  voting  in 
August  in  favour  of  men  professing  poli- 
tics diametrically  opposite  to  the  opinions 
of  those  for  whom  they  vot^d  in  May,  and 
this  wholly  and  entirely  because  the  per- 
suasions of  the  party  could  not  be  brought 
to  bear  so  well  in  the  latter  month  as  they 
could  at  a  subsequent  period.  He  himself 
had  doubts  as  to  the  extent  of  the  good 
effect  which  this  measure  would  produce 
in  small  constituencies,  but  in  large  con- 
stituencies, where  all  the  votes  could  not 
be  purchased,  he  felt  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  it  would  have  a  most  beneficial 
effect,  and  that  it  would  at  once  put  an 
end  to  the  crime  of  bribery.  While  refer- 
ring to  this  subject  of  bribery,  he  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
means  adopted  to  prevent  its  discovery 
when  the  offence  had  been  committed.  At 
the  last  election,  the  bribery  oath  had 
been  actually  administered  by  the  persons 
bribing  to  those  bribed,  in  order  to  render 
the  evidence  of  the  latter  useless  in  the 
event  of  their  afterwards  confessdng  that 
they  had  been  guilty  of  accepting  money 
for  their  votes.  He  would  ask,  if  anything 
could  be  conceived  which  was  more  dis- 
graceful than  this  system  of  perjury  which 
was  thus  adopted  ?  And  he  would  ask, 
whether  this  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  London  was  not  likely  effectually  to 
put  a  stop  to  such  proceedings.^  The 
question  was,  could  secresy  be  insured  by 
ballot  f*  This  question  had  been  so  often 
mooted,  and  a  satisfactory  answer  had  been 
so  often  given  to  it,  that  he  thought  no 
doubt  could  exist  of  the  fact,  and  he  be> 
lieved,  that  if  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  not  convinced  of  the  fact  they  would 
not  oppose  the  motion.  Another  oppor- 
tunity would  now  be  afforded  to  contest 
this  question,  but  he  believed  that  the  ob- 
jections of  the  opposition  would  melt 
rapidly  away,  and  that  secrecy  might  and 
would  be  obtained.  Then  what  other  ob- 
jection was  there  ?  The  only  one  which 
was  put  forth  was,  that  the  ballot  would 
change  the  national  character,  for  that  it 
was  the  nature  of  Englishmen  to  speak 
out.  Why,  that  was  the  very  point  on 
which  the  friends  of  the  ballot  complained 
now,  for  the  present  system  prevented 
them  from  speaking  out.  Nothing  of  the 
real  feeling  of  the  country  could  now  be 
ascertained.  But  let  secret  suffrages  be 
granted,  and  then  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  real  opinions  of  the  people  would 
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i)C  learned.  He  was  willing  to  abide  by 
tbcm  be  tbey  M'bat  tbey  niigbt,  and  be 
was  sure  tbat  no  Hon.  Member  on  that 
side  of  the  House  could  reasonably  com- 
plain of  tbem.  But  it  was  said,  tbat  tbe 
ballot  had  failed  already,  and  ancient  and 
modern  history  bad  been  cited  to  prove  it. 
He  did  not  think,  however,  that  ancient 
histoiy  could  be  fairly  depended  upon, 
from  tbe  difficulty  which  existed  in  the 
real  facts  being  ascertained;  but,  as  an 
in.^^tance,  in  proof  of  the  argument,  it  was 
said  that  the  ballot  was  adopted  in  Home, 
and  was  found,  instead  of  producing  a 
beneficial  effect,  to  have  increased  cor- 
ruption. That,  however,  was  a  fact  rather 
difficult  to  establish,  because  it  could  not 
be  distinctly  learned  whether  corruption 
had  not  existed  before,  and  had  taken  such 
root  that  the  ballot  was  an  insufficient  re- 
medy. That  mi^ht  turn  out  to  be  the 
case  here,  and  the  longer  it  were  delayed 
the  more  likely  would  be  such  a  result. 
To  come  to  modern  history,  the  hon.  iNrem- 
ber  for  Tyuemnuth  said,  that  it  bad  failed 
in  America.  But  it  had  been  adopted  in 
only  half  the  states,  the  other  half  conti- 
nuing the  system  of  open  voting.  Had 
the  hon.  Member  shown  tbat  any  of  the 
states  which  had  adopted  it  had  afterwards 
gone  back  to  open  voting  ?  No  ;  but  he, 
on  the  contrar}',  was  prepared  to  show, 
that  sevtTul  of  the  states,  Connecticut, 
Louisiana,  and  Kentucky,  for  example, 
had  actually  since  adopted  the  ballot. 
Surely  this  was  not  a  proof  of  its  failure. 
The  ballot,  therefore,  having  been  success- 
ful in  America,  where  things  ten^led  to 
produce  a  different  effect,  there  could  be 
no  reasonable  probability  that  it  would 
fail  in  England.  In  America,  most  men 
were  indifferent  whether  their  votes  were 
known  or  not,  and  there  was,  generally 
S|)eaking,  a  great  laxity  in  the  mode  in 
which  elections  were  conducted  j  but 
still  the  bullot  was  supported  because  it 
v\as  known  to  render  the  proceedings  tran- 
quil, and  to  tend  to  the  prevention  of  bad 
feelings  being  entertained.  Tbe  other 
country  alluded  to  was  France,  which  was 
in  a  position  precisely  opposite  to  that  of 
America.  In  France  there  was  but  a  small 
electoral  body ;  but  yet  in  all  ipstances 
when  the  feelings  of  the  people  were  ex- 
cited it  was  found  best  calculated  to  elicit 
their  real  independent  opinions.  He  would 
Hefy  any  hon.  Gentleman  to  name  any 
French  stntesman  who  had  expressed  the 
s!i. litest  wish  to  substitute  oj3en  voting,  or 
who  bad  given  it  as  bis  opinion  that  that 


system  was  the  best.     He  feared  that  hf 
had  alrca'ly  trespassed  too  long  on  the  at- 
tention of  the  House,  and  there  was  uulv 
one  other  objection  to  which  he  would  refer. 
It   was  said,  that  the  franchise,  as    now 
established,  was  not  a  right  given  to  the 
people,  but   only  a  trust  placed  in   their 
hands ;  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site, in  the  last  speech  which  he  made  upon 
this  subject,  on  the  2d  of  June,  1835,  ap- 
peared to  have  a  confusion   of  ideas  wbicii 
which  was  quite   unusual  with  him.     He 
said  he  '^  could  see  no  reason  why,  if  the 
ballot  should    be  considered  good    for  the 
constituents,  it  should  not  also  he  good  for 
the  representatives,  and  why  the  sytem  of 
voting  by  ballot  should  not  be  introduced 
into  the  House  of  Commons."     Now,    a 
more  complete  confusion  of  ideas  than  this 
he   could  not  conceive.      Hon.  Members 
were  sent   to    that   House    with    a  tni^t 
delegated   to  them   by  their  constituents, 
and  the  constituencies  had  a  right  to  know 
how  the   trust    was   performed,    but   the 
electors    were     the     constituent      body, 
and    there    was    no    person   from    whom 
they  derived  their  rights  as   electors,     if 
the  system  of  primary  and  secondary  elec- 
tors existed,  as  under  the  Cortes  in  Spain, 
this  argument   perhaps  might  apply,  but 
the  franchise  was  clearly  tbe  right  of  the 
electors ;  it  was  given  to  them  upon  cer- 
tain conditions  being  performed,  and  then 
it  was  absolutely  their  own  as  much  as  any 
other   property  could  be.      Voters  were 
acted  upon  at  present   by  two   causes,  a 
superior  and  inferior  cause,  and  the  mis- 
chief was   produced  just  as  much  by  the 
dislike  which  would  be  known   to  be  ex- 
pressed by  the  landlord  of  the  voter  as  it 
was  by  tbe  open  and  violent  expressions  of 
a  mob  at  Huddersfield  or  el>ewhere.     But 
the  right  was  not  acquired  from  any  per- 
son, or  any  body  of  {)ersons,  but  from  the 
law,  ahd  when  it  was  once  obtained  it  was 
perfect  in  all  its  parts.    It  was  the  fiitility 
of  all   the  arguments  which  were  urgtd 
against  the  ballot,  couple<l  with  the  feel- 
ing which  existed  in   favour  of  it,  which 
had  tended  to  work  up  the  public  mind  to 
its  present   state.    There   was  a  feeling 
gradually  rising  up  which    was  becoming 
every  day  more  wild,  and  which  proceeded 
from  a  sense  of  wrong.     Was  there  any 
doubt  of  the  fact  that  there  had  been  pe« 
titions    presented    to    tbat  House    from 
almost  every  lai'ge  constituency  in  ^vour 
of  the   ballot,    and    was   it   not  the   fat^t 
th.U  in  those   constituencies  from    whifli 
petitions  had  not  been  presented  the  fear 
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of  the  landlorcis  had  been  the  real  cause 
which  prevented  this  step  being  taken  ;  for 
if  any  petition  had  been  sent  it  would  1)0 
deemed  oy^u  rebellion  against  the  land- 
lords. There  was  no  doubt,  however,  that 
after  the  long  period  during  which  this 
question  had  been  under  consideration,  and 
the  observations  which  had  been  made 
upon  the  subject,  the  people  of  England 
believed  that  the  question  was  one  only  of 
expediency,  as  to  time,  and  not  as  to  prin- 
ple.  The  declaration  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Stroud,  wliich  was  made 
at  the  commrncement  of  the  Session,  had 
given  an  importance  to  the  present  debate, 
and  to  the  division  which  was  now  likely 
to  take  place,  and  which  it  would  not  have 
obtained  under  other  circumstanci*s.  The 
people  were  most  anxious  to  know  how  far 
the  opinions  so  expressed  were  the  indivi- 
dual opinions  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  how 
far  the  Members  of  the  Government  were 
prepared  to  identify  themselves  with  them. 
They  bore  in  mind  the  opinions  expressed 
by  all  the  different  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  they  anxiously  looked  to 
see  whether  they  really  entertained  them. 
There  was  one  right  hon.  Baronet  in  the 
cabinet  (Sir  J.  C.  Hobhouse)  who  once  re- 
presented Westminster,  and  who  was 
formerly  a  most  enthusiastic  admirer  of  the 
ballot,  and  he  at  least  should  now  be  con- 
sistent in  the  opinion  which  he  expressed, 
because,  however  natural  the  change  might 
be,  considering  with  whom  fortuue  had 
joined  him  as  a  colleague,  yet  his  chancre 
of  opinion  would  at  least  tend  to  shake  the 
opinion  of  the  public  in  favour  of  [}nblic 
men.  There  was  another  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, (Mr.  Poulett  Thomson)  who  was 
returned  by  the  constituency  which  he  re- 
presented with  the  utmost  confidence, 
without  solicitation,  without  canvass ;  but 
the  time  had  now  come  at  which  all 
opinions  entertained  in  favour  of  the  ballot 
must  find  expression  in  that  House.  He 
saw  another  hon.  and  gallant  Membir  (Sir 
Hussey  Vivian)  in  his  place,  whose  consti- 
tuency, to  the  number  of  2,000,  had 
signed  a  petition  in  favour  of  the  ballot. 
He  surely  could  not  hesitate  in  the  course 
which  he  should  adopt,  and  would  give 
his  support  to  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  London.  In  the  person  of  the 
ri^ht  hoo.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Dun. 
dee,  be  saw  another  instance  of  tiie  same 
kind.  From  all  these  Gentlemen,  and 
from  many  more  whom  he  could  enumerate, 
would  not  the  country  expect  a  plain  "  aye" 
or  '*  no/'  for  or  against  the  motion  ?     He 


trusted  that  the  answer  which  should  be 
given  would  be  at  once  satisfactory  to  the 
hon.  Members  and  to  the  country  ;  but  he 
would  call  on  them  to  reflect  deeply  on  the 
consequences  of  the  vote  which  they  might 
give  ;  and  he  must  express  his  conviction 
that  anything  like  a  Government  opposi- 
tion to  the  motion,  in  which  the  country 
was  so  deeply  interested  ;  would  have  for 
its  effect  the  production  of  a  new  combi- 
nation most  important  to  the  country  and 
to  this  House. 

Mr.  Herbert  was  understood  to  say, 
that  he  fully  concurred  in  the  case  made 
out  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield,  as 
to  the  necessity  for  some  measure  to  sup- 
press bribery  at  elections.  The  law  upon 
the  subject  at  present  was  not  sufficiently 
stringent ;  but  he  would  not  resort  to  the 
ballot,  because  he  conceived  that  other 
means  more  fitting  and  effective  could  be 
adopted.  With  regard  to  intimidation,  he 
still  less  saw  how  the  ballot  would  effect- 
ually remove  it.  The  hon.  Member  for 
London  had,  be  thought,  laid  too  much 
stress  upon  after-dinner  speeches,  and  ex- 
patiated too  widely  upon  his  remedy, 
without  showing  exactly  how  it  would 
operate  in  this  respect.  He  was  rather 
inclined  to  trace  intimidation  to  unions  ami 
combinations,  and  Irish  associations,  to 
defeat  the  ingenuity  of  which,  in  order  to 
secure  secret  voting,  they  could  Bot  hope 
by  speculative  acts  of  Parliament.  Recol- 
lect that  a  voter  should  not  only  be  obliged 
to  conceal  his  vote,  but  the  sentiments  he 
entertained  ;  and  if  that  were  difficult,  hs 
it  would  be  in  ordinary  cases,  how  nmch 
more  difficult  would  it  be  as  regarded 
unions  and  clubs,  whose  tyranny  was 
much  more  to  be  feared  than  that  of  land- 
lord s»  because  they  made  life  horrible  by 
social  perAecution?  How,  also,  would 
the  ballot  guard  against  priestly  influence  in 
Ireland  ?  Did  they  expect  that  law  would 
overcome  superstition  ?  or  that  it  would 
prove  a  remedy  against  the  confessional  as 
a  mode  of  communicating  secrets.^  Was 
it  not  in  evidence,  taken  before  the  Car- 
low  Committee,  that  Father  Maher  made 
a  woman  confess  the  secrets  of  her  hus- 
band ?  They  had  it  also  in  evidence  before 
that  Committee,  that  Father  Maher  iold 
the  electors,  previous  to  the  election,  that 
if  they  did  not  vote  in  a  particular  way, 
he  would  vihit  them  iu  the  mitigatt-d 
penalty  of  massacre  in  this  life,  and  eternal 
damnation  in  the  world  to  come.  He  need 
not  say  that  the  ballot,  or  indeed  any  Icgiii- 
lative  measure,  would  not  prove  a  remedy 
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against  intimidation  of  this  kind.  On  the 
question  of  the  morality  of  the  practice  of 
making  false  representations  for  the  pur-^ 
pose  of  preserving  secrets,  the  authority  of 
Dr.  Johnson  had  been  referred  to ;  but  it 
was  to  be  recollected  that  that  great 
casuist  entertained  grave  doubts  how  men 
should  act  in  such  cases ;  and  with  these 
grave  doubts,  which  hardly  any  honest  or 
moral  man  could  help  entertaining,  would 
the  House  assent  to  a  proposition  which 
every  two  or  three  years  would  expose  the 
whole  constituency  of  the  country  to  tlie 
necessity  of  doing  that  respecting  the  mo- 
rality of  which  grave  doubts  could  be 
entertained  ?  Surely,  it  could  not  be  sup- 
posed that  Parliament  would  deliberately 
take  a  measure  calculated  to  familiarise 
men's  minds  with  falsehood.  Marked 
exception  had  been  taken  to  the  argument 
against  the  ballot,  which  was  founded  upon 
the  assertion  that  the  practice  was  un. 
English ;  he  certainly  so  considered  it, 
and  he  felt  himself  strongly  averse  to  the 
introduction  of  any  new  principle  alien  to 
our  habits,  and,  as  he  conceived,  incon- 
sistent with  our  institutions.  A  high 
standard  of  morality  had  been  attained  in 
this  country,  and  in  his  judgment  our  free 
Government  and  liberal  education  were 
good  for  nothing  if  they  did  not  in  their 
present  state  continue  to  us  those  advan- 
tages which  they  had  been  the  means  of 
conferring,  and  were  fully  capable  of  per- 
petuating. It  had  been  contended,  that 
the  franchise  was  a  legal  right — that  he 
denied ;  it  was  not  a  matter  of  property, 
but  of  grave  and  serious  trust,  to  be  used 
for  the  public  good,  and  not  for  private 
purposes,  or  to  gratify  evil  passions.  Ex- 
pressly, because  it  was  such  a  trust,  did  a 
grave  and  serious  responsibility  attach  to 
its  exercise.  If  the  franchise  were  a  pos- 
session in  the  nature  of  private  property, 
how  could  the  sale  of  it  be  called  bribery  } 
In  his  opinion  both  electors  and  non- 
e lectors  had  a  right  to  know  in  what  man- 
ner their  fellow  countrymen  exercised  the 
franchise.  He  was  clear  in  the  conviction 
that  there  ought  to  be  no  secrecy,  but  he 
was  equally  certain  that  the  measure  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  London  would  not 
afford  that  secrecy,  though  it  would  other- 
wise effect  great  mischief.  It  would  give 
impunity  to  some,  and  no  security  to 
others — ^it  would  increase  the  facilities  of 
bribery  without  substantially  augmenting 
the  privileges  of  the  people.  When  he 
spoke  of  the  immoi-al  tendency  of  the  pro- 
posed measure^  he  of  course  wished  it  to  be 


understood  that  he  did  not  mean  that  aoj 
such  observation  should  apply  to  the  rievs 
or  intentions  of  the  hon.  Member  f<Mr  Lon- 
don ;  he  felt  satisfied  that  that  hoQ.  Gea- 
tleman  would  repudiate  as  readily  as  he 
should  any  measure  the  tendency  of  whibb 
he  supposied  to  be  immoral.  In  concloskm, 
he  would  say,  that  he  saw  no  grounds  ^ 
supposing  that  the  ballot  would  afford  the 
least  increase  of  security,  though  it  oonld 
not  fail  to  produce  an  increased  facility  in 
bribery-     The  works  of  Miss  Martinean, 
that  great  apostle  of   utilitarianism,  dis- 
played the  immense  amount  of  bribery  that 
prevailed  in  America^  and  the  neoeasar? 
inference  to  be  drawn  from  that  fact,  that 
the  ballot  rather  promoted  the  crime  than 
deterred  men  from  its  perpetration.     No- 
thing could  be  more  certain  than  that  it 
was  the  great  duty  of  legislators  to  com* 
bine  the  practice  of  virtue  witli  the  ad- 
vancement of  man*s  interests  ;  they  ought 
to  pause,  then,  before  they  entertained  a 
proposition  for    legalising    falsehood,   for 
rendering  honesty  the  worst  policy. 

Mr.  James :  After  the  eloquent  and 
powerful  speeches  of  the  hon.  Mover  and 
hon.  Seconder  of  the  motion,  and  after  the 
able  manner  in  which  the  question  had 
been  argued  by  the  liberal  part  of  the  press 
of  this  country,  it  was  a  matter  of  difficulty 
to  make  any  new  observations  on  the 
subject;  and  he,  therefore,  should  not  bare 
trespassed  on  the  attention  of  the  House 
on  the  present  occasion  if  he  had  not  felt 
a  very  deep  interest  in  the  subject.  The 
ballot,  he  was  convinced,  was  essential  to 
the  protection  of  the  voter  in  the  exercise 
of  his  elective  right,  and  which,  if  the 
people  of  this  country  possessed  at  all, 
they  should  be  allowed  to  ex^cise  accord- 
ing to  the  dictates  of  their  own  consciences, 
and  not  in  conformity  with  the  commandi 
of  other  men.  He  some  years  ago  pre- 
sented a  petition  from  a  place  in  the  north 
of  England  in  favour  of  the  ballot,  and 
when  he  declared  himself  favourable  to  the 
prayer  of  the  petition,  his  obseryations 
were  received  with  shouts  of  laughter.  At 
that  period,  the  supporters  of  the  ballot  in 
that  House  were  extremely  few  in  number, 
and  one  of  those  persons  was  the  late  Mr. 
Ricardo,  the  distinguished  political  ecooo- 
mist,  who  told  him  on  his  resuming  his 
seat,  not  to  be  discouraged,  for  he  was 
convinced  that  if  he  li\'ed  eyeu  not  many 
years  he  would  see  the  ballot  become  the 
law  of  the  land.  The  number  of  the  ad. 
vocates  of  the  ballot,  both  within  and  out 
of  the  House  had  greatly  iacreased|  aod 


1169 


The  Ballot 


{Feb.  15} 


The  Ballot. 


1170 


he  did  not  despair  of  seeing  it  become  the 
law  of  the  land.     He  said  this  with  per- 
fect confidence^  seeing  as  he  did  that  it 
was  supported  by  the  large  proportion  of 
the  intelligent  classes  out  of  the  House 
and  supported  also  in  the  House,  not  only 
by  the  philosophical  Radicals,  but  by  the 
unphilosophical   Radicals,  and  by  a  few 
stray  Whigs  and  Whig-Radicals,  and  per- 
haps, by  one  or  two  Tories.     The  ballot, 
he  was  satisfied,  would  destroy  more  than 
any  thing  else  that  could  be  devised,  that 
system   of  intimidation  which  obtained  so 
much  at  elections,  and  which  was  so  fear- 
lessly used  at  the  last  election.     If  nothing 
else  had  convinced  him  of  the  necessity  of 
the  ballot,  what  had  occurred  at  the  last 
election  for  Cumberland  would  be  amply 
sufficient  for  that  purpose.      The  large 
body  of  the  electors  of  that  county  were 
small  freeholders,    but    there   were   also 
several  tenants  at  will.  Many  of  the  latter 
had  signed  the  requisition  to  him  and  his 
hon.  colleague,  but  were  by  their  land- 
lords called  upon  to  vote  for  his  right  hon. 
opponent.  Some  of  them  did  so,  but  stated 
that  they  had  not  changed  their  opinions, 
and  that  they  would  not  have  voted  for 
the  right  hon.   Baronet  if  they  had  not 
been  sure  that  he  would  not  be  returned. 
They  also  stated,  that  they  were  afraid  of 
opposing  their  landlords^  who,  if  they  did, 
would  endeavour  to  do  them  some  injury. 
Others,  however,  persisted  in  voting  for 
the  liberal  candidate,  and  the  consequence 
was,  that  they  received  immediate  notice 
to  quit  their  fiirms,  upon  which  many  of 
them  had  laid  out  large  sums  of  money  in 
improvements.      ["Name,   name,"']      He 
would  at  once  say,  that  if  the  returning 
officer  had  not  done  so  himself,  at  least  his 
steward  had  been  guilty  of  such  conduct. 
Should  such  an  opinion  be  allowed  to  con- 
tinue, by  which  a  man  could  be  compelled  to 
vote  against  his  conscientious  convictions  ? 
To  many  thousand  electors,  it  was  a  matter 
of  no  consequence  whether  it  was  known  or 
not  which  way  they  exercised  their  elective 
franchise ;  but  to  tne  great  body  of  electors 
it  was  of  essential  import,  as  regarded  their 
interests  and   prosperity  in  life,   that  it 
should  not  be  known    which   way  they 
voted.    The  ballot  was  said  to  be  an  inno- 
vation ;  but  were  not  all  improvements 
innovations  in  the  first  instance  }     This 
was  said  with  respect  to  the  Reform  Bill, 
which  was  now  admitted  by   Gentlemen 
opposite  to  have  been   an  improvement. 
["  No,  no  I "]    Did  not  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Ripon,    one  of  the 


most  able  men  on  the  benches  opposite, 
state  a  few  nights  ago  that  he  was  pre- 
pared to  stand  by  the  Reform  Bill  ?  He 
had  always  hitherto  voted  for  the  ballot, 
and  he  should  continue  to  do  so  till  he 
heard  of  a  better  plan  being  devised  to 
protect  the  voter  in  the  firee  exercise  of 
the  elective  franchise. 

Mr.  G.  H.  Cavendish  said,  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  deny  that  many  Gentlemen  who 
were  formerly  opposed  to  the  ballot,  had  be- 
come favourable  to  it  in  consequence  of  the 
extentto  which  bribery  and  intimidation  had 
been  carried  at  the  last  election.  The  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  the  plan  had,  however, 
failed  in  convincing  him  of  the  propriety  of 
adopting  it ;  but  he  confessed  that  it  was 
with  great  reluctance  that  he  had  brought 
himself  to  vote  against  a  measure  that  was 
the  only  one  that  had  been  brought  for. 
ward  as  a  measure  of  protection  against 
the  evils  he  had  just  alluded  to  ;  he,  how- 
ever, felt  bound  to  vote  against  it,  as  he 
was  satisfied  that  the  adoption  of  the  bal- 
lot would  produce  much  greater  evils  than 
were  at  present  experienced.  He  doubted 
whether  the  system  could  be  admited, 
without  a  great  extension  of  the  sufi^^age, 
and  this  could  not  be  conceded  without  a 
correspondent  increase  of  political  know* 
ledge  in  the  people.  Again,  under  the 
ballot  a  great  many  unqualified  persons 
would  get  placed  in  the  register  of  voters, 
as  that  would  not  be  watched  and  scrutin- 
ised as  it  was  at  present ;  and  also  many 
would  appear  and  exercise  the  right  of 
voting  who  had  no  claim  to  it,  by  repre- 
senting themselves  as  persons  who  really 
possessed  the  elective  franchise,  and  no 
remedy  was  provided  to  prevent  this  under 
a  system  of  vote  by  ballot.  Aj^ain,  he  did 
not  think  that  it  was  expedient  or  desir- 
able that  so  great  a  change  should  be  car- 
ried into  effect  so  soon  after  the  passing  of 
the  Reform  Bill.  He  also  contended  that 
the  ballot  would  not  be  an  effectual  pro- 
tection against  bribery  ;  above  all,  in  small 
constituencies.  As  far  as  the  machinery 
of  the  ballot  was  concerned,  he  did  not 
think  that  there  could  be  any  very  great 
difficulty,  but  the  landlord  would  still  have 
the  power  of  controlling  his  tenants,  and 
would  easily  defeat  the  object  of  the  balbt 
—namely,  affording  a  security  for  secret 
voting.  The  influence  of  property  would 
continae  to  exist,  and  would  continue  to 
be  exercised.  Lord  Brougham,  in  1 830, 
used  some  powerful  arguments  against  the 
ballot,  which  had  made  a  great  impression 
on  his  mind,  and  be  woidd  quote  ao  extract 


1171 


The  Ballot. 


{COMMONS} 


The  Ballot. 


ir-: 


from   the  speech   of    that   eloquent  per- 
son : — 

"  All  facts  showed  very  clearly  how  ground- 
less was  the  expeclalion,  that  election  by  ballot 
would  accomplish  the  purpose  in  view.  But 
here  he  might  be  permitted  to  ask,  with  much 
deference  to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and 
those  who  agreed  with  him  on  the  subject, 
whether,  though  it  must  fail  in  this  respect,  it 
might  not,  at  the  same  time,  fully  accomplish 
one  of  the  blackest  and  foulest  purposes  of  any 
that  could  debase  and  destroy  the  character  of 
man  ?  Whether  it  would  not  make  a  hypocrite 
of  a  man  throughout  the  whole  period  of  his 
existence?  Whether  it  would  not,  as  was 
forcibly  described  by  an  eminent  writer,  make 
bim  exist  as  a  persoil  whose 

'  Whole  life  was  one  continued  lie  ?  * 

Such  a  person  must  be  perpetually  on  the 
watch  against  his  warmest  friends  and  closest 
connexions ;  always  tremblingly  afraid  to 
betray  a  secret,  the  discovery  of  which  would 
be  equally  fatal  to  his  interests  and  character. 
This  was  nothing  more  uor  less  than  to  lead  a 
life  of  deception  and  fraud  to  the  last  moment 
of  human  existence.  The  character  of  an  in- 
dividual thus  circumstanced  was  true  only  in 
its  hypocrisy.  The  man  who  could  for  months 
conceal  the  manner  in  which  he  had  voted — 
who  could  hold  his  tongue  on  that  subject 
which  was  the  universal  topic  of  conversation 
— who  could  keep  his  secret  from  his  friend 
and  his  wife,  who  would  never  mention  it  even 
at  the  alehouse,  would  be  false  to  his  country 
and  his  friend,  and  could  neither  be  true  nor 
faithful  in  any  of  the  relations  of  life  ;  nor 
would  men  believe  him  true,  unless  hurain 
thought  were  subverted.  The  result  would  be, 
either  that  the  ballot  would  be  altogether  in- 
effectual or  it  would  be  but  little  effectual ;  for 
it  could  never  be  very  effectual,  and  that  little 
efficacy  would  be  purchased  by  the  fearful 
sacrifices  which  he  had  endeavoured  to  de- 
pict." 

He  admitted^  however,  that  the  evils  of 
bribery  and  intimidation  had  increased 
since  the  time  these  observations  were 
made,  and  he  believed,  tl.at  the  disposition 
had  increased  to  punish  the  poorer  voters 
who  gave  an  inde|)endcnt  vote.  He  si  - 
cerely  wished,  that  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
raent  would  bring  forward  some  measure 
as  a  remedy,  and  to  serve  as  a  f>rotection 
to  this  class  of  voters.  He  trusted,  that 
some  Member  of  the  Government  would 
that  night  be  prepared  to  state,  that  it 
was  intended  to  bring  forward  some  mea- 
sure for  this  purpose,  to  which  many  who 
were  conscientiously  opposed  to  the  ballot 
couJd  give  their  support.  He  trusted,  that 
such  a  measure  would  receive  the  general 
support  of  all  parties.  At  the  same  time, 
however,  it  was  the  boundeo  duty  of  the 


Legislature  to  support  the  character  t^ 
truth  and  honesty  for  which  the  Eagli-j 
nation  had  ever  been  distinguished^  aui 
which  necessarily  must  be  lesseoeti  by  the 
adoption  of  the  ballot.  In  conclusioo,  be 
should  give  liis  vote  against  the  ni€;a«»urr, 
which  was  long  ago  described  by  Lord 
Brougham  as  being  ineffectual,  aud  wliic'u 
never  could  be  effectual  for  anything  thf 
that  which  muht  be  stamped  as  iuaincerit}. 

Viscount  Sandon  said,  he  was  quite  ready 
to  co-operate  with  her  Majesty's  GoTviii- 
ment  in  carrying  into  effect  any  wise  and 
well-adjusted  measure  for  the  purpoise  uf 
repressing  or  diminishing  that  amount  of 
intimidation  and  bribery  which  upon  all 
sides  had    been   admitted    to  exist,    but 
which    had   now   become  more  notoricHu 
than  before,   only  because   in    the  nicelv 
balanced  state  of  parties  contests  were  mon* 
frequent,   while   the   unsuccessful    candi- 
dates as  their  only  consolation   raised  t\x 
outcry   tliat    their   defeat    was  owing  t<» 
bribery    and    corruption.     But    the    rcul 
question  they  had  now  to  discuss  was,  no: 
the  existence  of  the  evil,  but  the  propriety 
of  the  remedy,  or  rather,  u  hether  tlie  bal- 
lot  was  not  likely  to  produce  greater  Dii^ 
chiefs  than  it  was  designed  to  cure.     Tbe 
hon.   Member   for    Sheifi^ld   (Mr.  Ward) 
seemed  to  think  he  had  made  a  great  poiot 
against  his  right  hon.  Friend,  tbe  Member 
for  Tam worth,  because,  having  avowed  hi^ 
willingness  to  apply  a  remedy   to  ererj 
proved  abuse,  he  nevertheless  Lesitated  to 
adopt  this  speciiic ;  as  if  it  necessarily  !<>]« 
lowed  because  a  physician  told  him  be  \ra5 
suffering   from   the  effects  of  disease,  h« 
must,  without  looking  to  his  character  as  a 
man  of  sense  and  probity,  and  the  nataro 
of  the  medicine  he  offered,  unhesitatiDgli 
and  at  once  submit  to  the   nostrums  be 
prescribed.     Until   the  hon.   Member  for 
Sheiheld  was  prepared  to  adopt  that  prio 
ciple  in  private  life,  it  was  absurd  to  ac  .115/ 
the    right  hon.  Baronet  of  iu consistency, 
because  he  refused  to  adopt  as  a  remedy 
what  he  contended  would  afford  do  remedr 
for  the  evils  which  he  admitted  to  exbt. 
Ihcre  seemed  to  be  a  radical  eiTor  pervad- 
ing the  entire  basis  of  the  argument  on  tbe 
other  side.     The  advocates  of  the  ballot 
seemed  to  think,  that  the  whole  essence  of 
a  man's  political  life  and  conduct  was  con- 
centred in  his  vote,  so  that  if  secrecy  wvrc 
once  given  to  the  latter,  the  former  xasxA 
be  completely  secured.     Why,  the  man:i 
vote  was  the  smallest  part  of  his  yioHtical 
life.     Wore  there  no  associations  and  clubs 
on  the  one  side  and  on  the  other  ?     And  if 
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the  ballot  were  adopted,  would  it  iudiice  a 
voter  to  withdraw  his  name,  or  eu.iblc  him 
to  conceal  his  opinion  us  well  as  his  vot'e  ? 
He  did  not  believe  it  would  3  but  if  not, 
the  mere  temporary  concealment  of  his 
vote  would  be  of  little  avail.  Had  the 
ballot  the  effect  of  concealing  a  man's 
political  opinions  where  it  had  been 
adopted  ?  By  no  means.  In  France  and 
America  it  was  well  known  what  parti- 
cular party  a  man  espoused,  Whig  or 
Tory,  as  in  this  country.  IJon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  seemed  to  be  extremely  fond  "f 
resting  on  abstract  principles,  without  at 
all  troubling  themselves  about  tlie  practical 
bearings  of  the  question.  When  allusion 
was  made  to  the  working  of  the  ballot  as 
ill  Greece  and  Rome,  it  was  said  the  times 
were  too  remote,  we  knew  nothing  of  them 
at  all,  although  they  had  the  testimony  of 
every  author  of  antiquity,  that  with  the  in- 
troduction of  secret  voting  corruption  and 
intimidation  had  increased,  But,  to  come 
to  modern  times,  was  America  in  tlioir 
favour?  Had  the  ballot  been  successful 
there?  They  contented  themselves  with 
answering,  that  the  ballot  was  so  esteemed 
in  America,  that  two  or  three  states  with- 
in the  last  thirty  years  had  adopted  it; 
but  was  that  any  proof  that  the  ballot  had 
practically  produced  secrecy  or  put  an  end 
to  intimidation  and  corruption  ?  lie  did 
not  believe  the  ballot  would  ever  produce 
secrecy.  But  even  granting  tlie  vote  were 
concealed,  would  there  be  an  ciul  to  cor- 
ruption and  intimidation  ?  would  any  one 
venture  to  assert  that  corru[)tion  and  inti- 
midation did  not  exist  in  Ameriia?  Did 
hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  not  recol- 
lect the  famous  message  of  President  Jack- 
son, some  four  or  five  years  ago,  in  which  he 
denounced  the  United  States  Bank,  for 
having  recourse  to  all  the  arts  of  corruption 
in  order  to  influence  the  elections  in  that 
country?  If  secrecy  of  voting  were 
adopted  in  this  country,  did  it  follow 
there  would  be  no  intimidation  ?  Let 
them  only  look  at  the  history  of  the  late 
Roxburgh  election,  where  before  men  had 
given  their  votes  their  clothes  were  torn 
off  their  backs,  and  themselves  thrown 
into  the  Slittrig.  Would  such  a  state  of 
things  be  remedied  by  the  establishment 
of  a  ballot-box  instead  of  a  polling  booth  ? 
And  so  with  regard  to  bribery.  Was  all 
the  bribery  after  the  vote?  W^ns  there 
not  a  great  deal  of  bribery  before  the 
vote?  Fn  France,  it  was  well  known  the 
government  had  recourse  to  proniitfi'*>  of 
place  and  other  means  of  iuflutnciui;  tlic 


eloctious  ;  and  liotwithi^tinidijii^  the  secret 
voting  which  prevailed,  the  eifect  of  such 
means  was  in  no  decree  diminisned.  They 
had  been  taunted  on  that  side  of  the 
House  with  considering  the  franchise  as 
a  trust :  was  that  the  language  held  be- 
fore the  Reform  Bill  ?  I'hey  were  told 
by  the  Reformers  of  those  days,  that  they 
were  depriving  the  poople,  not  of  a  rii^ht, 
but  of  a  tiust,  to  which  they  attached  no 
real  value  :  vet  now  thcv  were  taunt<'d 
because  ti.ey  looked  u^ion  the  franchise  as 
a  trubt.  [io  nKiinJained  he  had  a  right 
to  know  how  his  neighhour  voted,  and  he 
hoped  this  country  never  wouhl  be  so 
dead  in  reference  to  political  matters  that 
one  man  should  be  indifferent  as  to  the 
side  on  which  another  voted.  How  very 
little  (lid  the  arguments  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposi(e  on  this  occasion  coincide 
with  the  course  which  they  pursued  at 
the  late  election  ?  Did  they  not  then 
call  upon  the  non-electois  at  Wolver- 
iiampton  and  Live-pool,  for  instance,  to 
ha.>ton  to  the  hustings  and  watch  over 
the  due  exerci^c  of  tlioir  franchise  ?  Then 
they  considered  it  a  trust,  though  now  it 
was  niDFo  convenient  for  them  to  treat  it 
as  an  irresponsible  privilege.  He  hoped 
a  better  remedy,  a  moral  remedy,  would 
be  found  for  intimidation  and  bribery. 
He  thought,  indeed,  that  he  already  per. 
ceived  strong  symptoms  of  it.  It  was  for 
those  who  had  influence  to  exercise  it  with 
delic:icy  and  tenderness.  He  did  not  say 
th.it  hri<l  Ijcen  the  c  tso  at  the  late  election 
univor.siilly.  I'liey  saw,  for  instance,  the 
Coniittrnller  of  her  Majesty's  household 
sitting  in  the  chair  of  the  Westminster 
Election  Committee,  and  using  all  the 
influence  of  his  office  in  favour  of  one 
class  of  candidates.  And  indications  of 
the  same  kind  were  not  by  any  means 
confined  to  Westminster,  but  appeared  in 
other  parts  of  the  country.  He  believed 
it  to  be  quite  practicable  to  extinguish 
corruption  at  elections  and  he  would  tell 
them  what  plan  he  W(.uld  adopt.  He 
thought  they  ought  not  to  proceed,  in 
attempting  to  punish  corrupt  boroughs, 
by  disfrancliising  whole  constituencies ; 
it  would  be  far  more  prudent  to  hold  up 
corruption  as  a  grave  moral  crime  in  indi- 
viduals. So  long  as  they  included  a  whole 
community  in  the  punishment  due  to  the 
misconduct  of  some  of  its  individual 
members  they  would  intcre^t  a  party 
in  the  House  in  its  defence;  but  let  them 
di  franLhisc  individual  offenders,  let  the 
crime  bo   regarded  as  stigmatising  only 
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thooe  who  had  really  been  guilty  of  it, 
and  they  would  erect  a  moral  standard 
which  he  believed  to  be  still  wanting  in 
many  districts  of  the  country.  He  had 
never  shrunk  from  the  expression  of  any 
opinion,  however  unpopular  it  might  be, 
but  it  was  his  conviction  that  the  view  he 
took  of  this  question  was  that  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  constituency.  He  entertained 
a  hope  that  means  might  be  devised  for 
preventing  corruption,  retaining  at  the 
same  time  the  truly  English  custom  of 
open,  unconcealed,  and  fearless  expression 
of  opinion. 

Mr.  E.  LyitoH  Bulwer:  He  was  not 
one  of  those  who  thought  that  the  Reform 
Bill  was  not  a  great  and  most  beneficial 
change.  If  it  did  nothing  else  it  gave 
peace  to  the  country — ^if  it  did  nothing 
else  it  quelled  discontent  and  perhaps  pre- 
vented revolution.  But  it  did  more  than 
this.  All  the  power  that  it  took  from 
certain  families,  whose  interest  was  dis- 
tinct froiii  that  of  the  community,  it  gave 
to  the  middle  classes,  to  the  shopkeepers, 
the  traders,  to  men  who  had  the  most 
vital  interest  in  the  economy,  the  com- 
merce, the  good  order,  and  the  general 
tranquillity  of  the  country.  He  was  not, 
therefore,  ungrateful  for  the  Reform  Act ; 
be  did  not  desire  to  have  a  new  Reform 
Bill:  he  was  not  anxious  to  agitate  and 
unsettle  the  country  with  all  the  details 
of  some  new  measure — to  create  a  new 
constituency  and  effect  a  new  distribution 
of  political  power.  He  was  inclined  theo- 
retically to  a  more  extended  suffrage  than 
at  present  prevailed.  He  thought  in  gene- 
ral that  the  wider  the  suffrage  the  broader 
the  foundations  of  our  institutions;  but 
he  bad  many  objections  to  the  popular 
scheme  of  household  suffrage,  on  which 
he  would  not  then  enter.  He  was  willing 
to  take  his  stand  upon  the  present  Reform 
Act,  freed  from  all  the  limitations  and 
restrictions  which  at  present  disfranchised 
many  of  those  who  were  intended  by  that 
Reform  Bill  to  vote  in  elections.  The 
Ballot  was  not,  therefore^  an  encroachment 
of  the  popular  power;  it  was  merely  in- 
tended to  protect  the  power  the  people 
had  already  acquired.  The  object  of  the 
Reform  Act  was  to  give  free  and  inde. 
pendent  votes  to  the  middle  and  a  larse 
portion  of  the  industrious  ,  classes  ;  the 
object  of  the  Ballot  was  to  insure  that 
freedom,  and  protect  that  inde()endence. 
He  wished  to  impress  on  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  Stroud,  this  point— the 
fxercise  of  a  vote  was  not  merely  a  poli* 


tical  right ;  that  ezpreaaion  of  his  opiaM 
was  a  moral  and  religious  ri^t  to  tie 
elector ;    it  belonged    just  as    mac^   *.» 
liberty  of  conscience  as  any  right  Ibnnei.- 
contended    for    by    the    Dissenter.     U^ 
wanted  to  know  why,  if  the  noble  I^ri 
and  this  House  formerly  thought  it  oojj-t 
for  the  churchmen  to   prescribe  a  mtn 
form  of  words  to  the  Disseoter,  which  ti< 
Dissenter's    conscience    objected    to,    1-. 
wanted   to  know  why  it    shoald  oat  k 
unjust  for  a  customer  to  prescribe  to  hh 
tradesman   the  exact  subtftance  of  opio- 
ions    which    the    tradesmao*s    Gooadoue 
would     not    subscribe     to.         If    (axh 
tinned  the  hon.  Cjentleman)  yoa  thoo^rfat 
it  right  to  free  conscience  from  oontn^  h 
the  one  case,  with  what  face  can  yoa  at- 
tend, that  it  is  not  right  to  free  the  o» 
science  from  dictation  in  the  other  ?  Tai. 
one  of  your  new  constituency — a  house- 
holder, a  tradesman — suppose  that  he  hi> 
endeavoured  to  the  utmost  to  carry  xht 
principle  of  your  own  Reform   Aa  \nu 
effect,  to  fit  himself  for  the  exercise  of  tk 
right  you  confer  upon  him — suppose  k 
takes  the    liveliest    interest    iu    politto. 
watches  our  proceedings,  forms  an  ankc* 
interest  in  all  that  concerns  his  oouotrr, 
and  comes  with  all  care  and  deliberation  u 
a  judgment  as  to  the  policy  he  will  sapptft 
—is  it  the  object  of  your  Reform  Act— is 
it  consistent  with  common  liberty,  tb' 
another  man  should  step  up  to  him  idc 
say,  ^'  Your  public  feeling  is  to  vote  oat 
way — your  conscience  urges  you  to  it ;  bu: 
if  you  do  not  vote  the  other  way,  I  wl!' 
take  the  money  out  of  your  pocket,  or  itt 
bread  out  of  your  mouth  .^"      Is  this  ^a 
uncommon    things-does  not    the    irbtoe 
hideous  evidence   of   your    own    briboy 
and    intimidation   committee  —  does  d'^ 
every    newspaper -— does  not  every  mn 
who  has    stood  an    election «   inform   us 
that  there  is  not  a  single  town  in  whic^ 
all  the  batteries  of  intimidation  and  exclu- 
sive dealing   are    not   brought    to  beir 
against  conscientious  opinion  and  constita. 
tional  right?      Observe,  too,   that  it  i^ 
exactly  in  proportion  as  the  man,  if  be 
vote  against  hts  interest,  is  honest,  so. 
lous,  disinterested,  public  spirited,  tbftt 
he  is  singled  out  as  tiie  victim  of  puoish- 
meut.     The  lukewarm,  selfish,  oorruptod 
elector  goes  free»  and  the  generous,  higb- 
minded  elector,  is  punished  for  the  xtrf 
virtue  he  exhibits.     And  how  are  we  rt- 
oeived  when  we  complain  of  this?    ()(i, 
say  hon.  Gentlemen,  you  mi'"' 
virtue  of  •*-  ••*"• 
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thing  this  political  martyrdom;  would 
you  take  away  all  the  heroism  of  suffering? 
The  hon.  Member  tor  Wiltshire  has  talked 
of  public  virtue :  was  it  ever  heard  before 
that  it  was  the  business  of  a  state  to  estab^ 
lish  punishment  and  persecution  for  public 
virtue — to  array  private  interests  against 
political  honesty^  and  to  call  upon  men  to 
be  citizens  to-day,  in  order  that  they  may 
be  martyrs  to-morrow  ?  The  whole 
trading  part  of  the  constituency^  call  out 
with  one  voice  for  the  protection  of  the 
ballot.  And  what  are  the  arguments  by 
vhich  they  are  met?  The  Member  for 
Wiltshire  ssad,  first,  that  the  ballot  will 
not  attain  its  object — will  not  insure 
secrecy ;  and  yet  before  he  sat  down^  he 
contended  that  it  would  so  effect  its  object 
— would  be  so  fearfully  close  in  its  con- 
cealment that  it  would  make  a  man's  whole 
life  one  lie.  But  these  arguments  destroy 
each  other.  But  let  us  look  at  them 
separately.  The  argument  of  the  noble 
Lord^  that  opinions  would  not  be  secret 
is  a  fallacy.  The  ballot  will  not  prevent 
a  man's  opinions  being  known— but  what 
then  ?  You  do  not  punish  a  man  for  his 
opinions,  you  punish  him  for  his  vote.  No 
tyrant  nowadays  establishes  an  inquisition 
over  another  man's  sentiments,  he  only 
wants  to  control  his  actions.  He  cannot 
say,  '*  Sir,  I  don't  know  how  you  vote,  but 
I  am  told  you  think  differently  from  my- 
self, and  therefore,  as  a  man,  who  thinks 
differently  from  me  has  no  right  to  sell 
heterodox  hats  or  stockings,  I  shall  take 
away  my  custom,  or  drive  you  out  of  the 
town."  If  a  man  were  to  say  or  imply 
this,  bis  own  party  would  not  support  him, 
and  the  public  opinion  you  invoke  would 
indeed  rise  against  him.  The  ballot  is 
precisely  this,  that  the  elector's  life  will 
not  be  u  lie,  tiiat  his  sentiments  will  be 
known,  and  being  known,  no  tyrant  can 
seek  to  intimidate  or  injure  him,  because 
the  more  he  attempts  to  control  the  open 
sentiments,  the  more  he  will  insure  the 
hostility  of  the  secret  vote.  The  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  Liverpool,  said  the 
bullot  Has  a  cowardly  system — a  fraudu- 
lent system  ~a  system  favourable  to  false- 
hood. V\'hat,  is  there  nothing  cowardly 
in  open  voting  ?  Is  there  so  much  valour 
in  H  system  that  allows  a  man  to  be  fright- 
ened out  of  his  opinions  in  the  exercise  of 
a  solemn  duty  ?  Is  it  not  a  wholesale 
fraud  of  the  grossest  description,  when  the 
state  gives  you  a  right,  and  then  allows 
your  neighbour  to  snatch  it  out  of  your 
hand  ?     Is  it  not  a  falsehood  of  the  darkest 


dye  when  your  actions  belie  your  opinions, 
and  you  proclaim  to  your  fellow-citizens 
thai  your  heart  is  one  way  and  your  vote 
another  ?  This  it  is  that  makes  a  man's 
life  a  lie — this  it  is  makes  an  election  a 
melancholy  sacrifice  of  public  principle 
and  individual  conscience.  You  say  that 
the  canvass  will  be  the  same;  that  the 
landlord  will  extort  a  promise,  and  if  the 
tenant  should  break  that  promise  he  will 
be  a  liar.  I  do  not  think  that  the  canvass 
of  intimidation  will  go  on,  it  will  be  a 
canvass  of  another  sort.  But  suppose  it 
does,  and  suppose  the  elector  does  promise 
and  then  breaks  the  promise,  I  do  not 
commend,  I  do  not  excuse  his  falsehood ; 
hut  I  say  it  is  infinitely  less  mischievous 
to  lie  to  an  individual  than  to  lie  to 
his  country  —  infinitely  less  mischievous 
to  vote  as  his  conscience  tells  him,  even  at 
the  expense  of  truth,  than  to  vote  equally 
against  the  truth  by  voting  against  his 
conscience,  and  against  what  he  believes 
to  be  the  public  interests.  In  either  case 
it  is  a  falsehood.  But,  in  the  one  case,  it 
is  a  falsehood  that  effects  an  individual,  in 
the  other  case  it  is  a  sin  against  the  whole 
political  community.  You  tell  us  that 
the  ballot  does  not  work  well  else, 
where.  You  tell  us  that  history  and  ex- 
perience teach  us  that  it  has  railed.  I 
find  it  exactly  the  reverse.  The  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  Liverpool,  has 
challenged  me  to  refer  to  ancient  states. 
I  do  not  regard  the  ancient  democracies  as 
models — they  were  full  of  fatal  errors — they 
were  not  democracies  properly  speaking, 
for  their  working  classes  were  slaves,  and 
most  of  their  evils  arose  from  their  mis- 
taking liberty  to  be  the  licence  of  a  handful 
of  citizens,  and  the  oppression  of  the  ser- 
vile population.  But,  at  least,  for  the 
liberty  they  did  possess,  the  Imllot  was 
considered  so  essential  that  vrithout  it  the 
wisest  of  all  the  ancient  political  writers, 
and  one  to  this  day  an  authority  with  all 
reasoners,  I  mean  Aristotle,  declared  that 
liberty  of  election  could  not  even  exist. 
What  was  the  first  act  of  the  thirty  tyrants 
in  Athens?  to  overthrow  the  badlot  and 
institute  the  open  vote.  In  Rome  it  was 
not  effective  against  bribery — I  grant  it. 
But  why?  from  the  enormous  fortunes 
and  gigantic  ambition  of  the  patricians, 
against  which  all  barriers  were  in  vain. 
They  came  lo  their  elections  laden  with 
the  spoils  of  exhausted  nations,  and 
they  devoted  the  plunder  of  other 
countries  to  the  corruption  of  their  own. 
Their  wealth  was  great,  their  incentives 
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to  ambition  dazzling  beyond  all  modern 
analogy.  But  at  least  the  ballot  even  in 
Rome,  was  effective,  if  not  against  bribery, 
against  intimidation.  For  that  very 
reason  both  Cicero  and  Gibbon  have  con- 
demned it,  and  many  gentlemen  will  re- 
member that  mblime  expression  of  Cicero  s, 
in  which  he  calls  it  the  silent  as.?erter  of 
liberty.  Come  to  modern  times.  You 
have  America  before  you.  The  noble 
Lord  says  it  does  not  work  well  in  that 
country.  Listen  to  this  testimony  in  the 
able  and  dispassionate  work  of  Mr.  Stuart. 
But  before  I  read  the  passage,  I  beg  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  recollect  that  in  America 
the  ballot  and  the  open  voting  have  each 
had  a  fair  trial.  Some  states  have  the 
one,  some  states  the  other,  and  what  has 
been  the  result.**  Wliy,  that  no  state  has 
given  up  the  ballot,  and  that  state  after 
state  has  given  up  the  0))en  voting.  Mr. 
Stuart  says,  ''The  ballot  is  becoming 
more  and  more  univer^al ;  the  States  of 
Connecticut,  Kentucky,  and  Louisiana 
having  lately  adopted  it  instead  of  the 
vote  viva  voce**  Now  then  see  why  the 
ballot  was  preferred — see  the  different 
workings  of  the  two  modes  of  election. 
Mr.  Stuart  was  present  at  an  eleetion  by 
ballot  at  Ballston  Spa.  He  says,  '*  The 
excitement  occasioned  by  the  election  ge- 
nerally was  declared  by  the  newspapers 
to  be  far  greater  than  ever  had  been  wit- 
nessed since  the  declaration  of  in<lepend- 
ence  in  1770  ;  yet  I  am  bound  to  bear  this 
testimony  in  its  favour,  that  so  quiet  a 
dav  of  election  both  within  ami  without 
doors  I  never  witnessed  in  England  or 
Scotland."  "  In  a  state  far  exceeding 
Scotland  in  extent,  a'.d  almost  c(pialling 
it  in  population,  the  votes  for  the  chief 
magistrate  of  the  United  States  and  his 
substitute,  for  the  Governor  and  Lieute- 
nant-goveiuor  of  the  s'ate,  fnr  a  senator 
and  representatives  to  C'oMorro.ss,  fi)r  three 
representatives  t')  New  York,  &*c.,  were 
taken,  and  the  hu>iness  (»f  the  election 
finished  with  eabc  ami  the  most  perfect 
order  and  decorum  in  three  days;  all 
voted  bv  ballot,  which  is  here  considered 
the  only  way  to  obtain  independent 
and  unbiassed  votes."  This  is  where 
the  l)al]ol  is  adi^ptcd.  Now  observe  the 
dit^erence  in  tho^e  states  wlure  kiilot  is 
not  adopted.  At  Lnuisville,  in  Kentuckv, 
Mr.  Flint  saw  t!ie  vi.tt-^  ta\tn  witiiout 
ballot— the  pti'l  w;,^  kept  open  three  davs. 
"  1  saw  three  tichts  in  the  cniirse  of  dn 
hour.  This  meihfMl  :ippt»ars  to  he  *  ro- 
ductivo  of  a^    iiiurh   disctTtl    here    a'?    in 


England."  So  much  for  ballot  in  America. 
Now  then  it  is  not  only  that  bribery  will 
in  a  great  measure  and  in  all  large  coo- 
slituencies  be  utterly  prevented — it  is  di-: 
only  that  intimidation  will  be  rendertii 
worse  than  useless,  but  it  is  because  y<>v 
will  also  gain  in  order,  quiet,  and  in  p^<i 
moral  results  generally,  that  1  advocite 
the  ballot.  When  men  come  to  under- 
stand that  an  election  is  not  a  mere  boli'iiiy 
excitement,  but  a  great  and  importast 
national  ceremony,  they  will  look  m<>re 
into  the  real  nature  of  the  duties  confided 
to  them,  and  public  morality  will  be  lo 
less  promoted  than  private  conscience  vif^ 
be  protected.  But  it  is  said  that  it  will 
weaken  the  influence  of  property.  N«iv 
there  are  two  kinds  of  induencc— legiti- 
mate influence  and  unlawful  and  improper 
influence.  The  improper  and  onlawfu- 
iniluence  the  ballot  will  undoubtedly  dr_ 
stroy  :  wherever  one  man  trembles  at  the 
frown  of  another  —  wherever  monev  is 
used  to  corrupt  poverty — wherever  pro- 
perty is  intended  to  over- rule  the  coo- 
science — there,  indeed,  will  the  ballot  step 
in,  and  there  will  the  poor  man  and  ti^ 
rich  man  be  on  equal  terms.  Bnt,  when- 
ever a  great  proprietor  is  more  belovwl 
ihau  feared  —  wherever  his  virtues  are 
made  more  apparent  by  the  pedestal  <d 
which  they  stand— there  the  ballot- bo2[ 
will  not  steal  from  him  a  single  rote,  «r 
take  an  atom  from  the  legitimate  influence 
of  his  station.  On  the  contrary,  it  tiill 
always  be  found  that  the  more  the  consti- 
tution forces  the  aribtocracy  to  cultivate 
the  favour  of  the  people,  the  greater  vii. 
be  the  moral  influence  of  the  aristocrary, 
and  the  uiore  you  will  6nd  them  risin?  to 
the  head  of  afl^airs.  Look  at  Fnu'lan  I 
and  Germany  at  this  day.  In  GermjiDj. 
where  the  constitution  keeps  the  nohititv 
apart  from  the  people,  the  nobility  hav" 
not  the  energy,  the  ambition,  the  excite- 
ment to  produce  «»reat  men,  and  the  un^t 
eminent  names  spring  from  the  pe<«ple; 
but  in  England,  where  tbe  constitution 
has  always,  more  or  less,  forced  thf 
gentlemen  to  cultivate  the  public  opiniAo 
of  the  masses,  you  find  the  gentlemen  pnw 
ducing  ornaments  in  literature,  in  the 
state,  in  the  army,  giving  to  the  uattoo 
some  of  its  greatest  heirlooms  of  rt*m»wn. 
and  exhibiting  that  intellectual  emiocnr>' 
aud  exeroi>ing  that  moral  Influcce  whir' 
must  always  result  from  uniting  the  aris'«>- 
cratic  advantages  of  leisure  and  propcrt]( 
with  the  popular  elements  of  nrtirity  an<l 
ambition.     This  s|»ecics   of  influencr  fli-. 
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ballot  can  only  tend  to  increase ;  and  as 
men  of  property  are  forctd  to  be  popular, 
property    itself  becomes    powerful.     In   a 
recent  debate  on   Canada,  certain  expres- 
sions of  mine  have  been  severely  misinter- 
preted— certain  ternjs  of  censure    I  ven- 
tured to  express  towards  not  more  than 
live  or  six  gentlemen,  whose  speeches  else- 
where  seemed  to     me    to   prejudice    the 
liberal  cause,  have  been  perverte*!   into  a 
1)elief  of  my  disafFection  to  the  very  cause 
I   wished  to  vindicate.     I  have  been  ac- 
cused of  supporting  the  Government  from 
a  desire  of  office.     Sir,  I  owe  it  to  my  at- 
tachment to  that  literature  at  which   the 
lion.  Member  for  London  directed  a  not 
very  considerate  sarcasm  the  other  night, 
if  I  can  say,  with  men  of  far  higher  station 
and  wealth,  that  I  am  independent  of  all 
official   temptation.     I  confess   that  it    is 
my   wenkness   to  prefer   tlie   emoluments 
and  the  distinctions  that  are  open  to  me 
in  another  career  to  all  the  more  dazzling 
honcnirs  that  a  Minister  could  bestow.     I 
si) all  not,  then,  be  accused  of  speaking  for 
myself  when  I  ask  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  consider  well  the  numbers,  the 
energy,  the  talent  in  their  own  party  by 
which  this  question  is  supported.     Can  they 
turn  round  to  the  vast  majority  of  their 
friends  and  say,  we  accept    your  support, 
but  we  proscribe  your  opinions — you  shall 
never  hope  a  participation  in  power  unless 
you  leave  vour  sentiments  behind  you.     I 
see  among  her   Majesty's  Cabinet  Gentle- 
men known  to  be  favourable  to  tlie  ballot 
— are  they  to  set  an  example  to  tlie  pco])le 
that    it   may  be  quite  right  to  think  one 
way  and  to  vote   another  ?     Must    it  not 
tell  fatally  against  yourselves?     You  ask 
for  the  popular  support,  because  you  fight 
for    the    popuhir    party  and    against    an 
aristocratic  majority.     But  in  every  town 
the  liberal  party  has  also  its  own  aristocracy 
far  more  bigoted  and  intolerant  to  contend 
jtgainst.     What   are   your  obstacles   on  a 
great   scale,    are  their  obstacles  in   every 
town,    every    province      throughout    the 
country.     But  just  observe  the  difference; 
vou  can  only  lose  office  and  its  emoluments, 
the  poor  elector  may  lose  the  very  means 
of  exibtence,  and  sncrifice  the  bread  of  his 
( hildren  to  forward  your  cause  and  fight 
a  battle  which  has  no  (.ffice,   no  glory,  no 
successful   ambition    to  confer  up(m  him. 
Is  it  just,  is  it  prudent  to  call  on  I.im  for 
those  perpetual  sacrifices?     Can  they  be 
always  made?     Is  not  human  nature  too 
weak  for  such  violent  efforts  and  such  fear- 
ful temptations?     I  do    not  threaten   yun 


with  the  sordid  loss  of  iwwcr,  but  I  do 
threaten  you  with  what  all  public  men 
must  desire  to  prevent — serious  detriment 
to  your  own  principles,  deep  discourage- 
ment to  public  exertion,  till  at  last  your 
indiflference  to  the  safety  of  the  elector  will 
end  in  the  corruption  of  the  Parliament. 
You  have  given  emancipation  to  the 
Catholic;  gi\e  emancipation  to  the  elec- 
tor; you  have  asserted  liberty  of  con- 
science in  religious  opinions,  protect  liberty 
of  conscience  in  civil  rights.  Tell  us,  and 
tell  the  people  of  England,  that  you  will 
defend  them  in  the  exercise  of  that  power 
you  have  given  them,  and  that  when  you 
say  you  will  abide  by  the  Reform  Bill,  you 
did  not  mean  that  that  second  charter  of 
our  liberties  was  to  be  put  up  to  the  highest 
bidder,  or  wrenched  away  from  public 
opinirm  by  the  strong  gripe  of  individual 
tyranny. 

Lord  Ju/in  I^irsscV  said:  I  think  that 
my  hon.  Friend,  tlie  r\Iember  for  Lincoln, 
in  addressing  the  appeal  which  he  has 
made  in  such  courtly  terms  to  her  Majesty's 
Government  on  this  occasion,  has  somewhat 
followed  the  course  which  has  been  pur- 
sued by  others,  namely,  that  of  assuming 
that  the  measure  now  proposed  for  the 
consideration  of  the  House  is  a  fair  and 
pro])er  remedy  for  tlie  evils  which  it  is  in- 
tended to  cure.  I'lie  hon.  Member  for 
Loudon  admitted  that  there  were  two  pro- 
positions which  it  was  incumbent  on  him 
to  prove  ;  the  one  was,  that  considerable 
intimidation  and  corruption  existed  at  elec- 
tions ;  and  the  other  was,  that  the  ballot 
and  secret  votiui;  was  a  reniedv  for  such 
evils.  With  resj)cct  to  the  former  part  of 
his  propositions,  I  am  not  disposed  much  to 
dispute  what  he  said,  though  1  think  that 
even  there  he  resorted  to  very  great  exag- 
geration, i  should  have  collected  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech,  that  the  whole 
mass  of  the  peo^-lc  of  England — that  by  far 
the  great  majority — that  all  but  a  very  in- 
considerable number  were  brought  up  to 
the  polling  booths  to  vote  against  their 
consciences.  Now,  I  must  say,  that  in  my 
opinion,  if  that  were  really  the  case,  living 
as  the  voters  do,  in  the  midst  of  the  nation 
— if  those  individuals  who  were  intrusted 
with  the  elective  franchise,  and  who  con- 
stitute a  large  proportion  of  those  who  hold 
property  in  the  country — if  they  were  in 
this  degraded  state,  ready  in  masses  to  be 
brought  up  against  their  will,  to  vote  for 
\\  hom'^'t)ever  it  might  please  their  landlords 
or  their  masters  that  they  should  vote — if 
that   were    their  state   of  degradation,    I 
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should  say  that  the  spirit  of  liberty  was  ex- 
tinct in  the  nation^  and  no  mechanical 
device  could  possibly  restore  that  free  soul 
which  was  then  altogether  gone,  and  must 
be  considered  as  for  ever  departed.  But 
while  I  admit  that  there  has  been  consider- 
able intimidation  and  great  bribery  at  the 
last  election^  1  must  say  I  do  consider  that 
the  intimidiation  especially  affected  only  a 
portion  of  the  voters ;  and  that  was,  in  my 
opinion,  only  a  small  proportion  of  the 
whole  number.  Still,  however,  I  am  not 
di5]70sed  to  dispute  that  the  existence  of  in. 
timidation  is  an  evil  of  considerable  magni- 
tude. But  I  am  aslced  to-night  not  to 
admit  the  existence  of  an  evil,  not  to  con- 
sider what  can  possibly  be  the  remedy  of 
it,  but  to  assume  that  the  proper  remedy  is 
this  secret  voting,  and  to  consent  to  its 
adoption.  I  am  obliged,  I  confess,  to  use 
on  this  occasion,  arguments  that  I  have 
used  on  former  occasions,  both  here  and 
elsewhere,  and  that  others  have  used  be- 
fore me  to-night,  against  this  proposition. 
When  a  remedy  is  proposed  for  the  evil,  I 
do  feel  a  repugnance  to  it  on  being  told— on 
its  being  admitted  by  almost  all  the  proposers 
of  it — that  its  first  effect  and  its  permanent 
operation,  must  be  the  introduction  and 
encouragement  of  deceit,  hypocrisy,  and 
falsehocKi  among  the  voters.  One  hon. 
Gentleman  says,  that  conduct  of  this  de- 
scription is  justifiable  in  such  cases— that 
where  the  landlord  or  the  master  is  an  op- 
pressor, the  tenant  has  a  ri^ht  to  deceive 
him  ;  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  quoted 
several  passages  from  Paley  and  Johnson 
in  support  of  his  view.  I  will  not  enter 
into  that  dispute,  but  I  do  wish  to  record 
my  repugnance  to  the  fact  which  seems  to 
be  admitted,  that  deceit  and  falsehood  must 
be  the  result  of  the  very  first  step  it  is  pro- 
posed that  the  House  should  adopt  to  re- 
medy the  evil  complained  of;  and  this  pro- 
position, be  it  remembered,  is  part  of  a  new 
proposal  to  reform  the  representation  of  the 
people.  My  hon.  Friend  who  spoke  last, 
endeavoured  to  get  rid  of  this  objection  by 
saying,  "  Yes,  but  there  is  at  present  false- 
hood :  the  man  tells  a  lie  to  his  country 
now ;  if  the  ballot  be  adopted  he  will  tell  a 
lie  only  to  a  private  individual."  Why,  I 
must  say,  that  even  if  that  were  the  case, 
it  would  merely  prove  that  you  would  ex- 
change one  evil  for  another  ;  but  whether, 
under  auch  circumstances,  the  evil  be  more 
or  less,  I  do  not  think  it  is  of  the  same 
nature,  and  that  which  my  hon.  Friend 
has  said  in  this  respect  is  rather  a  metaphor 
than  an  argument  un  the  subject.      Whut 


I  mean  is  this  :^when  a  TOter  oonoea^  *d& 
opinion,  his  doing  so  is  very  deg^ra&ig.  3~J 
no  doubt   very  injurious  to  the  couisirt. 
He  says,  *'  I  am  sorry  that  I  cannot  vc^^ 
according  to  my  will  5   I  am  sorry  that  ±z 
authority  of  others  and  my  own  intcr-r 
compel   me  to  vote  against  the  candii*:- 
whom  I  think  best  fitted  to  be  my  repr?- 
sentative  in   Parliament/*        He  who  w 
conducts  himself  does  certainly  commit  i 
political  offence,  but  he  commits  it,  not  dis- 
guising that  he  Ls  doing  an  act  again^  hh 
will.     What,  however,  is  now  proposed  t:- 
us  is,  that  when  a  man  is  called  on  by  tbf 
agent  of  his  landlord  he  should  promise  h:> 
vote  to  a  certain  candidate  ;  that  he  shod'J 
repeat  that  promise  in  his  association  wiri 
his  neighbours  at  the  public  dinner ;    or  ii 
the  processions  that  take  place  in  the  courr: 
of  elections;   that  he  should  bear  in  B 
demeanour  an  appearance  of  being  a  frie^i' 
and  supporter  of  that  candidate  ;  and  whe: 
he  comes  to  give  his  secret  vote  that  be 
should  belie  his  promise,  and  falsify  tHf 
whole  of  his  previous  conduct*     I  do  ^.u- 
that  the  political  degradation  which  resu't> 
in  the  one  case,  is  a  totally  difierent  tkr^: 
from  the  moral  degradation  which  wn:!! 
follow  from  the  adoption  of  this  propositi  c. 
WeU,  but  then  we  are  to  suppose  that  It 
the  introduction  of  this  great  evil^  of  iLi' 
moral  plague  to  the  country,   we  are  n 
obtain   a  great  political   good — we  are  ta 
insure  freedom  in  our  elections  hereafter. 
I  will  not  repeat  the  objections  in  principb 
which  I  have  at  various  times  urged  agsLin^ 
the  proposition  of  secret  voting,  and  whi:!: 
have  been  much  argued  against  to-night— 
that  the  voter  is  a  trustee,  and  ought  to  l<e 
responsible  to  the  public  for  the  manner  ir 
which  he  executes  his  trust.  When  I  con$idc:, 
however,  that  our  public  functionaries,  whe- 
ther judges,   or  ministers,  or  Membcn  i>f 
Parliament,  all   act  in   the  face  of  day~ 
and  I  believe  we  are  all  made  better  in 
the  exercise  of  our  duties  by  the  pubilcitr 
of  our  proceedings — I  do  say  that  I  see  ni^ 
reason  for  excepting  from  that  responsilmit} 
to  popular  opinion,  the  great  body  of  ih(^^< 
in  whom  the  elective  franchise  is  vested— 
I  see  no  reason  why  they  alone  should  \>c 
removed  firom    the  eyes  of    the  public , 
why    they    alone    should   be   allowed  to 
exercise  the   trust  reposed  in   them  pro- 
tected from   publicity  ;    why  they  shoiild 
be   permitted    to    discharge    their   public 
duty,  the  public  having  no  knowlei^  ut' 
the  manner  in  which  it  was  perfonncd. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  tells  me  he 
has  another  doctrine*-that  he  bdds  xht 
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elective  franchise  to  be  no  trusty  but  that 
when  it  is  once  conferred  on  the  elector  by 
law,  it  is  the  absolute  right  of  the  voter 
—his  absolute  property,  and  if  he  comply 
only  with  the  conditions  of  the  law  he  may 
exercise  it  as  he  pleases.     I  am  glad  he  did 
not  propound  that  doctrine  at  the  time  we 
were  discussing  the  Reform  BUI ;  the  great 
principle   of  which   is^   that   the   elective 
franchise  is  a  power  held  in  trust  only  for 
the  benefit  of  the  people.   There  is  another 
answer  that  has  been  given,  which  I  have 
not  heard  to-night,  but  which  I  have  seen 
in   print,  and  which   I  think  is  the  most 
plausible  answer  that  can  be  given  to  this 
objection  of  the  responsibility  of  the  voter. 
Tt  is  said,  if  you  insist  that  the  elector 
shall  act  under  responsibility,  and  that  his 
conduct  shall  be  exposed  to  the  eye  of  those 
who  have  not  the  right  of  election  them- 
selves, you  admit,  that  those  who  have  not 
the  right  of  election  are  fitting  judges  of 
the  manner  in  which  the  trust  ought  to  be 
exercised ;   and  if  they  are  fit  so  to  judge 
they  are  fit  to  exercise  the  right  of  election 
themselves.     Now,  plausible  as  this  sounds, 
I  do  not  think  it  a  conclusive  argument 
against  my  objection,  because,  in  all  the 
other  cases  where  you  admit  the  public, 
many  of  them  being  of  the  same  class,  you 
by  no  means  imply  that  the  persons  you 
see  and  criticise,  are  persons  who  are  capa- 
ble of  exercising  the  power.  The  argument 
is,  that  if  persons  are  fit  to  judge  of  those 
who  exercise  the  franchise,  they  are  fit  to 
exercise  it  themselves ;   and  I  say,  it  might 
as  well  be  asserted  that  no  persons  are  fit  to 
sit  in  a  court  of  justice,  or  criticise  the 
charges  and  conduct  of  the  judge  except 
those  who  are  fit  to  sit  on  the  bench.     It 
does  appear  to  me,  that  so  far  as  the  answer 
to  my  objection  is  concerned,  it  might  as 
well  be  made  against   any   other  kind  of 
publicity  as  against  the  publicity  that  be- 
longs to  the  elective  franchise.     I  will  now 
refer  to  the  argument  as  to  the  efhcacy  of 
this  plan,  because  undoubtedly,  unless  it  is 
to  be  efficacious,  the  incurring  the  risk  of 
much  falsehood,  of  great  hypocrisy,  and  of 
acting  against  the  general  principle  of  pub- 
lic responsibility,  which  has  been  established 
throughout  the  country,   in  all  other  mat- 
ters of  state  ought  to  decide  against  it. 
That  it  would  be  efficacious  I  much  doubt. 
With  respect  to  the  tenantry  acting  under 
the  landlord,  I  believe  with  my  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Derbyshire,  that  if  you  sup- 
pose— and  you   must  do  so,  or  the  mea- 
sure is  worthless — that  this  is  to  be  a  se- 
curity taken  against  the  bad  and  tyranni- 
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cal  landlord,   I   say   that    that    bad  and 
tyrannical  landlord  would   soon  have  the 
means  of  exercising  a  control,  even  though 
he  had  not  the  power  of  knowing  which 
way  the  vote  was  given.     I  have  said  that 
if  this  plan  were  successful  it  would  lead 
to  breaches  of  promise — it  would  lead  to 
falsehood.    My  belief  is,  that  no  people  in 
the  world  are  so  remarkable  for  their  love 
of  truth  as  are  the  people  of  this  country  ; 
and  that  so  strongly  is  that  principle  im. 
planted    in    them,    that    if   a    landlord's 
tenants  promised  him  faithfully  that  they 
would  not  vote  for  a    certain  candidate, 
though  the  ballot  gave  them  the  power  of 
secrecy,  they    would    keep  their  promise. 
But  if  they  made  no  promise — if  they  said, 
resolutely,  "  We    will    not    promise ;  we 
will  give  no  promise  to  your  candidate  or 
to  your  friend,"  why,  then,   would  it  not 
be  the  presumption  of  the  landlord  that 
they  were  men  who  meant  to  vote  against 
him,  that   their  politics  were  opposed  to 
his ;  and  if  he  were  an  individual  to  exer- 
cise a  tyrannical  influence,  would  he  not 
exercise    it    under    such    circumstances } 
Would  this  be  a  remedy,  be  it  always  re- 
membered, is  the  great  question.     Where 
people's  sentiments  are  known  as  they  are 
in  the  country  by  the  conversation  which 
takes  place  so  much  in  public-houses  and 
in  market-places  with  respect  to  politics— 
where  the  general  character  and  political 
sentiments  of  every  man  are  so  generally 
known,  can  it  be  supposed  that  the  stewards 
of  the  landlords,  who  we  must  conclude  to 
be  acquainted  with   their  master's  wishes, 
would  not  take  care,  before  a  few  years 
were  over,  that    the  tenants  were  all  of 
them  of  the  same  political  sentiments  as 
their  own  ?     Where,  then,  would  be  the 
remedy?      I   contend  that    this  measure, 
instead  of  being  a   benefit  to    the  voter, 
would  only  be  an  injury  to  all  the  tenants 
in  the  country  and  to  the  prosperity  of  the 
whole  people.      With  respect  to  tradesmen 
living  in  towns,  I  do  believe  there  is  some 
difference  in  the  case.     I   own   I  am  dis- 
posed to  think  there  would    be    cases  in 
which  the  customer  has  little  connection 
with  the  tradesman — in  which  he  knows 
scarcely  any  thing  of  the  tradesman ;  under 
the  present  system,  hearing  of  the  manner 
in  which  he  has  voted,  he  deprives  him  of 
his  custom ;  I  think  there  might  be  cases 
in  which  the  customer  would  not,  under 
the  ballot,  ask  him  questions,  and  would 
not  try  by  severe  means,  to  find  out  the 
manner  in  which  he  had   voted.     Thus  I 
do  think  that  there  might  be  some  instances 
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in  which  you  would  find  this  plan  effect  a 
certain  degree  of  good,  but  I  also  think 
that  the  good  would  be  miserably  over- 
weighed  by  the  quantity  of  evil.  I  must 
again  refer  to  what  1  stated  on  a  former 
occasion,  that  I  am  decidedly  of  opinion 
that  the  question  of  ballot,  as  it  now  comes 
before  us,  does  not  stand  alone.  I  will  not 
go  any  further  into  the  question  of  the 
ballot  as  an  abstract  proposition,  feeling  as 
I  do  how  often  it  has  been  discussed,  and 
feeling  likewise  that  on  another  occasion  I 
haye  delivered  my  opinions  very  fully  upon 
it ;  but  I  wish  to  address  myself  to  those 
who  think  that  by  means  of  the  ballot  they 
could  establish  a  state  of  things  in  which^ 
according  to  the  words  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  London,  "  every  vestige  of  intimi- 
dation would  disappear,"  in  short,  that  you 
have  but  to  adopt  secret  voting  and  you 
place  your  representation  on  a  sound  foot. 
ing,  and  your  reform  will  be  complete.  I 
said  on  a  former  occasion  that  I  thought 
vote  by  ballot  would  lead  to  other  things. 
It  has  struck  me,  besides,  and  I  have  since 
seen  it  stated*  that  if  you  declare  that  the 
voter  shall  not  be  responsible  to  public 
opinion,  and  carry  your  object  really  into 
efiect.  Sill  those  who  are  shut  out  from  the 
exercise  of  the  elective  franchise  and  who 
now  know  how  every  person  has  given  his 
vote,  will  be  far  more  discontented  under 
the  new  state  of  things  than  they  are  at 
present.  You  now  say,  '*  It  is  true,  in- 
deed, we  do  not  think  you  qualified  by  the 
conditi)ns  of  property  which  we  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  lay  down  to  extend 
the  elective  franchise  to  you,  but  you  are 
among  the  free  inhabitants  of  this  country, 
you  see  the  whole  operation  of  the  Govern* 
ment,  from  the  commencement  of  the  elec- 
tion of  Members  of  Parliament  to  the  Par- 
liamentary debates — you  are  participators 
in  all,  and  your  opinion  goes  to  swell  that 
grand  tide  of  public  opinion  on  which  the 
afiairs  of  state  are  borne  along;'*  should 
you,  however,  have  to  say,  ''  We  think 
there  is  one  privilege,  and  a  most  import- 
ant one,  from  which  you  shall  be  entirely 
excluded,  as  regards  the  election  of  Meml 
hers  of  Parliament,  you  shall  never  hear 
which  '.vay  any  voter  gives  his  vote«  you 
shall  never  know  the  reason  for  which  one 
man  is  elected  in  preference  to  another,"  I 
do  think  that  under  such  a  state  of  things 
there  is  every  probability  that  dissatisfac- 
tion must  arise.  The  ol»ervations  I  made 
to  this  efiect  have  been  confirmed  by  my 
experience  of  the  last  few  months.  I 
wouia  ask  any  Gentleman  who  has  watched 


the  course  of  events — who  Las   observed 
the  meetings  which  have    taken   place  is 
favour  of  the  ballot — ^whether  they  have 
not  found  that  this  jealousy  really  does 
exist — that  there  is  now  a  large  portion  of 
the  people  who  fear  that  the  ballot  may 
be  established  for    the  protection  of   the 
present  electors,  that  reform  will  stop  then, 
and  that  those  who  are  non^electors  will 
be  more  excluded  from  the  opportunity  of 
observing  the  course  of  public  afikirs  than 
they  are  at  the  present  moment  ?     In  con- 
firmation of  my  statement  I  will  take  the 
liberty  of  referring  to  some  extracts  I  have 
made,    which    will   show    what    opinionj 
have  been   expressed    by  persons  of  emi- 
nence who  have  taken  a  part  at  the  pub- 
lic meetings    in    favour    of   the   baUot ; 
because,   after  all,  if  the  ballot    were  ti> 
be   carried,   it  would    be   by  those    men 
who    are    now    standing  forward    as   its 
chief  advocates,  and  it  is   by  tbem   thxt 
we  must  expect  the   course  of  affairs  in 
future  with  respect  to   the  representation 
to  be  in  a  great  degree  conducted.     At  t 
meeting  heM  in  Westminster,   soon   after 
the  commencement  of  the  Session,  theiv 
was  a  letter  read  from   Lord  Brougham. 
The   noble    and  learned  Lord    declares: 
'^  But  more  frequent  appeals  to  the  coontty 
may  be  of  little  avail  while  a  mighty  bodr 
of  our  fellow- citizens  are  ezduded  from  ail 
share  in  the  management  of  their  own 
affairs,  and  left  without  the  power  of  en- 
forcing opinions  which  they  have  at  the 
least  as  much  capacity  to  form,  and  at  the 
very  least  as  much  independence  of  spirit 
to  assert,  as  those  who  at  present   posses 
the  elective  franchise.     This  exclnrion  I 
certainly  regard  as  the  worst  of  grievance 
now  complained  of."     He  says  further— 
Upon  the  yet  more  enormous  injustice,  the 
incomparably  more  perilous  mischief  odTex- 
dudingsomany  thousands  from  those  poli. 
tical  rights  which  they  are  so  unquestiooahlT 
entitled  to  enjoy,  and  so  well  fitted  to  ex- 
ercise, 1  have  again  and  again  declared  my 
fixed  opinion  both  in  Parliament  and  to  the 
country."  Lord  Brougham  declares  himself 
a  reluctant  convert  to  the  ballot ;  he  is  an 
ardent  advocate  for  the  extension   of  the 
suffrage.     The  hon.  Member  for  Sonth- 
wark,  who  has  spoken  on  this  subject  on 
many   occasions  at  public  meetings,    has 
always  stated  that  he  considered  the  ballot 
if  given  alone  would  be  of  little  value ;  he 
would  have  with  it  an  extensive  franchise^. 
I  believe  he   ssiid  on  the  last  occasion  on 
which  he  addressed  his  constituents  on  the 
question — if  1  am    not  representing    him 
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that  intellectual  emioence^  and  exercising 
that  moral  influence  which  roust  always 
result  from  uniting  the  aristocratic  advan- 
tages of  leisure  and  property  with  the  po- 
pular  elements  of  activity  and  ambition." 
Now,  if  this  he,  as  I  believe  it  to  be,  a 
just  panegyric  upon  the  character  of  the 
English  aristocracy — if  the  contrast  with 
the  aristocracy  of  continental  Europe  be 
correctly  drawn,  there  is  surely  a  strong 
presumption  against  any  material  change  in 
those  institutions  which  in  all  probability 
have  principally  contributed  to  produce 
this  happy  result.  But  there  is  a  pecu. 
Harly  strong  presumption  against  this  par- 
ticular change,  that  is,  against  the  system 
of  secret  voting.  According  to  your  own 
showing,  the  personal  intercourse  between 
the  aristocracy  and  the  masses  (so  far  as 
elections  are  concerned)  is  to  be  diminished. 
The  gentry  are  to  be  virtually  excluded 
from  that  particular  field  on  which,  in 
political  matters,  they  come  habitually  into 
contact  with  the  masses.  There  is  to  be 
no  motive  for  soliciting  a  promise;  all  the 
stimulants  to  energy  and  activity  which  are 
now  supplied  by  the  necessity  of  personal 
canvassing,  of  unremitting  personal  exer- 
tion^ of  appeal  to  every  motii-e  by  which 
an  elector  can  be  influenced,  are  to  be  dead- 
ened or  destroyed.  It  appears  to  me,  then, 
to  be  a  perfectly  just  conclusion^  that  if 
the  character  of  the  upper  classes  in  Eng- 
land do  stand  so  deservedly  high,  and  if  it 
be  mainly  attributable  to  the  combination 
of  the  aristocratic  advantages  of  leisure 
and  property,  with  the  popular  elements 
of  activity  and  ambition,  it  is  most  unwise 
to  disturb,  by  ex])eriment8  of  uncertain 
issue,  the  political  institutions  of  the 
country,  of  which  that  aristocracy  is  the 
ornament,  and  particularly  by  a  system  of 
secret  voting,  to  paralyse  existing  incentives 
to  the  activity  and  exertion  of  the  upper 
classes,  and  to  their  personal  contact  and 
intercourse  with  the  people. 

Now  with  respect  to  the  examples  of 
foreign  countries  which  have  adopted  the 
ballot.  In  France  the  main  object  of  it  is 
protection  from  the  influence  of  theGo- 
vernmetit.  Yet  it  would  appear  that  in 
France  the  ballot  fails  in  these  respects  at 
least ;  first,  in  producing  a  complete  assu- 
ranee  on  the  part  of  the  public  as  to  this 
perfect  secrecy  of  voting  ;  and,  secondly,  in 
preventing  the  exercise  of  influence  in  elec 
tions  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
There  repeatedly  is  dissatisfiiction  in  France 
witii  the  results  of  the  ballot ;  charges  have 
been  preferred  against  the  Government  or 


the  agents  of  Government,  of  violating  the 
secrecy  of  the  ballot-box.  The  first  of  the 
four  charges  preferred  against  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Prince  de  Polignac,  was  inter- 
ference with  elections,  and  the  violation  of 
electoral  rights.  At  every  general  elec- 
tion there  is  in  France,  the  direct  and 
avowed  exercise  of  Government  influence. 
Demands  are  made  upon  all  the  subordi- 
nate functionaries  of  the  Government  to 
support  by  their  vote  the  views  and  in- 
terests of  the  Government ;  and  when  the 
charge  of  interference  is  preferred  against 
the  Government  of  the  day  in  the  Cham. 
ber  of  Deputies,  the  answer  is  not  denial, 
but  recrimination — "  You  did  the  same." 
If  the  ballot-box  in  France  does  give  per- 
fect protection  to  the  subordinate  officers  of 
the  Government,  if  it  insures  perfect  se- 
cresy,  removes  all  apprehensions  of  fear, 
or  expectation  of  favour,  whence  the  cir- 
culars of  French  Ministers,  the  exhortations 
to  the  electioneering  activity  and  zeal  of 
their  dependents,  the  rewards  for  the  ex- 
bition  of  these  qualities,  the  punishments 
for  the  want  of  them  ?  And  does  the 
ballot  in  France  justify  your  predictions, 
that  there  will  be  no  motive  to  solicit  the 
promise  of  a  vote,  when  you  have  not  the 
means  of  ascertaining  how  the  vote  will  be 
given  ? 

The  ballot  is  in  force  in  the  United 
States,  but  what  are  its  effects  ?  Is  there 
no  canvassing  there  ?  No  solicitation  of 
votes  ?  Is  there  secrecy  as  to  the  vote  ? 
Is  it  not  notorious  that  the  influence  of 
party  feeling,  the  influence  of  institutions, 
laws,  manners,  habits  like  our  own,  the 
love  of  publicity,  the  prevalence  of  free 
discussion,  the  open  expression  of  individual 
opinion,  defeat  the  precautions  of  the  bal- 
lot-box, and  establish,  by  voluntary  dis- 
closures, or  by  indications  of  opinion  which 
are  tantamount  to  disclosures,  a  general 
notoriety  as  to  the  manner  in  which  Votes 
have  been  given  ?  In  the  United  States, 
when  the  ballot  was  originally  introduced, 
there  had  not  previously  prevailed  the  in. 
veterate  usage  of  open  voting.  The  people 
had  to  form  a  new  constitution  ;  they  were 
at  liberty  to  adopt  such  institutions  as 
might  appear  to  them  most  consistent  with 
its  ruling  principles,  unembarrassed  by 
previous  usages  and  prejudices  in  favour  of 
other  pre-existing  institutions.  If  the 
ballot  had  succeeded  there,  it  would  not 
necessarily  follow  that  it  must  succeed  in 
another  country,  where  it  would  have  to 
struggle  against  the  current  of  established 
habits  and    the  feelings  connected    with 
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honour  to  address  a  letter  to  me  (a  Mr.  Sy- 
monds),  in  which  he  has  discussed  the 
principles  of  household  suiFrage,  says  what 
is  not  quite  inapplicable  to  the  subject. 
*'  Some  mean  by  an  extension  of  the  suf- 
frage universal  sufiirage,  and  if  the  ballot  is 
granted,  this  indefinite  change  is  to  be 
brought  in  as  a  necessary  sequel."  Is  not 
that  with  me  a  sufficient  reason  to  pause  ? 
Ought  I  not  to  consider,  whether  I  shall 
not  be  called  on  to  adopt  the  other  changes 
demanded.  The  hon.  Member  for  London 
did  not  allude  to  the  other  countries  in 
which  ballot  has  been  adopted.  He  alluded 
to  the  Report  of  the  Intimidation  Com- 
mittee,  and  to  the  evidence  as  to  intimida- 
tion ;  but  he  passed  over  the  evidence  on 
the  subject  of  secret  voting.  My  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  has  referred  to  the  opera- 
tion of  the  ballot  in  Greece  and  Rome 
and  in  modem  states.  I  agree  in  what  he 
says  respecting  Rome ;  the  people  were  so 
degraded  by  corruption  that  it  was  impos- 
nme  the  ballot  or  any  other  measure 
could  reform  the  state.  But  what  has  been 
the  operation  of  the  ballot  in  America? 
Without  perfect  secresy,  said  the  hon. 
Member  for  London,  the  measure  must  be 
quite  inoperative.  Now,  has  perfect  secresy 
been  obtained  in  America?  Three  wit- 
nesses examined  by  the  Committee  spoke  to 
this  point ;  one  said,  ''  I  think  the  ballot 
is  used  by  us  as  a  matter  of  convenience, 
few  or  no  persons  caring  to  conceal  their 
votes."  Another  said,  '*  I  should  think  in 
New  York  that  the  sentiments  of  upwards 
of  ninety  voters,  I  was  going  to  say  ninety- 
nine  out  of  every  100,  are  perfectly  well 
known  before  they  go  up  to  poll."  Such 
is  the  state  of  property  in  America,  that  I 
believe  it  is  not  worth  the  while  of  any 
man  to  endeavour  to  influence  the  voter : 
but  it  is  not  so  here  where  there  are  large 
masses  of  property  and  many  poor  persons, 
a  different  feelins  must  be  expected  to 
exist.  Then  in  Trance  the  use  of  the 
ballot  is  to  prevent  influence  being  exerted 
by  the  Government.  Does  it  do  so  ?  There 
was  lately  a  discussion  in  the  Chamber  of 
Deputies,  in  the  course  of  which  the  Minis- 
ter was  charged  by  the  leader  of  the  oppo- 
position  with  having  used  the  influence  of 
the  Government  to  a  great  extent  in  the 
elections.  One  would  have  supposed  his 
answer  would  have  been,  **  We  have  secret 
voting,  it  is  impossible  to  know  any  man's 
vote;"  but  so  far  from  that  having  been  his 
reply,  he  admitted  the  fact,  and  asserted, 
that  the  exercise  of  influence  was  necessary 
to  the  existence  of  any  Government.   I  can 


see  then  nothing,  either  in  the  qoesdca 
itself,  in  the  present  state  of  the  oountrr, 
in   the    anticipations  with  which  we  are 
furnished  with  respect  to  other  measures, 
or    in   the    experience  afforded   by  otha 
countries,  to  induce  mc  to  adopt  this  pnv 
position.     I  am  sure,  it  may  be  said,  thst 
if  we  acknowledge  the  evil  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, we  are  bound  to  find  a  remedy.     I  do 
not  think  it  might  be  impossible  to  propose 
a  remedy  that  might  have  some  consideiahle 
effect,  but  I  believe,  that  so  long  as  hoa. 
Gentlemen  feel  themselves  bound  to  carry 
the  ballot  out,  a  remedy  would  be  despised 
by  them,  and  it  would  be  useless  to  prxspo^ 
it  unless  they  were  willing  to  admit  it  to 
fair  trial.     But  allow  me  to  say,  before  I 
conclude,  that  I  do  feel  that  a  very  great 
evil  exists  in  the  intimidation  and  corrup- 
tion which  have  been  practised  at  election 
after  election,  and  more  particularly  in  the 
two  last  general  elections.    I  do  not  charge 
any  party  with  this  conduct,  but  I  do  say, 
that  all  those  who  have  the  power  to  inti- 
midate, on  those  who  are  the  landlords  and 
greaf^roprietors  in  this  country,  that  this 
sort  of  intimidation  will  be  visited,  unlesi 
some  change  shall  take  place.     I  cannot. 
Sir,  vote  for  the  ballot.     I  cannot   vote  for 
it  because  I  think  it  would  be  a  very  serious 
evil  instead  of  being  an  efficacious  remedy. 
I  cannot  vote  for  the  ballot  because  I  do 
believe,   that  with  the   ballot   Parliament 
would  be  driven  into  other  changes  in  the 
representative  system,  and  because  I  believe 
that  the  prosperity  of  the  whole  of  this 
country,  in  which  the  lowest  man  not  lesi 
than  the    highest  is  concerned,  must  be 
dependent  upon  the  permanency,  the  sta. 
bility,  and  the  tranquillity  of  our  institu- 
tions ;  but  when  I  say  this  I  cannot  but 
perceive,  though  I  may  not  take  part  in  the 
measures,  and  though  I  refuse  all  concur 
rence  in  them,  yet  if  the  people  of  England, 
year  after  year,  feel  more  and  more  intimi- 
dation and  undue  influence  used,  that  they 
will  also  feel,  that  there  are  left  to  them 
not  the  rights  which  are  given  to  them, 
not  less  by  the  ancient  constitution  of  this 
country  than  by  the  new  franchise  con- 
ferred by  the  Reform  Act.     I  think,  &at 
the  feeling  now  existing  on  the  subject  of 
the  ballot  will,  under  such  circumstances, 
be  strengthened.   I  believe  that  the  people 
of  England,  who  have  seen  great  changes 
accomplished,  are  most  unwiSing  and  are 
most  reluctant  that  new  changes  of  great 
importance  should  be  effected.     I  beueve, 
particularly,  that  a  change  of  voting  se- 
cretly instead  of  openly  would  be  a  cbangt; 
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has  lost  all  title  to  national  esteem ; — io 
fact,  we  have  no  representative  system 
The  baneful  principle  of  nomiDation  re- 
mains in  force.  We  are  described,  in 
short,  to  be  in  the  Ia«t  stage  of  that  de- 
crepitude in  which  the  poorer  of  Rome 
crumbled  into  dust,  when  the  forms  of 
free  government  were  preserved,  but  all 
the  vital  energy  was  extinguished. 

All  these  are  yonr  expressions,  not 
mine;  your  expressioas  applied  in  the 
course  of  this  debate,  to  the  present  re- 
formed representative  system  of  this 
country.  I  contrast  them  with  your 
former  predictions,  when  iliat  very  svstera 
was  under  discussion,  and  irhen  you  nailed 
the  measure  of  parliamentary  reform,  as 
the  second  great  charter  of  national  liberty. 
So  will  it  be  with  the  ballot.  Six  years 
hence,  you  will  discover  not  only  that  it  is 
inoperative,  but  a  positive  curse.  Then 
will  arise  the  complaints  of  new  abuses — 
nf  new  schemes  of  wholesale  and  systematic 
bribery — of  payments  for  votes,  contingent 
\ipun  the  successful  result  of  the  election — 
of  voters  harassed  and  punished  upon  bare 
suspicion  of  imputed  frauds,  and  the  im- 
possibility of  detecting  them,  if  the  pledge 
of  perfect  secrecy  is  to  be  fulfilled.  But, 
above  all,  will  arise  the  indignant  com- 

tilaint,  that  the  constituent  body  is  a 
imtted  and  privileged  class,  protected  from 
all  responsibility,  shielded  by  secrecy  in  the 
exercise  of  public  functions,  enahied,  be- 
cause unchecked  by  shame  or  puhlic 
opinion,  to  gratify  private  pique,  or, 
perhops  to  prolit  by  tlie  new  and  secret 
corruption  which  ingenious  bribery  will 
have  devised.  Then  will  come  the  demand, 
e»cn  now  plainly  foreseen  and  foretold, — 
the  demand  fur  extended  sufTrage  as  the 
necessary  consequence,  nay,  as  the  only 
remedy  of  the  special  evils  of  the  ballot, — 
for  suflragt",  not  circumscribed  by  arbitrary 
rules  as  to  residence  or  property,  but  for 
suffrage  co-e^tensive  with  population,  and 
restricted  only,  if  at  all,  by  the  age  of 
twenty-one.  Thus  will  you  proceed  from 
change  to  change,  one  rendering  iuevitabli 
anolher,  partly  from  the  restless  appetiti 
(or  innovation,  giowing  with  indulgence 
partly  from  the  impatience,  the  justifiable 
impatience  of  new  and  intolerable  evil 
Thus  will  you  proceed,  until  the  who 
principles  and  character  of  your  constiti 
tion  and  form  of  Government  are  changed, 
and  a  fierce  democratic  republic  is  erected 
on  the  ruins  of  n  limited  monarchy. 

Believing  that  timitcd  nionarchv  to  p'lvi- 
much  better  secui 


id  liberty  than  such  a  republic,  foreseeing 
that  the  Ballot  must  involve  future  changes 

the  representative  system,  more  exten- 
sive and  important  than  the  Ballot  itself, 
changes  inconsistent  with  the  principles  of 
a  mixed  form  of  Government  by  King, 
l^rda,  and  Commons,  1  shall  give  my  un- 
qualilied  opposition  to  this  motion. 

Mr.    C.  Butter  said,    amidst    cries    of 

flivide,  divide,"  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  come  forward  in  a  chivalrous  manner 

defend  the  nohlc  Lord  from  the  attacks 
made  upon  him  in  another  quarter.  Now, 
although  he  gave  credit  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  for  the  ma^animity  of  this  con- 
duct towards  a  political  opponent,  he  could 
help  thinliing  that  he  was  tahing  the 
-.  eflbctual  method  of  damaging  such  an 
adversary  and  increasing  his  unpopularity  by 
proclaiming  the  identity  of  their  opinions. 
When  the  right  hon.  Baronet  said,  he  had 
not  introduced  any  novelty  into  this  dis- 
cussion, he  did  himself  great  injustice ; 
for  he  certainly  had  introduced  into  >t 
great  novelty  of  discussion.  He  would 
not  refer  to  ancient  history  as  copiously  as 
the  right,  hon.  Baronet  had  done;  but  he 
would  just  remind  him  that  Cicero  said, 
''  that  the  ballot  opened  the  front  of  man." 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  referring  to  the 
elections  in  France,  said  that  there  was  a 
tampering  with  the  ballot-box ;  that  after 
the  votes  had  been  deposited  in  the  box 
they  were  not  safe,  but  were  exposed 
to  be  tampered  with  by  the  returning 
officer,  who,  consequently,  frequently  made 
a  false  return.  Now,  he  defied  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  find  an  instance  of  Biis 
in  the  whole  history  of  France,  from  the 
time  of  the  concession  of  the  Charter  by 
Louis  18th.  Many  elections  had  been 
illegal ;  hut  there  was  not  an  instance  of 
one  which  had  been  tampered  with  in  the 
manner  described  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet. The  illegality  consisted  in  the 
returning  oflicer  depriving  the  elector  of 
his  right  of  writing  down  his  vote  secretly, 
and  compelling  bim  to  write  it  down  in 
public.  As  to  the  opinion  of  the  people  of 
France  or  of  the  people  of  America,  with 
respect  to  the  ballot,  he  did  not  pretend  to 
he  intimately  acquainted  with  it.  Nor 
would  he  refer,  as  he  might,  to  the  state- 
ment of  travellers  on  that  subject,  but  he 
would  advert  to  much  higher  cvidcntx.  He 
would  advert  to  the  public  testimony 
afTorilcd  by  the  conduct  of  those  and 
Other  nations,  as  showing  what  their  cx- 

iM-riiuri-  hn.l  tauffht  ihem    lo   think   of  the 

of  voting  by  ballot. 
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it  was  made  the  propter ty  of  others — whj' 
did  they  not  come  forward  with  some  good 
and    emcient  remedy?     He  was   not  so 
wedded  to  hie  support  of  the  balloti  that 
he  would  not  abandon  it  if  a  bettor  remedy 
could  be  fouod^  and  he  was  sure  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  London,  would  be 
equally  readv  to  give  up  this  motion «  if 
such  a  substitute  could  be  proposed  ;  but 
he  believt^d  it  would  bo  extremely  difficult 
to  produce  such  an  invention^  and  the  real 
objection  to  the  ballot  was>  that  it  would 
be    thoroughly    efficacious.       The    noble 
Lord   had,  strange  to  say,  quoted   Lord 
Brougham  as  an  authority  upon  this  sub. 
ject.      Lord  Brougham   bad  once   stated 
that  he  feared  the  ballot  would  lead  to 
bribery  and  falsehood ;   but  had  not  Lord 
Brougham   changed  his  opinions  ?     Was 
he  not  now  a  supporter  of  the  ballot  ?    But 
were  not  elections  in  some  boroughs  now 
a  scene  of  bribery  and  falsehood  ?     Could 
any  thing  be  worse  than  the  srstem  which 
now  existed  ?     But   he   would   keep  his 
promise,  and  not  argue   the  subject ;    he 
was  ready  to  answer  the  objections  taken 
by  the  noble  Lord*  but  he  would  not  do  so. 
He  would  aski   was   it  fair  towards   the 
Reformers,  was  it  fair  towards  the  coun- 
try,   that  the  present  Government,   who 
professed   opinions  of  a  liberal  chiuracter, 
who  In  former  years  were  the  advocates  of 
a  liberal  policy,  of  reform  in  our  institu- 
tions, of  the  political  liberty  of  their  coun- 
trymen, should  now  stand  forward  as  the 
opponents  of  a  free  exercise  of  the  fran- 
chise,  atid,  instead   of  supporting    their 
friends,  throw  themselves  into  the  arms  of 
the  Tories.     He  lamented  this  course,  it 
was  one  uow  of  frequent  adoption,  but  al- 
though in  the  present  case  they  might  be 
successful,  it   would  ultimately  be  of  n^ 
avail.     The  ballot  was  the  question  of  all 
others  most  taken  up  by  the  public;    it 
was  the  ground  upon  which  they  rested 
their  hopes  for  the  free  exercise  of  their 
franchise.     Each  succeeding  election  reiH 
dered  It  more  necessary,  ana  despite  of  the 
present  unnatural  coalition   between    the 
Government  and  the  Tories,  he   believed 
that  such  a    number  would  go  forth   in 
support  of  the  n>otion   this    evening  as 
•would  convey  an  assurance  to  Ministers 
that  we  soon  must  and  shall  have  the  ballot. 
Lord    Worsley    addressed  the    House, 
but,  in  consequence  of  the  noise,  he  could 
not  he  heard.     He  was  understood  to  say, 
that  he  intended  to  vote  in  favotir  of  the 
ballot,  although  he  admitted  that  secret 
voting  would  not  put  an  end  to  bribery. 


Captain  Peckell  said,  that  it  bad  been 
his  intention  to  have  expressed  his  opinions 
fully  upon  this  subject;  but  perceiving 
the  tone  and  temper  of  hon.  Gentlemen, 
he  knew  well  how  vain  would  be  the  at- 
tempt to  address  an  unwilling  House.  He 
had  hoped  that  the  admonition  delivered 
by  the  Speaker  might  have  a  proper  effect 
upon  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  but  that 
hope  was  vain.  It  was  his  duty  to  stand 
up  there  in  his  place,  and  support  a  peti* 
tion  from  the  town  that  he  represented, 
particularly  when  the  object  of  those  who 
petitioned  was  to  obtain  protection  for  the 
voter.  He  knew  well  at  what  cost  elec- 
tors maintained  their  opinions,  and  there- 
fore it  was,  that  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty 
to  support  them  on  the  present  occasion. 

Mr.  Elliot  came  there  determined  to 
vote  for  the  ballot,  as  he  thought  that  the 
voters  throughout  the  country  required 
protection.  His  object  was  to  protect  the 
voter.  If  he  understood  correctlf  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell),  his  in- 
tention wa&  to  protect  the  totcr,  and  that 
he  meant  to  propose  a  measure  which 
would  produce  that  effect.  If  the  noble 
Lord  gave  now  an  intimation  that  it  was 
his  intention  to  propose  any  stich  tneasnre, 
he  had  such  perfect  confidence  in  the 
noble  Lord  that  upon  that  promise  be 
should  rely,  and  not  vote  that  night  for 
the  ballot ;  but  if  no  such  intimation  were 
given,  then,  as  r  matter  of  justice  to  the 
country,  he  was  bound  to  give  his  vote  In 
favour  of  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  London. 

Mr.  W.  0.  Stanley  attempted  to  address 
the  House,  but  shouts  and  cries  were  con- 
tinued. He  had  hoped,  he  said,  that  he 
was  in  the  society  of  gentlemen.  Last 
year  he  had  given  his  vote  in  opposition  to 
the  ballot,  he  had  since  changed  his  opin- 
ion with  respect  to  it,  and  be  could  assure 
the  House  that  for  no  other  reason  than 
this  was  he  desiroos  of  addressing  them. 
He  confessed  he  had  heard  wiih  great 
sorrow  the  noble  I^rd,  the  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department,  declare  himself 
opposed  to  this  question.  That  ifoble 
Lord  entertained  an  erroneous  opinion  wiih 
respect  to  the  prevalence  of  intimidation. 
He  could  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  if  he 
bad  been  in  di«€ant  parts  of  the  oonntry 
he  would  find  that  covreion  prevailed  tcr  a 
very  alarming  extent.  He  would  not  at^ 
tempt  to  go  into  the  argumenta  on  thk 
question,  as  they  had  been  much  mfwe 
ably  stated  than  he  could  possibly  state 
them  )  but  be  would  relate  one  iostaoce  of 
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Southwark  (Mr.  D.  W.  Harvey),  and  by 
another  Member  of  the  House^  in  one  of 
which  he  said  the  ballot  was  recommended 
because  it  could  not  fail  of  becoming  the 
instrument  for  effecting  an  extension  of 
the  sufirage^  and  in  the  other,  because  it 
would  lead  to  a  shortening  of  the  duration 
of  Parliaments.  Now,  the  real  effect  of 
the  ballot  would  be  to  make  the  10/. 
householder  perfectly  independent  in  the 
exercise  of  his  vote ;  and  that,  he  supposed, 
was  what  the  opponents  of  the  ballot  did 
not  wish.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  was  wrong  in  saying  that  he 
had  introduced  no  novelty  into  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  question.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  too  modest.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  been  guilty  of  the 
great  novelty  of  being  too  frank.  The 
argument  advanced  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  an  argument  against  represen- 
tative government  altogether,  and  that  was 
what  the  opposition  to  the  ballot .  really 
meant.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  stated 
it  as  one  of  his  objections,  that  by  the 
ballot  the  people  would  in  times  of  excite- 
ment obtain  the  power  of  exercising  their 
franchise  in  a  manner  dangerous  to  the 
peace  of  society,  because  it  would  be  in 
opposition  to  the  more  wealthy  and  in- 
telligent. But  if  open  voting  had  the 
effect  of  subjecting  the  voter  in  one  case  to 
the  influence  of  the  powerful,  how  did  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  provide  for  its  not 
always  producing  this  effect  ?  And  as  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  not  defined  the 
peculiar  crises  in  which  one  class  ought  to 
have  this  control  over  the  votes  of  the  rest, 
and  as  it  appeared  impossible  to  do  so,  he 
could  not  help  inferring  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  really  wished  that  the  rich  should 
in  all  cases  have  the  power  of  controlling 
the  franchise  of  the  rest  of  the  community, 
and  this  was  the  real  ground  of  opposition 
to  the  ballot.  The  ballot  was  opposed 
because  it  would  substitute  representation 
in  the  place  of  nomination.  Every  argu- 
ment upon  which  the  opposition  rested 
distinctly  avowed  it.  By  the  Reform  Act 
the  people  obtained  the  suffrage;  but 
matters  had  since  been  so  managed  as  to 
render  the  effect  of  that  measure  in  a  great 
degree  null ;  and  now  that  the  true  and 
legitimate  objects  of  the  Act  had  been  de- 
feated, the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  came 
forward  and  declared  themselves  its  stanch 
supporters  ?  Why  ?  Because  it  kept  the 
voter  in  thrall — because  it  prevented  the  in- 
dependent exercise  of  the  franchise — because 
it  neutralized  the  act  and  the  principle  of 
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representation  which  those  Gentlemen  had 
always  opposed.  \^Cries .  of  '*  Ok  !*'  and 
"  Divide .'"]  He  had  always  observed,  that, 
nothing  so  much  excited  a  noisy  and 
obstreperous  cry  of  "  Oh  ! "  from  the  op- 
position benches  as  a  plain  telling  of  the 
truth.  The  fact  was,  that  since  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  become  practical 
reformers,  they  had  forgotten  all  their 
ancient  principles  of  conduct,  and  nothing 
was  now  so  distasteful  to  them  as  to  be 
reminded  of  their  former  sayings  and 
doinj^s.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Stroud,  did  not  oppose  the  ballot  with  the 
same  view,  he  admitted  that  the  vote 
ought  to  be  free;  but,  somewhat  oscil- 
lating between  aristocracy  and  democracy, 
he  added,  that  he  thought  it  ought  to  be 
checked  by  responsibility — to  whom  he  could 
not  make  out,  whether  to  the  aristocracy 
or  to  the  democracy.  He  himself  stood 
between  the  two,  and  said,  that  the  voters 
to  whom  the  Reform  Act  gave  the  franchise 
were  the  fit  depositories  of  political  power, 
and  that  means  ought  to  be  given  to  them 
of  exercising  their  franchise  with  freedom 
and  security.  But  he  maintained,  that  the 
legal  gift  of  the  franchise  had  been  nulli- 
fied by  the  deficiency  which  existed  in  the 
mode  of  voting.  He  asked  for  no  increase 
of  the  franchise.  He  did  not  agree  with 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  in  spite 
of  their  professed  respect  for  the  Reform 
Act,  endeavoured  last  Session,  when  they 
voted  for  the  proposition  of  Sir  James 
Grahani,  to  curtail  the  franchise  by  de- 
priving a  large  class  of  electors  of  the  right 
to  vote.  He  did  not  agree  with  those  who 
wished  to  disfranchise  the  freemen  or  the 
50/.  leaseholders.  He  wished  to  disfran- 
chise no  man.  He  would  leave  the  fran- 
chise as  it  now  stood,  neither  curtailing  it 
nor  extending  it.  That  was  his  wish  at 
present ;  but  he  did  not  mean  to  say,  that 
hereafter  an  extension  of  the  suffrage  might 
not  be  necessary.  He  was  not  presumptuous 
enough  to  lay  dowti  laws  to  bind  posterity. 
He  did  not  think,  that  the  franchise  pre- 
scribed bv  the  Reform  Act  was  a  franchise 
that  should  last  for  ever.  But  he  had 
no  intention  to  change  it ;  he  merely 
wished  it  to  be  unfettered.  For  that 
purpose  he  supported  the  ballot.  It  was 
not  to  the  principle,  but  to  the  defective 
machinery  of  the  Reform  Act  that  he 
and  those  who  thought  with  him  upon 
the  subject  of  the  ballot,  attributed  the 
evils  of  which  they  complained.  "  The  Re- 
form Act,"  he  continued,  '^  is  a  good  Act, 
if  you  would  carry  it  into  effective  opera* 
2  R 
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servatire  scale.  This  it  was  that  produced 
that  reaction  to  which  on  a  former  occa- 
sion the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tam worth,  alluded.  His  Brm 
opinion  was,  that  if  such  measures  as  the 
present  were  pressed  for,  the  effect  would 
be  that  that  reaction  would  be  increased. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  intimidation  were 
still  carried  on  to  the  lamentable  extent  to 
which  it  had  often  proceeded,  there  would 
be  such  a  reaction  in  the  public  mind  as 
to  call  for  some  remedy,  either  the  ballot 
or  some  other,  with  a  force  that  there 
would  be  no  resisting.  He  would  not  de- 
tain the  House  longer.  He  had  stated 
his  honest  opinions  ;  and  however  dis- 
pleasing those  opinions  might  be  to  some 
of  his  friends,  he  trusted  that  they  would 
be  reconciled  to  what  he  conscientiously 
believed  to  be  his  duty — to  vote  against 
the  present  proposition. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  :* — Mr.  Speaker,  one 
charge  has  been  preferred  against  me  in 
the  course  of  this  debate  to  which  I  must 
plead  guilty.  The  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Ward)  has  asserted,  that  on  the  last 
occasions  on  which  the  question  of  ballot  has 
been  brought  forward,  I  have  contented  my. 
self  with  a  silent  Fote.  This  is  the  fact :  but 
as  I  have  on  three  several  occasions,  since 
the  year  1 830,  delivered  my  opinions  oo 
the  subject  of  the  ballot — as  I  have  de- 
clared my  decided  objections  to  that  mode 
of  taking  votes,  and  my  reasons  for  enter- 
taining them,  I  do  not  consider  the  impu- 
tation of  occasional  silence  a  very  serious 
one.  It  is  painful  to  travel  over  and  over 
again  the  beaten  circle  of  a  stale  and 
exhausted  subject,  and  to  consume  the 
precious  time  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
by  the  repetition  of  statements  and  argu- 
ments perfectly  familiar  to  your  hearers. 
If  I  could  have  recriminated  on  the  hon. 
Gentleman — if  I  could  have  charged  him 
with  the  offence  of  holding  his  tongue,  I 
cannot  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  the  debate 
would  have  suffered  from  his  silence. 

He  imputes  to  me  a  great  confusion  of 
ideas,  in  confounding  a  right  with  a  trust, 
in  considering  the  franchise  of  the  voter  to 
be  a  trust,  for  the  exercise  of  which  he  is 
responsible.  He  says,  that  I  was  the  first 
who  discovered  that  the  privilege  of  voting 
was  of  the  nature  of  a  public  trust,  and 
that  the  doctrine  is  exclusively  mine. 

Now,  first,  as  to  the  novelty  and  the 
exclusiveness  of  this  doctrine.  I  have 
heard  the  following  question  put  in  this 

*  From  a  report  published  by  Murray. 


House  by  others  than  by  me :  '*  What  it 
the  nature  and  obligation  of  the  electonl 
trust  ?"  I  have  heard  this  House  adjured 
in  emphatic  language  to  ''guard  the  com- 
monwealth against  innumerable  breadics 
of  trust  committed  by  electors.'*  I  have 
heard  supposed  appeals  made  to  this 
House  by  electors  couched  in  the  following 
language :  "  We  (the  electors)  are  tempted 
on  every  side  to  induce  us  to  forfeit  our 
trust."  These  are  not  extracts  from  my 
speeches,  but  from  the  speeches  of  the 
Member  for  the  city  of  London  (Mr.  Grote). 
He,  indeed,  denies,  that  publicity  is  any 
security  for  the  faithful  performanoe  of 
the  trust.  He  thinks  the  ballot  will 
enable  the  voter  to  discharge  bis  duty 
more  conscientiously;  but  he  does  not 
deny  that  the  voter  has  a  public  duty  to 
perform — that  he  has  had  committed  to 
him  a  most  important  trust.  The  difi^- 
ence  between  him  and  me  is  not  as  to  the 
existence  of  the  trust,  but  as  to  the  secu- 
rity for  its  faithful  discharge.  The  doc- 
trine, therefore,  in  regard  to  tlie  elector's 
franchise  being  a  trust,  is  neither  novel 
nor  exclusively  mine. 

Now  for  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman contesting  that  doctrine.  He 
says  the  franchise  is  not  a  trust,  because  it 
is  a  right.  As  if  a  trust  could  not  be 
coincident  with  a  right.  I  presume  I 
have  at  present  a  right,  an  absolute  legal 
right,  for  a  time  limited  by  law,  to  a  seat 
in  Parliament.  But  have  I  not  a  tinst, 
also^  co-existing  with,  and  derived  from, 
that  right?  But,  further,  according  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  the  elective  franchise 
is  not  only  a  right,  but  it  is  a  right  par- 
taking of  the  nature  of  property :  it  is  a 
right  of  the  elector  as  absolutely  his  own 
as  any  other  property  can  be.  Was  there 
ever  heard  such  a  doctrine?  Was  the 
elective  franchise  ever  placed  upon  such  a 
thoroughly  sordid  ground  ?  If  the  fan." 
chise  be  a  right  involving  no  trust,  and 
partaking  of  all  the  incidents  of  property, 
why  does  the  hon.  Gentleman  object  to 
the  sale  of  votes  ?  According  to  him  the 
elector  has  an  unquestionable  right  to  dis- 
pose of  this  species  of  his  property  to  the 
best  bidder.  Why^  then,  call  for  the 
ballot? 

Now,  what  is  the  origin  of  this,  the 
really  novel  doctrine,  of  which  the  hon. 
Grentleman  will  probably  prove,  not  only 
the  first,  but  the  single  advocate  ?  It  is 
not  mere  confusion  of  ideas  on  his  part. 
It  is  that  he  feels  the  pressure  of  the  argu- 
ment iu  favour  of  publicityi  as  a  secaritjr 
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for  the  faithful  execation  of  any  public 
trust.  It  becomes^  therefore,  his  manifest 
interest  to  show^  if  he  can,  that  the  elec- 
tive franchise  is  not  a  trust;  that  it  is 
thereby  exempted  from  the  application  of 
that  rule  of  publicity  which  is  considered 
the  most  effectual  check  against  abuse. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  the  man  who  pro- 
posed the  present  system  of  taking  votes 
ID  this  House — ^who  extended  the  time  of 
a  division  from  ten  minutes  to  half  an 
hour,  fur  the  express  purpose  of  preventing 
secret  voting — of  publishing  the  names  of 
the  Members  who  vote  on  any  question, 
and  the  side  upon  which  they  vote,  in 
order  that  their  constituents  and  the 
public  may  know  the  fact — in  order  that 
Members  may  be  responsible  to  public 
opinion -»in  order  that  the  salutary  check 
of  publicity  may  constantly  exercise  its 
tacit  but  powerful  influence.  What  avails 
it,  to  say  that  the  function  of  a  Member 
of  Parliament  is  different  from  the  func- 
tion of  a  voter — that  the  privilege  and  the 
trust  of  each  respectively  are  derived  from 
different  sources  ?  The  question  is,  if 
both  are  public  trusts,  why  is  not  the 
security  against  abuse,  admitted  to  be 
good  in  the  one  case,  good  in  the  other? 
The  ballot  would  occasionally  give  dif- 
ferent results  from  open  voting,  if  adopted 
in  this  House— it  would  be  occasionally  a 
check  against  the  undue  influence  of 
private  partialities  and  of  party  spirit,  but 
you  refuse,  and  wisely  refuse,  to  purchase 
these  occasional  advantages  at  the  cost  of 
greater  evils  and  greater  abuses?  Upon 
you  rests  the  proof,  that  the  same  prin- 
ciple does  not  apply  to  the  secret  voting  of 
electors,  and  there  cannot  be  a  more  signal 
proof,  that  you  feel  the  pressure  of  the 
argument  against  vou,  than  that  you  fly 
for  refuge  to  the  ridiculous  position,  that 
a  privilege,  which  is  a  right,  cannot  involve 
a  trust;  and  to  the  monstrous  doctrine, 
that  the  elective  franchise  is  a  right  of  the 
voter  over  which  he  has  a  control  as  abso- 
lute as  that  which  he  has  over  his  pro- 
perty. So  much  for  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
complaint  against  others,  of  a  confusion  of 
ideas,  and  novelty  of  doctrine. 

llie  hon.  Gentleman  has  another  appeal 
to  make  to  me.  He  says,  that  I  have 
declared  myself  an  advocate  for  the  correc- 
tion of  all  proved  abuses,— this  term  also 
having  been,  like  the  argument  in  respect 
to  the  franchise,  a  discovery  of  mine. 
Now,  says  the  hon.  Gentleman,  as  I  can 
show  the  abuse  of  intimidation  and  undue 
iDfiuence  to  be  incident  to  open  votingi 


and  as  you  are  pledged  to  correct  proved 
abuses,  you  must  aaopt  my  remedy  of  the 
ballot,  or  propose  a  substitute.  My  answer 
is,  that  from  the  complicated  relations  of 
society  —  from  the  perversity  of  human 
nature — from  the  imperfection  of  all 
human  devices— every  institution,  every 
public  right  that  exists,  must  be  liable  to 
occasional  abuse.  Show  me  one  that  is 
free  from  it.  Is  trial  by  jury  never 
abused  ?  Is  the  liberty  of  the  press  never 
abused  ?  Will  it  be  sufficient  that  every 
shallow  projector  should  show  an  abuse,  in 
order  that  he  may  claim  assent  to  his 
remedy  ?  Surely  he  must  satisfy  us,  that 
in  the  correction  of  one  abuse  he  is  not 
engendering  others  of  greater  magnitude  ? 
that  in  cutting  out  one  gangrenous  part, 
he  is  not  injuring  the  vitals? 

My  belief  is,  that  abuse  in  this  case  does 
exist,  but  that  the  extent  of  it  is  grossly 
exaggerated;  that  landlords,  speaking 
generally,  are  not  the  tyrants  they  are 
represented  to  be;  that  the  influence' they 
exercise,  is  not  so  much  the  influence  of 
intimidation  as  the  natural  and  legitimate 
influence  which  is  almost  insepamble  horn 
the  relation  of  landlord  and  tenant.  There 
is  no  doubt,  that  during  a  contested  elec- 
tion every  appeal  that  can  be  made  to  the 
prejudices,  passions,  feelings,  interests,  of 
the  voters,  is  made  by  each  party,  and  will 
continue  to  be  made,  whatever  may  be  the 
mode  of  taking  votes.  But  we  must  not 
confound  the  language  of  heated  partisans 
during  the  contest  with  the  practical  exer- 
cise of  power  afterwards ;  and  1  apprehend 
that  the  instances  are  of  rare  occurrence, 
in  which  a  tenant,  voting  against  the 
wishes  of  his  landlord,  is  dispossessed  of 
his  holding :  that  when  the  excitement 
which  prevailed  during  the  conflict  has 
subsidea,  better  feelings  regain  the  as- 
cendency, and  the  tenant  is  not  disturbed. 
I  come  to  this  conclusion  quite  as  much 
from  a  consideration  of  what  is  the  interest 
of  the  landlord  as  from  implicit  confidence 
in  his  sense  of  justice  and  generosity.  It 
clearly  would  not  be  for  the  pecuniary 
interest  of  landlords  to  eject  tenants, 
eligible  in  other  respects,  because  they 
were  lukewarm  or  hostile  at  an  election. 
But  it  may  be  said  that  party  feelings, 
that  the  electioneering  spirit  of  the  land, 
lord  will  prevail  over  his  pecuniary  interest. 
My  answer  is,  that  the  political  influence 
of  the  landlord  will  be  injured  by  harsh- 
ness and  severity  towards  his  tenants,  and 
that  you  have  in  that  public  opinion, 
which  you  will  paralyse  by  secret  rotingi 
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BeDnett,  J. 
BentiDck,  Lord  G. 
Bethel,  R. 
Blackburne^  L. 
Blackstone^  W.  S. 
Blair^  J. 

Blennerhassett,  A. 
Boiling,  W. 
Borthwicky  P. 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Broad  ley,  H. 
Broad  wood,  H. 
Brownrigg,  S. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Brages,  W.  H.  L. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Bnrdett,  Sir  Francis 
Burr,  H. 
Burrell,  Sir  C. 
Burroughes,  H.  N. 
Byng,  G. 

Byngy  right  hon.  G.S. 
Campbell,  Sir  H. 
Campbell,  W.  F. 
Canning,  Sir  S. 
Cantilupe,  Viscount 
Castlereagfa,  Viscount 
Cavendish,  hoii.  C. 
Cavendish,  hon,  G.  H. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Chandos,  Marq.  of 
Chaplin,  Colonel 
Chapman,  A. 
Chetwynd,  Major 
Ghishoiro,  A. 
Christopher,  R. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
Clive,  Visct. 
dive,  R.  H. 
Codrington,  C.  W. 
Cole,  Visct. 
Colqahoan,  Sir  J. 
CoroptODj  H.  C. 
Conolly,  £. 
Coote,  Sir  C.  H. 
Copeland,  Alderman 
Conry»  hon.  H. 
Courtenay,  P. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Cresswell,  C. 
Cripps,  J. 
Curry,  W. 
Dalrymnle,  Sir  A. 
Darner,  non.  D. 
Darby,  0. 
Darlington,  Kart  of 
Da  Uorsay,  8.  H. 
Dick,  Q. 
Dlsiaeli,  B. 
Dotting  A«  JBU 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  K, 
Doun>,  Man)iie» 
Dowdww^ll,  >V. 
Dtim^KK  T, 
D«i<td«l«,  \\\  S. 
lHiiicomb4^»  W, 


Duncombe,  A. 
Dundas,  hon.  T* 
DuDgannon,  Visct. 
Dunlop,  J. 
East,  J.  B. 
Eastnor,  Visct. 
Eaton,  R.  J 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Egerton,  Lord  F. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Ellis,  J. 
Estcourt,  T. 
Evans,  W. 
Famham,  E.  B. 
Farrand,  R. 
Fielden,  W. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fergusson^  rt.  hon.  C. 
Fitzroy,  hon.  H. 
Fleming,  J. 
Foley,  E.  T. 
Follett,  Sir  W. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forester,  hon.  G- 
Fremantle,  T. 
French,  F. 

Gaskell,  Jas.  Milnes 
Gibson,  T. 
Gladstone,  W.  E. 
Glynne,  Sir  S.  R. 
Goddard,  A. 
Godson,  R. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  O.J.R. 
Gore,  O.  W. 
Goring,  H.  D. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon. 
Grant,  hon.  Col. 
Greene,  T. 
Greenaway,  C. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grimston,  hon.  E.  II. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Halford,  H. 
Halse,  J. 
Handley,  H. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Harcouit,  G.  S. 
Hardinge,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

H. 
HaHand,W.C. 
Hawkes,  T. 
Hayes,  Sir  £. 
Heathcoat,  Sir  G. 
Ileaihcote,  G.  J. 
Heneafe,  £. 
Heoniker^  Lord 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Herries,  J.  C. 
HilU  Sir  R. 
Hillsborough,  Earl  of 
Hmde,J.  H. 
HoblHHise,  Sir  J. 
Hodgson,  F. 


Hodgson,  R. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Holmes,  W.  A'C. 
Holmes,  W. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Hope,  H.  T, 
Hotham,  Viscount 
Houldsworth,  T. 
Houstoun,  G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howard,  hon.  W. 
Howick,  Viscount 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Ingestre,  Visct. 
Ingham,  R. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Irton,  S. 
Irving,  J. 
Jackson,  Sergeant 
James,  Sir  W.  C. 
Jermyn^  Earl 
Johnstone,  H. 
Jones,  J. 
Jones,  W. 
Jones,  T. 
Kemble,  Henry 
Knatchbull,  Sir  E. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W. 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
Lefroy,  hon.  T. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  George 
Lennox,  Lord  Arthur 
Leveson,  Lord 
Lewis,  W, 
Liddell,  H.  T. 
Litton,  E. 
Lockhart,  A.  M. 
Logan,  H. 
Long,  W. 
Lowther,  J. 
Lygon,  G. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackinnon,  W. 
Maclean,  D. 
Mactaggart,  J. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Mahony,  P. 
Maidstone,  Visct 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Marsland,  T. 
Marton,  G. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Mannsell,  T.  P. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Miles,  W. 
Miles,P.W.S. 
Milnes,  fL  M. 
Milton,  Visct. 
Money  penny,  T. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J, 
Morpeth,  Viscoont 
Neeld,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 


Norreys,  Lord 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Pakington,  J.  S* 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmer,  G. 
Palmerstouy  Viscount 
Parker,  M. 
Parker,  R.  T. 
Parker,  T.  A.  W. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  right  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Pemberton,  T. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Perceval  hon.  G. 
Peyton,  H. 
Philips,  Sir  R. 
Pinney,  W. 
Planta,  right  hon  J. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Polhill,  F. 
Powell,  Colonel 
Praed,  Winthrop  M. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Price,  R. 
Fringle,  A. 
Pusey,  P. 
Reid,  Sir  J. 
Rice,  right  hon.  T.  S. 
Richards,  Richard 
Rickford,  W. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Rolleston,  L. 
Rose,  right  Hon.  Sir  G. 
Round,  J« 
Rushbrook,  R. 
Rushout,  G. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
St  Paul,  H. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sandon,  Visct 
Scarlett^  hon.  J. 
Scarlett,  hon.  lU 
Shaw,  right  hon.  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Shirley,  £.  J. 
Stbthorp,  Col. 
Slaney,  R.  A. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  hon.  D. 
Sonersety  Lord  G. 
Spencer,  hon.  F. 
Stanley,  E. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Strangways,  boo.  J. 
Sturt,  H.  C. 
Sugden,  rt.  hn.  Sir  £. 
Surrey,  Earl  of 
Talbot,  C.  R. 
Tollemache,  F. 
Townley,  R.  G. 
Trench,  Sir  F. 
Tamer,  E. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
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Verner,  Col. 
Viiliers,  Lord 
ViTian,  J.  £. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Welby,  G.  E. 
Westenra,  H.  R. 
Wilberforce,  William 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Wilbraharo,  B.  ' 
Wilkins,  W. 
Williams,  R. 
Wilshere,  W.  E. 
Wodehouse,  E. 


Wood,  C. 
Wood,  G.  W. 
Wood,  T. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wynn,  C.  W. 
York,  hon.  E. 
Young,  G.  F. 
Young,  J. 
Young,  Sir  W. 

TELLEAS. 

Seymour,  Lord 
Smith,  R.  V. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS 
Friday,  February  16,  1838. 

MfNVTBft.]  PetltioDS  presented  By  Lord  Sboratk,  firom 
the  Guardiuu  of  an  Union  ia  Glouceitendiije,  for  the 
Amendment  on  the  Beer-Iiceming  Acta;  and  firom  Hol- 
ford.  for  the  immediate  abolition  of  Negro  Slavery. — By 
the  Earl  of  Raowob,  fhxn  Richmond,  Yorkshire*  and 
from  the  city  of  York,  for  the  Vote  by  Ballot— By  Lord 
BaouoBAM,  firom  Holbeek,  ShreiMbury,  Kilmamo(±, 
and  BrainCree,  for  ao  extension  of  the  Suifrage ;  from 
ReddingtOD  and  Gateshead,  for  a  system  of  National 
Education  {  firom  Bredcon,  and  the  Gorbals,  agunst  addi- 
tional endowments  for  the  Scotch  Church;  from  Dundee, 
for  an  alteration  in  the  constitution  of  the  SherifV 
Courts  (Scotland) ;  from  Montioss,  to  deprive  the  King 
of  Hanover  of  his  allowance;  from  Gisbum,  for  a  revi- 
sion of  the  Criminal  Law;  firom  Cirencester  and  Walsall, 
against  the  system  of  Negro  Apprenticeship ;  from  Ar- 
drossan,  fiir  the  protection  of  the  Elective  Franchise, 
and  a  system  of  National  Education ;  firom^  the  Procura- 
tors of  Cupar,  against  any  law  for  the  regulations  of  their 
practice;  from  Bradford,  and  Staflbrd,  for  a  reduction 
of  Postage;  from  the  Poplar  Institution,  from  Berwick- 
on-Tweed,  Leicester,  and  Gateshead,  in  favour  of  Na- 
tional Education;  from  Dumbarton,  and  Glasgow,  fiir  a 
repeal  of  the  Corn-laws;  and  from  Braintiee,  Lambeth, 
and  Buckington,  i^ainst  compulsory  measures  towards 
the  Canadians* 


The  Vote  bt  Ballot.]  Lord 
Brougham  presented  a  petition  from 
Wigan,  praying  for  an  extension  of  the 
Suffrage,  the  shortening  of  Parliament, 
and  Vote  by  Ballot.  This  petition,  with 
many  which  he  presented  last  night, 
related  to  a  subject  which  he  perceived,  by 
the  votes  of  Parliament,  had  occupied  the 
attention  of  the  other  branch  of  the  Le- 
gislature, and  though,  knowing  their 
Lordships  as  he  did,  he  might  be  disposed 
to  congratulate  them  on  the  division, 
which  carried,  no  doubt,  what  appeared 
to  them  to  be  a  proper  vote,  by  a  majority 
of  117,  yet  he  was  afraid,  and  he  felt 
bound  to  say  it,  that  another  such  victory 
would  be  their  Lordships*  ruin.  The  mo- 
tion for  the  ballot  had  been  supported  by 
198,  exclusive  of  the  two  tellers,  which 
was  an  addition  of  about  one-fifth  to  the 
whole  number  of  those  who  had  sup. 
ported  the  motion  on  the  last  occasion ; 

and  he  must  wj  that|  unless  their  Lord* 


I  ships  made  up  their  minds  either  to  this 
measure  or  some  measure  of  the  sort  for 
the  protection  of  electors,  it  appeared 
likely  to  be  carried  against  them.  The 
time  appeared  to  him  to  be  come  when 
something  must  be  done.  At  all  events, 
there  was  a  large  proportion,  even  with 
the  interest  of  Government  against  it,  of 
the  constituency  in  favour  of  some  more 
effectual  protection  to  be  given  to  the  voter 
in  the  exercise  of  his  elective  franchise ; 
and  he  knew  it  was  equally  so  in  Scotland. 
If,  therefore,  some  effective  protection  was 
not  given,  it  would  be  a  solitary  case 
within  his  experience  of  a  great  measure, 
in  which  the  public  interest  was  excited  to 
a  great  degree,  going  on  from  year  to  year 
increasing,  until  at  last  it  reached  the 
climax  of  a  large  number  of  the  constitu- 
ents and  their  representatives  marshalling 
themselves  in  combination  in  favour  of  a 
measure — it  would,  he  repeated,  be  the 
solitary  instance^  either  in  his  experience, 
or,  as  far  as  he  knew,  in  history,  if  such  a 
measure,  so  increasing  in  favour  with  the 
people  and  their  Representatives,  did  not 
sooner  or  later  become  law.  The  sooner, 
therefore,  their  Lordships  made  up  their 
minds  to  some  such  measure  as  this  the 
better  it  would  be  for  them. 

Lord  Whamcliffe  could  not  help  calling 
the  attention  of  their  Lordships  to  the 
fact,  that  when  the  Reform  Bill  was  dis* 
cussed  one  of  the  objections  made  by  his 
side  of  the  House  was,  that  if  the  measure 
passed  it  was  quite  impossible  that  the 
question  could  there  stand,  but  that  it 
must  inevitably  lead  to  the  enactment  of 
vote  by  ballot  and  an  extension  of  the 
suffrage.  Now,  if  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  was  correct  in  what  he  had  just 
stated,  it  would  appear  that  their  view  of 
the  matter  was  likely  to  be  realised,  and 
that,  instead  of  being  able  to  boast  of 
having  passed  a  final  measure  of  reform, 
the  parties  who  originally  raised  the 
question  would  now  have  to  fight 
the  battle  against  the  enactment  of 
these  two  supplemental  measures.  He 
confessed,  however,  he  did  not  view 
the  recent  discussion  in  the  other  House 
with  any  degree  of  fear.  On  the  contrary, 
he  felt  much  gratified  with  what  had  oc« 
curred,  for  he  perceived  by  the  debates 
that  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  in  the 
House  of  Commons  had  taken  the  part  he 
conceived  they  ought  to  take.  At  the 
same  time,  it  was  quite  true  that  if  they 

were  to  have  the  yote  by  ballot|  it  would 
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be  impossible  to  do  without  considerable 
extension  of  the  suffrage,  for  it  would  be 
absurd  to  suppose  that  the  non-electing 
body  would  allow  the  sufTrage  to  be  placed 
in  the  hands  of  persons  who  were  utterly 
irresponsible.  Therefore,  if  it  were  true 
that  the  question  of  the  vote  by  ballot 
was  much  advanced  by  the  decision  of  the 
House  of  Commons  last  night,  it  was 
quite  clear,  and  the  people  of  England 
ought  fully  to  understand  it,  that  the 
question  of  an  extension  of  suffrage  had 
been  equally  advanced. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  nothing  had 
been  further  from  his  intention  than  to 
impute  fear  to  the  noble  Baron.  Fear  was 
not  in  the  nature  of  the  noble  Baron's 
life ;  but  he  did  think  that  he  must  feel 
some  little  alarm  at  the  result  of  last 
night's  proceedings  in  the  other  House. 
As  for  himself,  he  felt  no  alarm  whatever 
at  the  observations  just  made  by  the  noble 
Baron,  for  he  was  of  a  decided  opinion 
that  giving  the  vote  by  ballot,  without  at 
the  same  time  extending  the  suffrage, 
would  prove,  so  far  from  beneficial,  most 
detrimental  to  Parliamentary  Reform. 

Petition  laid  on  the  table. 
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HOUSE  OF    COMMONS, 
Friday y  February  16,  1838. 

Mm 6TSf«.}  PetilioM  prcMnted.  By  Mr.  TtKmir bly,  fram 
Liverpool,  for  the  Ballot,  and  Hoasehold  SuflVace<-~By 
Mr.  Hkatucot«»  from  a  place  in  Linortnshive,  in  favour 
of  the  Rating  of  Tenements  Bill.— By  Mr.  Bainks,  from 
a  place  hi  SomcnelsMre,  for  the  aboHtioii  of  Hegto  A|v 
ptentkeriup;  from  the  Medical  Piaetitionen  of  Leeds, 
to  prohibit  petsonf  not  duly  Hcemed  acting  in  a  Medi- 
cal eapaeiCy. — By  Mr.  Gnsaira,  from  Lancaster,  against 
Ihe  Borough  BonkUvies  Bilk— By  Mr.  G.  BtaajiuiT, 
from  Colford,  for  the  abolition  of  Negm  Apprenticeship. 
— By  Mr.  JoHwaroNK,  from  the  Presbytery  of  Edinbui^h, 
for  the  means  of  ReBglDiiB  Instmedon.— By  Mr.  Ellick, 
from  Coventry,  in  lavour  of  a  National  system  of  Edu- 
cation ;  for  more  expeditions  oommunications  by  Post  \ 
and  against  the  Municipal  Boundaries  Bill.— By  Lord  W. 
Baarnircc,  ft«m  the  ChaMber  of  Commeroe,  Olaigow, 
for  niedttetion of  duties  on  Martne  lowirMiess.  By  Mr. 
WiLMAHAM,  from  Cheshire^  for  a  total  lepeal  of  the 
Poor-law  Amendment  Act—By  Sir  R.  Inoms,  for  the 
oontinuanoe  of  a  Bishop  of  Sodor  and  HaAr— By  Mr. 
T^WTHan,  from  Runcorn,  and  other  places,  for  Outdoor 
Reliefs— By  Mr.  W.  STANLsr,  from  Caernarvon,  for  pro* 
taction  to  thn  Etoetive  FraneMsci  9f  Mr.  Dnnriaroim , 
from  Ola^w,  for  a  repeal  of  the  Con»>law»«— By  Laid 
WoncLiT,  from  Lincolnshire,  and  from  the  Isle  of  Wight, 
praying  for  Vote  by  Ballot — By  Mr.  Okattam,  from  a 
place  in  fidaad,  for  Uie  ahcMttcM  of  Tkhak-^-By  Mr.  S. 
U^Bniur*  from  places  in  Ireland,  for  N^gio  Emaacipn* 
tion(  fortiieaboUtiooof  Tithe;  for  Municipal  Reform} 
and  Vote  by  Ballot — By  Mr.  Entn.  from  Oxford,  for 
the  Ballot.— By  Mr.  HaMa,  from  the  Meehani^  Institii- 
thm,  Uabridge,  fot  an  ExtcMi«n  of  the  8ulfra«»$  and 
from  parishes  in  Kilkenny,  for  Municipal  Reform.—  By 
ftir  R.  PcaL,  IktMU  the  MtoisMvand  BMers  aX  the  Pres. 
t»yttry  of  Olaiiow,  for  n  otniiMk  of  ChoTCb 


House  or  Lords.]  Mr.  Orote  bad  a 
petition  to  present  from  Merthyr  Tydvil, 
signed  by  nearly  3,800  individuals.  The 
petitioners  prayed  for  universal  suffrage, 
the  abolition  of  the  property  qoalificatioo, 
vote  by  ballot,  short  Parliaosents,  and  aa 
elective  House  of  Lords. 

Viscount  Dungannon  objected  to  the 
petition  being  received.  The  petitionen 
prayed  for  an  elective  Housa  of  Lordsi, 
which  he  conceived  was  irregular.  He 
moved  that  the  petition  be  read. 

The  petition  was  accordingly  read. 

Viscount  Dungannon  put  it  to  the  chair 
whether  such  a  petition  could  be  laid  on 
the  table.  The  petitioners  prayed  that  the 
House  of  Lords  might  be  made  elective, 
and  the  acceptanee  of  tbe  petition  would 
be  an  improper  interference  with  the  other 
House  of  Parliament. 

The  Speaker  did  not  think,  that  in 
strictness  the  petition  could  be  refused. 
Tbe  House  bad  allowed  a  discuaaion  to 
take  place  last  Session  in  regard  to  reforms 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  that  discussion 
having  been  permitted,  he  did  not 
think  the  petition  could  consisteatly  be 
refused. 

Mr.  0*C(mnc2/ reminded  the  noble  Lord, 
that  the  Irish  peers  had  been  made  elective. 
The  noble  Lord  was  an  interested  parly, 
and  ought  to  have  been  the  last  person  lo 
start  the  objection  he  had  raised,  as  but  lor 
the  Union  he  would  have  been  an  hereditary 
peer  of  f  rcland. 

Viscount  Dungannon  said,  two  years  ago 
a  petition  had  been  offered  praying  for  the 
exclusion  of  the  Bishops  from  the  House  of 
Lords.  To  that  petition  he  had  called  the 
attention  of  the  chair,  and  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  had  decided  that  it  ought  not 
to  be  received.  He  felt  it  his  duty  to  recal 
that  circumstance  to  the  recollection  of  the 
right  hon.  the  Speaker,  as  he  thought  tbe 
first  decision  ou^ht  to  decide  the  fate  of 
the  present  petition. 

Tlve  Speaker  had  no  recolleclion  of  the 
circumstance  to  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
alluded.  He  bad  simply  staled  his  own 
impression  in  regard  to  the  matter,  and  it 
was  for  the  House  to  decide  whether  the 
petition  ought  or  ought  not  to  be  received. 

Tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
no  one  could  be  more  opposed  to  the 
prayer  of  the  petition  tlian  be  was,  but  he 
could  see  no  objection  to  its  being 
received.  Suppose  a  petition  were  pre- 
sented to  tht*  House  of  Lords,  praying  for 
a  reform  of  the  House  of  CooMnoosi  or  lo 
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exclude  any  person  from  the  House  who 
was  perfectly  qualified  to  sit  there,  and  who 
was  duly  elected,  he  did  not  think  such  a 
prayer  should  cause  the  rejection  of  the 
petition.  He  was  of  opinion,  that  however 
much  the  prayer  of  the  petition  might  be 
at  variance  with  the  views  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers, stilly  as  there  was  nothing  disrespect- 
ful in  the  language,  it  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  be  laid  upon  the  table. 

Sir  R.  Inglis  said,  if  the  prayer  had 
been,  not  for  an  elective  House  of  Peers, 
but  for  an  elective  Sovereign,  would  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  he 
would  ask,  contend  that  the  petition  ought 
to  be  received  ?  He  could  not  believe  the 
hon.  Member  would.  If  the  House  were 
to  tolerate  petitions  in  which  parties  de- 
manded an  elective  House  of  Lords,  he  saw 
no  reason  why  others  should  not  be  pre- 
sented asking  for  an  elective  Sovereign. 

Mr.  O'Connell  had  not  alluded  to  Eng- 
land. His  remarks  had  had  reference 
solely  to  Ireland,  where  tbe  peers  were 
elective,  and  where,  but  for  the  Union,  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  raised  the  objection 
would  have  an  hereditary  seat  in  an  Irish 
House  of  Lords. 

Mr.  Grole  observed,  tliat  from  what 
had  been  said  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  it  might  be  supposed  that  this  was 
the  first  petition  with  a  prayer  having 
reference  to  the  constitution  of  the  House 
oi  Lords  which  had  ever  been  offered  in 
that  House.  Such,  however,  was  by  no 
means  the  case,  as  many  similar  petitions 
had  been  presented. 

Petition  laid  on  the  table. 

PooR-LAWs(IaBLdVD).]  The  Chan^ 
ceUor  of  the  Exchequer  in  moving  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  going  into  Committee 
on  the  Irish  Poor-law  Bill,  wished  to  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  Monaghan  to  post- 
pone his  motion  for  an  instruction  to  the 
Committee  to  introduce  a  provision  for 
aettleiBeot.  He  thought,  tcoording  to  the 
rule  of  the  Honae,  the  hon.  Member  had 
not  the  power  to  raise,  by  way  of  instruc- 
tion lo  the  Committee,  any  queation  of  the 
kind  before  going  into  Committee.  If 
this  question  might  be  entertained  now,  it 
was  quite  clear  that  they  might  add  to  it 
a  discusBion  on  the  principle  of  the  bill, 
and  oa  all  the  separate  clauses.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  authority  of  the  Speaker  in 
more  than  one  case  was  against  the  course 
proposed  to  be  pursued  by  the  hon.  Oen- 
tleman. 


Mr.  LucQS  said,  it  was  by  no  oceans  bi9 
wish  to  do  anything  contrary  to  the  past 
practice  of  the  House,  or  to  take  prece- 
dence against  the  convenience  of  any  hon. 
Member  who  was  entitled  to  address  the 
House  first.  His  reason  for  moving  this 
question  in  the  form  of  an  instruction  to 
the  Committee  was,  that  when  the  House 
went  into  Committee  on  the  English 
Poor-law  Bill,  they  found  themselves  en- 
tangled at  every  step  by  this  very  ques-' 
tion,  and  therefore  he  had  proposed,  for 
the  sake  of  promoting  the  convenience  of 
the  House,  that  it  should  be  discussed  as 
a  preliminary  measure.  He  %vas  in  the 
hands  of  tbe  House,  but  be  thought  he 
should  be  allowed  to  proceed  with  hi^ 
motion. 

Mr.  F.  French  was  of  opinion,  tbe 
question  as  to  the  law  of  settlement,  pro* 
posed  to  be  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Monaghan  ought  to  be  decided  and 
disposed  of  before  the  bill  was  proceeded 
with  in  Committee. 

Mr.  O* Conn^^  observed,  that  at  present 
there  was  no  settlement  clause  of  any  kind 
in  the  bill.  Now,  settlements  might  either 
be  in  unions,  or  local,  or  in  townlands,  or 
parochial,  or  national.  Any  of  these 
would  come  within  the  meaning  of  the 
bill.  It  seemed  to  him,  therefore,  it 
would  be  best  not  only  to  decide  whether 
or  not  there  should  be  any  law  of  settle- 
ment embodied  in  the  bill,  but  also  that  a 
particular  and  specific  law  of  settlement 
should  be  determined  upon. 

Sir  E,  Sugden  concurred  in  tbe  view 
suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin.  Until  the  question  of 
settlement  was  decided,  it  iva3  impossible 
to  say  what  the  bill  would  be.  If  the 
House  should  determine  there  should  be  a 
law  of  settlement,  then  he,  for  one,  should 
give  a  right  to  relief;  if  not,  he  should 
fruppori  the  bill  as  it  now  stood. 

Sir  R.  Peel  thought,  that  the  question 
of  settlement  involved  so  important  a 
principle,  that  it  ought  to  be  discussed  in 
a  different  manner  from  that  in  which  dis- 
cussions were  usually  carried  on  in  Com« 
mittee,  but,  at  the  aame  time  he  doubted 
whether  by  taking  it  otherwise  than  in 
Committee,  there  would  not  be  great 
difficulty  in  pronouncing  an  opinion  that 
there  shonid  be  any  law  of  settlement 
until  the  details  of  that  law  and  the  mode 
in  which  it  was  to  be  executed  were  known. 
Now,  in  Committee  it  would  be  possible 
to  afford  au  explanation  of  those  details 


ii3i 


Poor- Laws 


{COMMONS} 


(Ireland)* 


1232 


from  his  bon.  Friend^  the  Member  for 
Monagban,  than  whom  no  man  was  more 
able  to  discuss  this  question.  He  there- 
fore thought,  that  it  would  be  not  only 
more  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  the 
House,  but  would  be  manifestly  more  ad- 
vantageous, to  have  the  discussion  in 
Committee. 

Mr.  Lucas,  to  meet  the  convenience  of 
the  House,  would  raise  the  discussion  of 
the  law  of  settlement  in  the  Committee. 

Mr.  T,  Attwood  said,  before  the  House 
went  into  Committee,  he  wished  to  say  a 
few  words  upon  the  bill.  He  was  as 
friendly  to  Poor-laws  as  any  man,  but  he 
could  regard  this  measure  only  as  cruel  to 
the  paupers,  unjust  to  the  tenantry,  and 
as  a  delusion  on  the  people  of  Ireland. 
He  denied  that  Ireland  was  too  poor  for 
Poor-laws,  for  he  was  of  opinion  that  the 
Irish  nobility  and  gentry,  who  now  spent 
their  wealth  in  foreign  countries,  could 
easily  maintain  their  poor  as  paupers  or 
as  labourers.  He  would  take  the  liberty 
of  suggesting  two  or  three  measures  which 
he  thought  would  really  be  useful  to  the 
Irish  people.  The  first  was  the  abolition 
of  the  unjust  standard  of  value  which  now 
pressed  with  so  cruel  and  so  fraudulent  a 
hand  upon  the  Irish  tenantry.  Then, 
another  measure  he  would  recommend  was, 
to  arrest  the  arbitrary  power  of  the  land- 
owners, over  the  land,  the  arbitrary  and 
tyrannical  powers  exercised  by  the  Irish 
landlords  over  their  tenantry,  and  he 
would  take  possession  of  every  acre  of 
uncultivated  land  in  Ireland  in  all  cases 
where  the  owner  refused  to  bring  it  into 
cultivation.  This  had  been  done  in 
France,  and  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
in  doing  the  same  most  beneficially  in 
Ireland,  if  the  Legislature  would  only  do 
justice  to  the  people,  as  against  the  selfish 
and  sordid  feelings  of  the  aristocracy  of 
Ireland.  These,  together  with  the  recla- 
mation of  land  by  the  drainage  of  bogs  to 
be  sold  to  the  labourers  at  a  seven  years' 
credit,  would  make  them  in  the  end, 
happy,  prosperous,  and  independent  pro. 
prietors,  and  would  change  the  whole 
face  of  Ireland,  agricultural,  political,  and 
social.  Then,  after  having  established  a 
just  currency,  a  just  tenure  of  lands,  and 
the  means  of  locating  by  the  reclamation 
of  land,  a  million  of  families,  it  would  be 
right,  with  great  propriety,  to  introduce 
into  Ireland,  just,  efficient  benevolent, 
and  humane  Poor-laws.  There  was  one 
other  suggestion,    and  only  one  other, 


which  he  had  to  offer.  A  few  years  ago, 
he  had  voted  away  20,000,000/.  for  the 
emancipation  of  the  negroes,  of  wbom 
there  were  but  800,000.  Now,  be  would 
be  ready  to  vote  another  20,000,000/.  for 
the  negroes  of  Ireland,  who  were  ten 
times  worse  off,  ten  times  more  wretched, 
than  the  negroes  of  Jamaica ;  and,  if  ne- 
cessary he  would  even  consent  to  a  vote  of 
100,000,000/.  It  would  be  only  an  addi- 
tional  20,000,000/.  to  the  debt.  The  man 
would  be  wild  and  fit  for  Bedlam  who 
thought  of  paying  the  800,000,000/.  in 
standard  gold.  Why  not,  then,  go  on, 
and  even  make  it  1,600,000,000/.  were  it 
necessary  to  relieve  the  whites— he  would 
not  call  them  the  white  negroes,  becaaae 
that  would  be  too  Irish,  but  the  white 
slaves  of  Ireland  ?  Let  them  be  generous 
and  give  5/.  to  one  Irish  labourer,  20/.  to 
another  and  50/.  to  a  third.  If  they  would 
lend  20,000,000/.  to  the  Irish  people, 
he  had  no  doubt  that  it  would  be  a  con- 
siderable relief.  He  threw  out  these 
humble  suggestions  the  result  of  much 
reflection,  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  He  was  sure  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin,  would  not 
deny  that  his  propositions  would,  if  carried 
into  effect,  work  much  good  for  the  people 
of  Ireland.  He  would  not  deny  that  an 
alteration  in  the  currency  would  benefit 
the  Irish  people,  or  that  the  draining  of 
the  bogs,  the  establishment  of  the  Jersey 
tenure  of  land,  a  just  Poor-law,  and  the 
loan  of  20,000,000/.,  would  materially 
better  their  condition.  In  the  space  of 
five  years,  these  measures  would  effect  a 
great  and  most  desirable  change  in  the 
present  and  permanent  state  of  Ireland, 
both  in  a  moral,  a  social,  and  a  political 
point  of  view. 

The  House  went  into  Committee. 

On  the  16th  clause,  relating  to  the  dis- 
solution and  alteration  of  unions, 

Mr.  G'Connell  proposed  to  insert, 
''  that  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Commis- 
sioners from  time  to  time,  as  they  may 
think  fit,  with  the  assent  of  the  major 
part  of  the  guardians,  for  the  time  being* 
to  declare  any  such  union  to  be  dissolved, 
or  any  townland  or  townlands  to  be  added 
to  or  separated  from  any  such  union." 

Mr.  P,  Scrape  objected  to  the  amend- 
ment suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  on  the  ground  that  great  in- 
convenience had  been  experienced  in  Eng- 
land in  consequence  of  such  a  restriction 
being  imposed  on  the  Commissiooera. 
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Mr.  (yConnell  obserred,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the  Poor-law  Commissioners 
thought  that  any  authority  possessed  by 
any  oilier  persons  than  themselves  was  not 
rightly  vested.  But  although  he  imagined 
that  they  were  not  afBicted  with  any  over- 
powering sense  of  diffidence  or  overwean- 
ing  modesty,  it  was  just  possible  that 
they  might  conceive  themselves  not  to  be 
infallible,  and  he  thought  that  they  would 
be  more  likely  to  give  satisfaction  if  their 
decisions  were  ratified  by  the  authority  of 
the  board  of  guardians. 

Viscount  Howick  thought,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  not  just  towards 
the  Commissioners,  in  supposing  that  they 
desired  to  claim  for  themselves  any  supe- 
riority. An  instance  had  been  afforded 
in  the  working  of  the  English  Poor-law 
Bill  of  the  inconvenience  arising  from  the 
power  vested  in  the  board  of  guardians  to 
control  or  neutralise  the  determination  of 
the  Commissioners  in  respect  to  the 
formation  or  alteration  of  the  unions. 
The  case  was  this :— At  the  time  that  a 
certain  union  was  formed,  some  three  or 
four  small  parishes  would  have  been  in* 
eluded  in  it  bv  the  Commissioners,  had 
not  some  strong  objections  been  urged 
against  it  by  the  owners  of  the  property  in 
those  parishes.  In  consequence  of  those 
objections,  the  parishes  were  (contrary  to 
the  judgment  of  the  Commissioners)  in- 
cluded in  another  union.  At  a  subse- 
quent period,  the  inhabitants  of  those 
particular  parishes,  and  the  owners  of  the 
property  in  them,  changed  their  minds, 
and  were  desirous  of  being  included  in  the 
union  to  which  the  Commissioners,  in  the 
first  instance,  were  about  to  connect  them, 
and  would  have  done  so  if  no  objection 
had  been  raised.  Upon  this  change  of 
opinion  being  signified,  the  Commissioners 
were  about  to  alter  the  constitution  of  the 
two  unions,  by  taking  from  the  one  the 
three  or  four  parishes  which  had  been 
improperly  included  in  it,  and  joining 
them  to  the  other  with  which  they  ought  at 
first  to  have  been  united.  But  the  guardians 
of  the  union  to  which  these  parishes  now 
belonged  objected,  and  the  consequence 
was,  that  the  alteration  could  not  take 
place.  The  ground  of  the  objection  by 
the  guardians  was,  that  those  particular 
parishes  contributed  towards  the  general 
expense  of  the  union,  and  if  they  were  to 
be  taken  away  a  greater  poition  of  the 
expense  would  devolve  on  the  remaining 
parishes  constitution  that  union,  so  that. 


for  the  sake  of  a  trifling  extra  expense, 
this  improvement  was  resisted  by  the 
guardians. 

Viscount  Clements  thought,  that  the 
Commissioners  might  be  desirous  to  give 
a  greater  permanence  to  the  unions  than 
they  ought  to  have.  Unions  might  be 
formed  most  conveniently  for  all  parties 
at  the  present  time,  but  which  twenty 
years  hence  might  be  found  to  be  very 
mconvenient.  He  was  anxious,  therefore, 
that  the  power  of  the  Commissioners  in 
this  respect  should  be  limited.  He  had 
no  objection  to  giving  full  powers  to  the 
Commissioners  in  cases  in  which  they 
acted  judicially  between  party  and  party, 
but  he  wa»  opposed  to  giving  them  power 
to  act  independently  of  other  parties. 

Mr.  F,  French  thought,  that  the  case 
stated  by  the  noble  Lord  below  him  (Lord 
Howick)  was  no  answer  to  the  amendment 
proposed  by  Mr.  O'Conneil.  According 
to  the  noble  Lord's  statement,  the  union 
which  included  the  three  or  four  parishes 
that  were  considered  to  have  been  impro- 
perly made  a  portion  of  that  union  was 
obliged,  in  consequence  of  those  parishes 
being  so  included,  to  build  a  larger  work- 
house than  would  otherwise  have  been 
necessary.  There  was  nothing  unreason* 
able,  therefore,  in  the  board  of  guardians 
objecting  to  those  parishes  being  taken 
from  the  union.  They  were  justified  in 
saying  to  the  Commissioners,  "  True  it  is 
you,  in  the  first  instance,  did  wrong  in 
joining  those  parishes  with  us,  but  since 
you  have  done  so  an  extra  expense  has 
been  occasioned  by  it,  and,  therefore, 
although  we  think  you  were  originally 
wrong,  yet  we  are  not  now  disposed  to 
allow  those  parishes,  to  be  taken  out  of 
the  union,  and  thus  impose  on  the  other 
parishes  a  proportionally  greater  bur- 
then." 

Mr.  J,  Grattan  did  not  see  any  force 
in  the  argument  of  his  hon.  Friend  in 
reference  to  the  present  measure. 
There  was  no  analogy  between  the  law 
as  applying  to  England  and  as  applying 
to  Ireland.  In  England,  the  Poor- 
law  unions  were  formed  of  several  small 
parishes,  and  the  union  of  these  parishes 
might  be  more  or  less  convenient,  accord* 
ing  to  circumstances ;  but  in  Ireland,  the 
unions,  as  they  were  called,  would  consist 
of  districts  into  which  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land was  to  be  divided.  It  would  behove 
the  Commissioners  to  be  cautious  how 
they  formed  these  districts,  but  bavioj 
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Protestant  gentry  by  the  Catholic  priest- 
hood. He  did  not  mean  to  say,  that  that 
opinion  was  correct,  but  he  wished  to 
avoid  the  possibility  of  such  a  thing  being 
even  imagined. 

Sir  M,  L.  Chapman  said,  that  he  knew 
the  sentiments  of  the  clergy  pretty  gene- 
rally upon  this  subject,  and  he  took  upon 
himself  to  say,  that  they  were,  as  might 
naturally  be  expected,  fully  alive  to  the 
odium  of  resisting  those  applications  for 
relief,  to  which,  if  they  filled  the  office  of 
guardians  of  the  poor  they  must  necessa- 
rily be  open.  He  thought  the  proper  po- 
sition of  the  clergy  to  l^  that  of  the  advo- 
cates  of  the  poor  before  the  board  of 
guardians ;  that  they,  not  being  members 
of  that  body,  should,  when  fitting  occa- 
sions presented  themselves,  make  strong 
representations  and  remonstrances  on  be- 
half of  any  poor  in  their  respective  neigh- 
bourhoods who  might  have  just  cause  of 
complaint. 

Mr.  Goulbum  said,  he  should  support 
the  clause,  considering  that  it  would  be 
much  better  for  the  clergy  to  keep  free 
from  the  responsibilities  which  necessarily 
attached  to  those  duties  that  guardians  of 
the  poor  had  to  perform.  He  acted  upon 
that  principle  as  regarded  his  own  Church, 
and  he  certainly  thought  he  had  a  right  to 
do  so  as  regarded  every  other. 

Viscount  Morpeth  thought,  there  was  a 
very  general  feeling  of  repugnance  enter- 
tained towards  any  plan  that  would  include 
clergy  of  any  denomination  in  the  board 
of  guardians,  but  he  likewise  thought, 
thatthat  repugnance  did  not  exist  amongst 
themselves,  on  the  contrary,  was  prevalent 
chiefly  amongst  the  laity.  He  did  not, 
however,  overlook  the  fact,  that  the  clergy 
had  in  Ireland  frequently  acted  together 
with  perfect  concorid  in  promoting  objects 
of  charity ;  but  the  House,  he  had  no 
doubt,  would  see  a  wide  distinction  be- 
tween relief  that  was  compulsory  and 
perpetual,  and  that  which  was  merely 
voluntary  and  occasional.  He  requested 
the  Committee  to  recollect,  that  the  board 
of  guardians  would  have  the  power  of 
appointing  a  chaplain  to  the  workhouse, 
and  he  thought,  that  that  of  itself  formed 
a  sufficient  objection  to  there  being  clerical 
Members  on  the  board.  It  was  his  opinion 
that  the  clergv  should  neither  be  members 
nor  agents  of  the  board,  but  mediators  ! 
between  them  and  the  poor. 

Mr*  Shaw  said,  that  he  had  had  com- 
mttiuoatiQos  witl)  several  of  tb^  clergy  of 


the  Church  upon  this  subject,  and  no 
doubt  some  of  them  were  jealous  at  being 
excluded.  He  frankly  lold  them,  that 
there  was  no  just  ground  for  such  a 
feeling,  and  his  opinion  was  quite  against 
their  being  guardians. 

Mr.  O'Connell  observed,  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  Bill  which  went  to  compel 
the  clergy  to  accept  the  office  of  guar- 
dians. If  the  proposed  alteration  were 
efiected  in  this  clause,  the  clergy  might, 
if  elected,  take  the  office  or  not. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  expressed  his 
belief,  that  the  proviso  contained  an  enact- 
ment which  was  roost  useful,  and  that  it 
ought  not  to  be  expunged  from  the  Bill, 
The  rendering  clergymen  eligible  to  act 
as  guardians,  independently  of  all  other 
considerations,  would  produce  agitation 
and  feuds  among  them  at  the  elections  not 
at  all  consistent  with  their  duties  and  Che 
character  of  their  office. 

Mr.  Wyse  suggested,  if  the  elegibility 
of  clergymen  should  be  admitted,  there 
might  be  a  certain  number  (one  or  two) 
connected  with  each  denomination,  ex 
officio  members  of  the  board,  to  serve  as 
the  organs  of  communication  between 
their  flocks  on  the  one  side,  and  the 
country  and  representatives  of  the  peo- 
ple on  the  other.  He  objected,  bow- 
ever  to  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  and  would  much 
rather  support  the  proviso  as  it  stood  in 
the  Bill. 

Sir  F.  Trench  thought,  there  was  a  wide 
difference  between  calling  on  the  clergy  to 
act  in  the  administration  of  charity  and 
the  imposition  of  a  tax.  As  the  latter  was 
the  case  contemplated  by  the  amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  he 
should  object  to  placing  them  in  so  invidi- 
ous a  situation. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  clause: — 
Ayes  107 ;  Noes  30  :  Majority  77. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Acland,  T.D. 
Adare,  Viscount 
Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Bagge,  W. 
Baker,  E. 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Barron,  H.  W. 
Bateman,  J. 
Beamish,  F.  B. 
Bennett,  J. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H. 
Bewes,  F. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Biake^  W..  J, 


Briscoe,  J.  I. 
Brockleharst,  J. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Bruges,  W.  H.  L. 
Busfield,  W. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Chapman,  SirM.C.L. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
Clements,  Viscoant 
Cole,  hon.  A.  H« 
Cole,  Viscount 
Conolly,  £. 
Corryt  boii«  H, 
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CrippSy  J. 
CromptoD^  S. 
Curry,  W. 
Darby,  G. 
Davies^  Colonel 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Ellis,  J. 

FergossoD,  rt.  hon.  C. 
Finch,  F. 
Forbes,  W. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
G rattan,  J. 
Greenaway,  C. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Harland,  W.  C. 
Hav?kes,  T. 
Hayes,  Sir  £• 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hollond,  R. 
Houston n,  G. 
Howick,  Viscount 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hume,  J. 
Hutton,  R. 
Jephson,  C.  D.  O. 
Jones,  T. 
Kemble,  H. 
Knatchbuir,  hn.  Sir  £. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Lister,  £.  C. 
Litton,  E. 
Lockhart,  A.  M. 
Lucas,  £. 

Mannersy  Lord  C.  S. 
Marshall,  W. 
Master,  W.  C. 
Maxwell,  H. 
Monypenny,  T.  G. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morris,  D. 


Murray,  rt.  hon.  J.  A. 
Northland,  Viscount 
Parnell,  rt.  hn.  Sir  H. 
Parrott,  J. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Pryme,  G. 
Pusey,  P. 
Rice,  £.  R. 
Rickford,  W. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Rundle,  J. 
Scarlett,  hon.  R. 
Scrope,  G,  P. 
Seale,  Colonel 
Shaw,  right  hon.  F. 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Stuart,  V. 
Strutt,  E. 

Sugden,  rt.  hn.  Sir  £. 
Thomson,  rt.  hn.  C.  P. 
Thomley,  T. 
Trench,  Sir  F. 
Turner,  E. 
Turner,  W. 
ViUiers,  C.  P. 
Vivian,  J.  £. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
White,  L. 
Wilberforce,  W. 
Wilshere,  W. 
Winnington,  T.  E. 
Wood,  G.  W. 
Woulfe,  Serjeant 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wyse,  T. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS., 

Parker,  J. 
Solicitor-General,  the 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Archbold,  R. 
Barry,  G.  S. 
Bodkin,  J.  J. 
Brabazon,  Sir  W. 
Bridgeman,  II. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Butler,  hon.  Colonel 
Chester,  H. 
Erie,  W. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fitzsimon,  N. 
Gibson, J. 
G rattan,  H. 
Hindley,C. 
Maher,  J. 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 


O'Conor,  Don 
Power,  J. 
Roche,  W. 
Somers,  J.  P. 
Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 
Stewart,  J. 
Style,  Sir  C. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Vigors,  N.  A, 
Westenra,  hon.  H.  R. 
Westenra,  hon.  J.  C. 
Wood,  Sir  M. 
Yates,  J.  A. 

TELLERS. 

O'Connell,  D. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 


Clause  ag;reed  to. 

On  the  23rd  clanse,  which  provided  for 
the  appointment  of  ex  q^cto  guardians, 

Mr.  S,  O'Brien  proposed,  that  after  the 
words,  "  Be  it  enacted  that  every  justice 


of  the  peace  residing  in  such  union,  and 
acting  for  the  county  in  which  he  so 
resides,'*  there  should  be  added  these 
words,  ''and  possessing  or  occupying  pro- 
perty rated  to  the  poor-rate  of  the  union 
at  a  net  annual  value  of  not  less  than  50/. 
a-year. 

Mr.  O'Connell  was  opposed  to  the 
amendment,  because  he  objected  to  the 
appointment  of  ex  officio  guardians  alto- 
gether. 

Mr.  Shaw  also  objected  to  the  amend- 
ment, as  it  would  exclude  the  eldest  sons 
of  the  richest  land  proprietors  in  the  union 
from  being  eligible  to  the  office  of  guar- 
dian. He  thought  that  there  would  be 
sufficient  difficulty  in  finding  guardians  to 
the  poor  in  Ireland  under  the  present  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  and  there  was  no  valid 
reason  for  increasing  them. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Mr.  O'Connell  meant  to  oppose  the 
whole  clause,  and  he  felt  it  his  imperative 
duty  to  take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon 
it.  He  objected  to  the  principle  of  the 
clause— he  objected  to  magistrates  being 
ex  officio  guardians.  He  wished  to  dispar- 
age the  magistracy  of  Ireland  as  little  as 
possible ;  but  he  must  say,  that  he  could 
see  no  valid  reason  for  making  them  ex 
officio  guardians.  He  would  not  refer  to 
their  political  feelings,  because  he  knew 
a  great  many  magistrates  who  were  ^  high 
Tories,  or  rather  Conservatives,  who  were 
men  of  high  honour  and  integrity ;  but  to 
appoint  magistrates  generally  as  guardians 
would  lead  to  great  irritation,  and  would 
lead  to  agrarian  aggressions,  which  would 
be  anything  but  wise.  He  was,  therefore, 
afraid  to  keep  the  clause  in  the  Bill,  of 
which  he  now  moved  the  omission.  If 
magistrates  were  deserving,  they  would  be 
sure  to  be  elected  by  the  rate-payers 
members  of  the  boards  of  guardians. 

Colonel  ConoUy  was  of  opinion  that  the 
clause  ought  to  be  retained.  There  were 
many  gentlemen  in  the  commission  who 
were  the  agents  of  absentee  landlords,  who 
managed  property  that  would  be  assessed, 
and  who,  from  their  local  knowledge  and 
high  character,  would  be  most  efficient 
members  of  the  board  of  guardians. 

Mr.  Jephson  said ,  that  the  omission  of 
the  clause  would,  in  effect,  be  a  general 
disparagement  of  the  characters  of  the 
magistracy.  He  thought  the  clause  one 
of  the  most  beneficial  parts  of  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
said,  that  if  magistrates  were  deserving 
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heard  with  pleasure  the  miti- 

iQ  which  the  hon.  and  learned 

Dublin  had  alluded  to  a  body 

he    now    himself     belonged. 

vote   for   the    clause    as   it 

laittee  divided  on  the  clause  : 
'^  •  Noes  44  :  Majority  80. 

,U'l  of  the  Aybs. 

Hawkes,  T. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
lieathcote,  G.  J. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hope,G,W. 
Houstoun,  G. 
Howard,  P.  FI. 
Howick,  Viscount 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Ingestrie,  Viscount 
Ingham,  R. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Irving,  J, 
Jackson,  Sergeant 
Jepbson,  C.  D.  O. 
Jones,  T. 
Kemble,  H. 
Knatchbull,  hn.  Sir  E. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Lefroy,  right  hon.  T. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Litton,  K. 
Lockhart,  A.  M. 
Master, T.  W.  C. 
Meynell,  Captain 
Mildmay,  P.  St.  J. 

Monypenny,  T.  G. 

Morpeth,  Viscount 

Morris,  D. 

Northland,  Viscount 
O'Brien,  W.S. 

Pakington,  J.  S. 

Parker,  J. 
Perceval,  Colonel 

Philips,  G.  R. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 

Ponsonby,  C.  F.  A.  C. 

Ponsonby,  Hon.  J. 

Pu8ey,P. 

RedingtoD,  T.  N. 

Rice,  £.  R. 

Rickford,  W. 

Round,  C.  G. 

Rushout,  G. 

Scarlett,  hon.  R. 

Shaw,  right  hon.  F. 

Shirley,  E.  J. 

Somerset,  Lord  G. 

Somervilie,  Sir  W.  M. 

Stanley,  E.  J. 

Stuart,  V. 

Sugden,  rt.  hon.  Sir  E. 

Thomson,  It.  hon.C.P. 

ThornhiIl,G. 

Townley,  R.  G. 


Turner,  W.    . 
Vemer,  Colonel 
Villiers,  Viscount 
Wilberforce,  W. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Wilshere,  W. 
Winnington,  T.  E. 
Winnington,  H.  J. 


[ion.  Earl  of 
4'olonel 
l,Slr  C.  E. 
C.VV.D. 

I,  Captain  D. 
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Captain 
If).  J.  E. 


?C5,  E. 

ion.  Sir  K.  A. 
^bbon,  hon.  Col. 
)y,  Lord  C, 

js,  vy. 
ich,  r. 

m,  J. 
lad^tone,  W.  E. 
luddard,  A. 
Ireenaway,  C. 
Irey,  Sir  G. 
Grirnsditch,  T. 


Wood,  G.  W. 
Wood,  T. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wyse,T. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS, 

Baring,  F. 
Solicitor-General,  the 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Nagle,  Sir  R. 
0*Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  M. 
O'Conor,  Don 
Power,  J. 
Roche,  W. 
Strutt,  E. 
Style,  Sir  C. 
Talbot,  J.  li. 
Thornley,  T. 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  g.  A. 
Wallace,  R. 
Westenra,  hon.H.  R. 
Westenra,  hon.  J.  C. 
White,  L. 
White,  S, 
Williams,  W.A.- 
Yates, J.  A. 

TELLERS. 

O'Connell,  D. 
Maher,  J. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Aglionby,  Major 
Archbold,  R. 
Barry,  G.  S. 
Beamish,  F.  B. 
Bellew,  R.M. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Chester,  H. 
Easthope,  J. 
Evans,  G. 
Finch,  F. 
Fitzsiroon,  N. 
Grattan,  J. 
Grattan,  H. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hume,  J. 
Ilutton,  R. 
Jervis,  J, 
Johnson,  General 
Langdale,  hon.  C. 
Marshall,  W. 
Maule,  W.  H. 

The  other  clauses  to  the  30th  were 
agreed  to.  House  resumed.  Committee 
to  sit  again. 
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HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Monday,  February  19,  1838. 

MmuTKS.]  Bills.  Read  a  first  time  —Parliamentary 
Electors;  Thames  Watermen i  TFanafcr  of  Aid ;  Exche- 
quer BtUs.->Read  a  second  time  :•— Custody  of  Insane 
Persons. — Read  a  third  time:— -Co-partnership. 

Petitions  presented.  By  the  Bishop  of  Ely,  ft-om  the  Clergy 
of  his  diocese,  in  fkvour  of  the  Sodcur  and  Man  Bishopric 
BilU — By  the  Duke  of  Clktbland,  ftom  Gateshead,  for 
the  extension  of  Municipal  SuffVage ;  and  for  a  National 
•  system  of  Education. — By  Lord  Rcdssoalk,  from  Uic 
Clergy  and  Inhabitants  of  Evesham,  and  fhnn  the  Clergy 
of  Oxford,  in  favour  of  the  Sodor  and  Man  Bishopric 
Bill. — By  the  Marquess  of  Llssdowsb,  from  Dissenters 
of  Devises,  ftrom  Inhabitants  of  the  county  of  Wilts, 
from  Dissenters  of  Frame,  and  flrom  four  other  places, 
for  the  abolition  of  N^gro  Apprenticeship. — By  Lord 
Abtnosr,  from  a  Banking  Association,  against  some 
clauses  in  the  Imprisonment  for  Debt  Bill.— By  Lord 
Brougham,  from  Bamsley,  Wakefield,  NewcasUe-on- 
Tyne,  Middleborough-onTees,  Derby,  Bridlington  and 
its  neighbourhood,  Wekhpool,  Charlton  (Devon), 
Llanelly,  Cumnock  (Ayrshire),  Launoeston,  Morpeth, 
New-court  Chapel  (NewcastlcKMi-Tyne),  Blackeaton 
(Devon),  Wirksworth,  Aberdeen,  South  Shields,  from 
the  Society  of  Friends,  ftom  Wycombe,  Abergelly,  Dept- 
ford,  and  a  great  many  other  places,  for  the  abolition  of 
Negro  Apprenticeship ;  from  Members  of  the  Society  of 
Friends  at  Bristol,  and  Arom  Uttoxeter,  for  the  abolition 
of  Church-rates ;  and  from  Montrose,  in  ftvour  of  tlie 
Ballot — By  the  Rarl  of  ABKROBBir,  ftom  Edinburgh, 
for  extending  Religious  Instruction  to  Scotland. 
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Re-heariko  of  an  Appeal.]  Lord 
Wkamcliffe  presented  a  petition  from  an 
individual  named  Wharton,  residing  in  the 
county  of  York,  praying  for  the  re-hearing 
of  a  cause  which  had  been  decided  by 
ther  Lordships  upon  an  appeal.  The 
question  related  to  a  legacy  left  by  General 
Lambton ;  and  a  suit  in  equity  having  been 
inslituted^  the  Vice-  Chancellor  pronounced 
a  judgment  upon  it.  An  appeal  was 
made  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  (then  Lord 
Brougham)  who  confirmed  his  honour's 
decision.  Upon  the  case  being  brought 
to  their  Lordships'  House  the  decree  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery  was  reversed,  and 
the  petitioner  now  prayed  that  the  cause 
might  be  re-heard.  He  certainly  felt  ra- 
ther averse  to  the  re-hearing  of  a  case 
which  their  Lordships  had  decided  upon 
its  merits,  although  he  considered  it  his 
duty  to  present  this  petition.  The  peti- 
tioner, however^  stated  one  ground  on 
which  he  principally  relied.  He  stated 
that  it  was  the  uniform  practice  for  their 
Lordships  to  give  notice,  either  to  the 
parties  or  to  their  agents,  of  the  time  at 
which  a  judgment  would  be  given,  in  order 
that  those  parties  or  agents  might  be  pre- 
sent, to  furnish  any  necessary  information 
or  to  supply  any  deficiency  which  might  oc- 
cur at  the  moment ;  but  that  in  this  case  no 
notice  had  been  given.  The  consequence 
was  that  neither  the  parties  nor  their 
agents  were  present.  How  far  this  was  a 
sufficient  ground  for  a  re- hearing  he  was 
not  prepared  to  say,  but  perhaps  the 
noble  and  learned  Lords  present  would  be 
able  to  state. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  the  point 
was  fully  inquired  into  in  the  last  Session 
of  Parliament.  A  noble  Lord  presented  a 
petition  praying  that  the  House  would 
order  a  cause  to  be  re-heard.  Precedents 
were  immediately  searched  for,  and  al- 
though there  were  some  instances  found  in 
which  rehearing  had  been  ordered,  in  con- 
sequence of  omissions,  yet  it  appeared  that 
there  had  never  been  a  re-hearmg  on  the 
merits  of  a  case ;  and  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  presented  the  petition  withdrew  it. 
That  in  the  present  instance  the  parties 
had  not  had  notice  of  the  judgment  could 
form  no  ground  for  a  re- hearing.  Such 
notice  might  certainly  be  convenient,  but 
it  was  by  no  means  requisite.  He  recom- 
mended to  the  noble  Ix>rd  to  withdraw  the 
petition. 

Lord  Brougham  concurred  with  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  in  recommend- 


ing the  noble  Lord  to  withdraw  the  peti- 
tion. The  present  was  one  oftwocases 
in  which  the  House  had  differed  from  hiia 
while  he  held  the  great  seal.  He  was  not 
present  when  the  Housegave  its  judg- 
ment. He  did  not  complain  of  that.  Had 
he  been  present  he  should  either  have  been 
convinced  by  the  arguments  of  those  who 
differ  from  him,  or  he  would  have  en- 
deavoured to  enforce  his  own  opinion.  It 
was  a  case  which  he  had  considered  very 
fully  ;  and  although  now,  after  the  decision 
of  their  Lordships,  he  was  bound  to  be- 
lieve that  he  was  wrong  in  the  judgment 
he  had  formed,  yet  all  the  Members  of 
the  profession  with  whom  he  had  consulted 
were  of  opinion  that  he  was  right.  He 
agreed,  however,  with  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  on  the  woolsack  that  it  was 
quite  impossible  to  open  the  case  now. 
The  absence  of  the  parties  or  their  agents 
on  the  delivery  of  the  judgment  was  no 
ground,  for  adopting  such  a  course  of  pro- 
ceeding. He  repeated  his  recommenda- 
tion to  his  noble  Friend  to  withdraw  the 
petition. 

Lord  Lyndhitrst  said,  that  he  should  not 
have  moved  the  judgment  of  the  House  on 
this  case,  in  the  absence  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  had  he  not  been  pressed 
by  the  parties  on  both  sides  to  do  so.  As 
to  the  parties  not  knowing  the  grounds  on 
which  the  judgment  proceeded,  all  he  had 
to  say  was,  that  two  gentlemen  were 
present  who  usually  reported  the  legal 
proceedings  of  their  Lordships,  and  who 
had  reported  those  grounds  most  ac- 
curately. 

Petition  withdrawn. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday 9  February  19,  1838. 

MiHUTKs.]  Bills.  Read*  Uilrd  ttmec^Exdwqacr  Bttb} 
Tnmsfer  of  Aids. 

PetiUons  presented.  By  Mr.  H  alii,  ttom  St  Ives,  and  by  Ht, 
Gladbtons,  from  Newark,  against  the  Boandaries  BiSL 
»By  Mr.  GRiuaDiTCH,  ftom  Maccleifleld,  and  t«o  othtr 
plaoes,  and  by  Mr.  OoDsoif ,  from  Kidderminster,  againat  the 
New  Poor*law.^By  Mr.  GLADtTOifB,  from  Coventry,  for 
a  system  of  National  Edueatioo^~By  Mr.  BAHirsftiBAir. 
from  Aberdeen,  by  Mr.  C.  W.  D.  DcNOAa»  fton  VHatu 
shire,  by  Sir  R.  FKaooaow,  from  Nottingiiam.  aad  bj 
Mr.  GiLLON,  from  StrathSTcn,  fbr  the  BalloL— By  Sir  0. 
Stbickland,  from  Bamsley,  by  Mr.  Pkaw,  from  K«itiy« 
Lonsdale,  and  four  other  places  in  Durham,  and  Iff  Mr. 
V1L1.IBR8,  from  Worcester  and  Staffloni,  tar  the  abolitkm 
of  VegKO  Slavery.-^By  Mr.  Lrrroir,  ttom  peraona  holdliv 
office  in  Dublin,  for  compensation  should  the  Irlsli  Mu* 
nidpal  Bill  become  law.— By  Mr.  Ssrjbamt  Jaciuon, 
from  some  Baronies  in  Cork,  to  pirvcnt  the  Intcstecne* 
of  CAtiiolic  Priests  at  Bleetkios. 

Sir    Francis    Vane.]     Mr.    James 
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hoped  the  House  would  bear  with  him  i 
for  a  few  minutes  whilst  he  made  a 
remark  or  two  on  a  matter  personal 
to  himselfy  and  connected  with  the  pri-  ' 
vileges  of  the  House.  In  the  course  of 
the  debate  which  took  place  on  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Lon- 
don, he  (Mr.  James)  took  occasion  to  say, 
that  certain  tenants-at-will,  voters  for  East 
Cumberland,  after  signing  a  requisition  to  ; 
secure  the  return  of  his  (Mr.  James's)  col- 
league and  himself,  had  been  urged  by , 
their  landlords  to  violate  their  pledges  and 
vote  for  Sir  James  Graham.  He  (Mr. 
James)  was  called  upon  to  name,  and  he  ' 
named  the  steward  of  the  returning  officer, 
Sir  Francis  Vane.  That  statement  was  | 
strictly  true,  perfectly  correct,  and  he 
could  prove  the  fact ;  but  the  observation 
with  regard  to  the  notices  given  to  certain 
tenants,  who  were  threatened  to  be  ejected 
from  their  farms,  was  not  intended  to 
apply  to  the  same  party,  but  to  other 
parties.  He  had  no  doubt  the  error  had 
arisen  in  some  of  the  historical  records  of 
Friday  last,  either  from  his  (Mr.  James) 
having  been  indistinctly  heard,  or  his 
imperfect  manner  of  expressing  himself, 
because  no  man  was  more  ready  than 
himself  to  acknowledge  the  general  accu- 
racy by  which  the  reports  of  their  debates 
were  distinguished ;  indeed,  it  was  per- 
fectly wonderful  how  they  could  be  given 
in  so  short  a  space  of  time  so  correctly  as 
they  were.  He  (Mr.  James)  would  have 
made  this  explanation  on  Friday  last,  but 
he  was  unwilling  to  trouble  the  House 
with  a  matter  personal  to  himself;  but 
he  did  on  that  day  write  a  letter  to  the 
editor  of  a  paper  in  Cumberland,  having 
the  largest  circulation,  correcting  the 
error.  He  had  since  received  a  letter 
from  Sir  F.  Vane,  who  was  not  in  the 
North,  but  in  the  South,  and  who  was 
anxious  that  the  error  should  be  corrected 
as  soon  as  possible.  Sir  F.  Vane  was  a 
particular  friend  of  his,  and  nothing 
would  hurt  him  more  than  to  have  been 
supposed  to  have  attributed  to  him  any 
unjust,  harsh,  and  tyrannical  conduct, 
because  he  knew  he  was  utterly  incapable 
of  it,  and  he  was  anxious  not  to  wound 
the  feelings  of  his  friend,  especially  at  the 
present  moment,  as  he  was  suffering  from 
a  long,  severe,  and  painful  illness. 

Parliamentary  Electors.]  On  the 
Motion  that  the  Parliamentary  Electors 
Bill  be  now  read  a  third  time. 

VOL.  XL.    {3SJJ} 


Mr.  Blake  expressed  a  hope  that  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  should  be  extended 
to  Ireland,  and  stated  it  to  be  his  under- 
standing that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  stated  his  intention  to  that 
effect  in  Committee  upon  the  Bill. 

Lord  John  Russelt  observed,  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had,  after  some  deliber- 
ation, judged  it  better  to  make  the 
measure,  with  regard  to  Ireland,  the  sub- 
ject of  a  separate  Bill. 

Mr.  Maclean  said,  that  he  should  most 
certainly  oppose  the  third  reading  of  the 
Bill.  The  two  questions  involved  in  the 
measure  were  so  totally  distinct  that  they 
ought  not  to  be  mixed  up  together.  What 
was  the  object  of  the  Bill  with  respect  to 
the  electors  ?  The  noble  Lord  proposed 
that  those  voters  who  were  already  in 
arrear  with  their  taxes  should  be  allowed 
to  go  farther  back  in  arrear — namely,  to 
the  month  of  October  of  the  preceding 
year;  and  yet  what  was  the  objection 
urged  by  the  advocates  of  the  Reform  Bill 
against  the  scot  and  lot  voters  ?  It  was, 
that  they  were  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten 
paupers,  and,  therefore,  unfit  to  have  the 
franchise.  It  should,  however,  be  recol- 
lected that  there  was  a  test  of  the  sol- 
vency of  the  scot  and  lot  voter,  because 
before  he  could  vote  he  must  prove  that 
he  had  paid  his  taxes.  BuC  now  the 
noble  Lord  proposed  to  give  those  who 
were  not  scot  and  lot  voters  a  right  to 
vote  though  they  had  not  paid  up  their 
taxes.  His  objections  to  the  Bill  were, 
that  it  interfered  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Reform  Act;  that  it  mixed  up  two 
questions  so  entirely  distinct  as  on  the 
tirst  mention  of  their  connexion  to  have 
been  declared  not  only  by  the  noble  Lord 
but  also  by  the  Speaker  as  incompatible, 
and  not  to  be  incorporated  in  one  Bill ; 
and  that  it  was  but  the  commencement  of 
a  series  of  changes  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  should  be  cautious  how  he  gave 
countenance,  as  it  would  lead  the  people 
to  believe  that  the  strong  ground  which 
the  noble  Lord  took  in  the  first  week  of 
the  session  on  the  question  of  the  ballot 
would  not  be  maintained,  that  he  would 
not  remain  firm  in  his  purpose  to  oppose 
changes,  and  that  having  yielded  this,  the 
noble  Lord  would,  with  a  little  more 
pressure,  yield  the  question  which  he  then 
refused  to  concede.  Nor  would  the 
change  end  with  the  ballot :  the  next  step 
would  be  the  reduction  of  the  household 
qualification   to  an  annual  value  of  5L 
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with  the  non-payment  of  any  taxes ;  and 
the  final  step  he  conceived  to  be  perfectly 
obvious.  If,  therefore,  he  were  asked, 
even  by  the  freemen,  for  the  grounds  on 
which  he  refused  this  Bill,  he  should 
reply,  that  by  granting  it  be  conceived 
that  he  was  jeopardising  the  provisions  of 
the  Reform  Bill.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  concluded  with  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  read,  a  third  time  that  day  six 
months. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  desirous  of  stating 
the  grounds  upon  which  he  objected  to 
this  Bill.     His  main  ground  of  objection 
was,  that  he  considered  it  the  first  step 
towards  an  alteration  in  principle  of  that 
which   he  understood  to  have  been  the 
settlement  of  the  great  question  relating  to 
the  representative  system  in  this  country. 
The  noble  Lord  had  referred  to  the  zeal 
which  some  of  those  indiyiduals  who  had 
stVongiy  opposed  the  Reform  Bill  were 
now  displaying  in  the  vindication  of  that 
measure.     Now,  nothing  appeared  to  him 
to  be  more   perfectly  consistent  than  a 
man's  giving  every  reasonable  opposition 
to  the  Reform  Bill  while  it  formed  the 
subject  of  Parliamentary  discussion,  but 
when  that  Bill  had  been  passed  by  the 
Legislature,  accepting  it  as  a  great  national 
and  constitutional  settlement,  and  being 
prepared  to  vindicate  its  provisions.     He 
(Sir  Robert  Peel)  did  not  profess  to  be  at 
all  more  enamoured  of  the  Reform  Bill 
than  he  had  been  at  a  former  period  ;  but 
quite  as  zealously  as  those  who  declared 
themselves  enamoured  of  it  most  highly, 
he  would  defend  its  existing  provisions. 
He  would  oppose  any  attempt  to  under- 
mine or  break  through  the  provisions  of 
that  Bill,  or  pass  over  the  limits  which  it 
prescribed,  as  much  as  if  it  were  attempted 
to  restore  the  nomination  boroughs,  or  to 
curtail  the  franchise.     Whatever  pretext 
of  justice  might  be  assigned  for  concession 
upon  any  particular  point,  he  would  op- 
pose the    concession ;    since    so    much 
greater  evil  must  flow  from  such  a  change 
than  good  could  possibly  accrue.     The 
course  therefore,  which  his  duty  prescribed 
to  him  with  reference  to  this  question  was 
that  of  maintaining,  as  far  as  in  him  lay, 
the  Reform  Bill  as  the  settlement  of  a 
great  constitutional   question;     and    in 
adopting  this  course  he  was  acting  in  per- 
fect consistency  with  his  known  political 
opinions.     The  Reform  Bill   established 
three    qualifications     for     Parliamentary 
voters.     First,  that  the  voter  should  have 


been  resident  for  six  months,  or  that  he 
should  have  held  the  tenement  out  of 
which  he  voted  for  at  least  that   period 
previous  to  the    election.      The   second 
qualification  was,  that  the  value  of  those 
premises  should   be    at    least    10/.   per 
annum.    The  third  was,  that  the  voter 
should  have  paid  before  the  20th  of  July 
all  rates  and  taxes  due  by  him  on  the  6th 
of  April  preceding.     Pecuniary  ability  and 
residence  were  therefore  the  qualifications 
fixed  upon  by  the  framers  of  the  Reform 
Bill,  after  mature  deliberation ;  and  had 
been  accepted  by  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment as  a  satisfactory  test  of  the  voter's 
competency.     Another  test  had  been  pro- 
posed, which  was  the  payment  of  rent; 
but  this  test  was  abandoned  ;  and  he  had 
a  right  to  believe  that  those  three  qualifi- 
cations which  he  had  specified  were  in- 
tended to  remain  in  full  force^  or  at  least 
that  the  noble  Lord,  who  was  the  author 
of  the  Reform  Bill,  should  not  himself  be 
the  man  to  set  the  example  of  violating 
its   provisions.     He  roust  also  say,  that 
his  confidence  in  the  ability  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  resist  the  clamour  which  had  been 
raised  upon   the  subject   of  the    ballot 
would  be  greatly  shaken,  if   the  noble 
Lord  could  be  appealed  to  as  the  author 
of  a  material  change  in  the  Reform  Bill. 
Two  of  the  three  qualifications  were,  ac- 
cording to  the  noble  Lord's  scheme,  to 
remain  the  same.     The  qualification  of 
residence  or  occupancy  was   to  remain 
the   same.     The    yearly  value    of    the 
premises  was  to  remain  the  same.     Why 
was   the    other  qualification    disturbed  ? 
The  noble  Lord  proposed  to  give  to  the 
voter    a    much    longer  period    for    the 
payment  of  his   taxes;    and  he  begged 
to   call  the  attention  of  the  Hoaae   to 
the     following   facts,      ft    was   eaacted 
by  the  Reform  Bill  that  the  elector*  pre- 
viously to  being  permitted  to  vote  legally, 
should,   on  or  before  the  20th  of  July, 
have  paid  all  rates  and  taxes  due  by  him 
up  to  the  6th  of  April  previous.     Was  this, 
he  would  ask,  unreasonable?     A  period 
of  nearly  six  weeks  was  allowed  to  the 
householder,  during  which  to  make  good 
the  payment  of  his  taxes;  and  he  must 
say,  that  he  thought  it  a  good  principle,  to 
require  that  people  should  pay  their  rates 
and  taxes  when  due.    If  it  were  said,  that 
there  might  be  a  deficiency  of  notice  from  ih« 
parochial  officers,  why,  he  would  ask,  did 
they  not  apply  the  remedy  to  the  defect 
of  notice?     Why  did   tiiey  not    require 
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that,  on  the  1 0th  of  April  or  the  20th  of 
April,  a  satisfactory  notice  should  be 
issued,  warning  every  voter,  that,  unless 
his  rates  and  taxes  were  paid  by  the  20th 
of  July,  he  would  not  be  entitled  to  vote  ? 
Why  did  they  not  direct  that  it  should  be 
announced  to  every  voter  that  upon  appli- 
cation at  a  particular  place  he  would  be 
enabled  to  ascertain  the  amount  which 
was  due  by  him  ?  He  would  have  the 
notices  issued,  and  served  upon  each  indi- 
vidual voter,  as  soon  as  possible  after  the 
6th  of  April.  The  voters  would  thus  all 
be  placed  upon  a  footing  of  equality,  and 
no  chance  would  be  left  to  overseers  or 
collectors,  however  disposed,  to  act  with 
partiality.  But  the  noble  Lord  proposed 
to  take  a  different  course,  and  to  extend 
the  period  of  paying  the  taxes  for  six 
additional  months.  He  was  anxious  that 
the  House  should  observe  the  progress  of 
the  remission  of  those  taxes,  which  had 
been  deemed  a  fitting  qualification  for 
Parliamentary  voters  in  1832,  when  the 
Reform  Bill  passed.  The  house- tax  and 
the  window-tax  then  existed ;  and,  with 
reference  to  the  great  majority  of  voters, 
he  apprehended  that  scarcely  any  other  of 
the  assessed  taxes  was  in  force.  Well, 
they  had  repealed  the  house  tax  in  1834, 
and  in  this  respect  they  had  materially 
altered  the  voter's  qualiBcation,  the  repeal 
of  this  tax  having  removed  one  of  his 
restrictions.  The  window  tax  still  re- 
mained, but  diminished  by  nearly  one- 
half  in  its  amount.  And  if  this  were 
repealed,  no  assessed  taxes  would  remain 
to  be  demanded  of  the  majority  of  the 
voters.  There  would  afterwards  remain 
only  the  parochial  rates,  to  the  payment 
of  which  the  voter  was  subjected  in  1832. 
He  would  briefly  exhibit  the  progress 
which  had  been  made  in  the  reduction  of 
the  parochial  rates  since  the  passing  of 
the  Reform  Bill.  In  the  year  ending 
March,  1 833,the  amount  of  parochial  rates 
paid  in  England  and  Wales,  for  the  relief 
of  the  poor  and  the  incidental  charges 
connected  therewith  was  8,739,881/.  In 
1837  the  total  amount  was  7,511,219/., 
and  in  1838,  that  is  to  say  for  the  year 
beginning  in  March,  1837,  it  was  only 
4,808,000/.  Thus,  the  poor-rates,  which  in 
1833  amounted  to  8,000,000/.,  amounted 
now  to  little  more  than  half  that  sum ; 
and  the  pecuniary  quali6cation  which 
attended  the  right  of  voting  in  1832  hay- 
ing by  the  operation  of  Acts  introduced 
since  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill  been 


greatly  reduced,  the  noble  Lord  now 
came  forward  with  the  concession  of 
twenty  additional  weeks  to  the  10/.  house- 
holders for  the  payment  of  their  rates,  the 
entire  proposed  period  being  that  of  six 
months.  He  confessed  he  thought  that 
this  in  itself  was  a  bad  principle.  The 
existing  period  of  six  weeks  was,  in  his 
estimation,  perfectly  sufficient  to  enable 
any  person  of  pecuniary  ability  to  entitle 
himself  to  vote.  And  he  thought  he  had 
abundantly  shown,  in  the  mode  proposed 
by  him,  that  no  apprehension  need  be 
entertained  of  the  elector  losing  his  vote 
in  consequence  either  of  negligence  or 
design  on  the  part  of  the  parochial  author- 
ities. On  these  grounds  he  opposed  this 
measure,  which  he  certainly  did  not  think 
would  be  an  improvement ;  but  he  opposed 
it  the  more  particularly,  in  order  that  he 
might  not  appear  by  his  silence  to  ac-> 
quiesce  in  what  appeared  to  him  to  be  a 
perfectly  unnecessary  and  prejudicial  inter- 
ference with  the  qualification  for  the 
exercise  of  the  elective  franchise,  as  estab* 
lished  by  our  definitively  arranged  repre- 
sentative system. 

Lord  J.  Russell  observed,  that  the  first, 
and  indeed  the  last,  objection  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  this  Bill  was 
that  it  was  an  alteration  of  the  Reform 
Bill.  He  owned  that  it  appeared  to  him 
that  if  they  were  to  insist  upon  a  pedantic 
adherence  to  every  Bill  that  became  law, 
they  would  not  be  acting  for  the  general 
convenience  or  benefit  of  the  country. 
This  bill  was  objected  to  because  it  was 
an  alteration  of  the  Reform  Bill.  Now, 
according  to  the  Reform  Bill,  the  polling 
in  cities  and  boroughs  was  to  be  taken  in 
two  days,  and  yet  Parliament  had  since 
agreed  that  it  should  be  taken  in  one  day. 
Hon.  Members  seemed  to  have  forgotten 
that  that  alteration  had  taken  place. 
Another  alteration  had  been  made  by  Par- 
liament in  the  Reform  Bill  respecting  the 
polling-places;  and  when  it  was  proposed 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  it  was 
only  objected  to  that  the  power  of  altering 
them  should  be  given  to  the  magistrates 
of  quarter  sessions  without  the  consent  of 
the  Crown.  He  could  name  another  and 
more  recent  instance  of  proposed  altera- 
tion. It  was  part  of  the  provision  of  the 
Reform  Bill  that  a  fee  of  one  shilling 
should  be  paid  on  registering.  -It  was, 
however,  said  by  hon.  Members  opposite, 
that  that  was  an  inconvenient  provision 
for  the  voter,  that  it  subjected  him  to 
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the  Reforai  Bill  was,  that  the  tenant  must 
occupy  his  tenement  twelve  months  pre- 
vious to  the  last  day  of  July.  A  man 
entering  a  tenement  on  the  3 1st  of  July 
would  not  on  the  11th  of  October  follow- 
ing be  in  a  situation  to  pay  taxes  for  that 
quarter,  because  they  could  not  be  legiti- 
mately called  for  by  the  officers  who  col- 
lect the  King's  taxes  half-yearly,  in  April 
and  October.  In  October  the  tenant 
would  not  be  six  months  in  possession, 
and  consequently  not  liable  to  pay  taxes. 
As  far  as  the  King's  taxes  went,  they 
would  therefore  lose  the  security  which 
they  afforded  for  the  solvency  of  the 
tenant.  Now  with  regard  to  the  Poor- 
rates;  he  appealed  to  hon.  Gentlemen  if 
they  were  not  levied  after  old  Michaelmas- 
day,  when  provision  was  to  be  made  for 
the  poor  and  the  heavy  payments  re- 
quired ;  so  that  the  noble  Lord  would 
find  that  the  tenant  entering  in  July  would 
not  be  liable  to  this  rate  in  October.  The 
effect  of  this  Bill  would,  therefore,  be  to 
destroy  altogether  the  test  of  solvency 
so  far  as  the  payment  of  the  King's  taxes 
and  the  Poor-rate  secured  it.  It  gave, 
besides,  a  facility  of  creating  votes,  not 
liable  to  this  restriction,  by  putting  per- 
sons into  10/.  houses  on  the  31st  of  Julv. 
who  would  not  have  any  taxes  to  pay  in 
the  following  October.  He  begged  of  the 
noble  Lord,  who  was  so  strenuous  an  ad- 
vocate for  this  restriction,  to  frame  the 
Bill  in  such  a  manner  as  to  insure  the 
payment  of  taxes  at  some  time  or  other. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  the  argument  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
did  not  apply  to  this  measure,  because  it 
provided,  with  respect  to  voters  placed 
on  the  registry  for  the  first  time  that  their 
taxes  should  be  paid  up  to  the  5th  of 
April.  By  that  the  Bill  preserved  the 
test  of  solvency.  With  regard  to  the 
provision  for  the  payment  of  the  taxes  up 
to  the  11th  of  October,  it  only  applied 
to  those  who  were  now  on  the  registry,  or 
who  should  be  hereafter  placed  upon  it 
according  to  the  regulation  established 
by  the  Reform  Act  in  the  first  instance  of 
registry^  which  required  the  taxes  to  be 
paid  up  to  April.  If  there  were  anything 
in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  objection,  it 
was  singular  that  this  provision  should 
have  been  objected  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds,  because  it  provided  only  a 
remedy  for  the  grievances  of  parties  either 
now  on  the  register,  or  who  might  here- 
after be  placed  there.    With  respect  to 


the  argument  as  to  the  repeal  of  the  shil- 
ling, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  applied 
it  as  if  his  noble  Friend  had  drawn  from 
it  a  deduction  that  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site ought  to  consent  to  this  Bill,  but  his 
noble  Friend  had  not  so  used  it ;  he  had 
only  applied  it  as  an  answer  to  that  un- 
reserved declaration  of  fealty  and  alle- 
giance to  every  part  of  the  Reform  Bill 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  avowed. 
Then  there  was,  also,  the  proposal  for  the 
abolition  of  the  stamp  duty,  on  the  ad- 
mission of  freemen  to  corporations,  which 
hon.  Members  opposite  were  ready  to  sup- 
port. Would  any  man  tell  him  that  that 
would  not  be  a  clear  alteration  of  the 
franchise  ?  But  provided  the  franchise 
was  only  altered  after  the  fashion  of  hon. 
Members  opposite,  in  a  way  to  suit  their 
own  favoured  parties  and  constituencies, 
they  were  as  ready  to  make  that  alteration 
as  any  hon.  Member  on  that  side  of  the 
House  was  to  adopt  the  one  proposed  by 
the  present  measure.  He  would  take  that 
opportunity  of  stating  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gal  way,  who  had  asked 
the  question  in  his  absence,  that  he  had 
told  that  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  should 
be  prepared  to  include  in  this  bill  a  provi- 
sion for  the  repeal  of  the  stamp  duty  on 
the  admission  of  freemen  into  the  Irish 
corporations,  but  that,  on  consideration,  he 
did  not  think  it  would  be  right  to  take 
the  House  by  surprise  in  proposing  an 
amendment  of  the  kind  on  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  bill.  On  a  future  occasion, 
however,  he  or  some  other  member  of  the 
Government,  would  be  prepared  to  intro- 
duce a  bill  to  carry  that  object  into  efi^ect. 
Colonel  Sibthorp  would  now  take  the 
same  part  he  had  taken  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, in  reference  to  this  measure.  He 
admitted,  that  as  far  as  regarded  the  free- 
men, the  bill  was  a  just  one,  but  the  noble 
Lord  endeavoured  to  thwart  that  object 
by  adding  another  to  the  bill — viz.,  the 
remission  of  the  rates  to  the  10/.  house- 
holders by  which  the  noble  Lord  sacrificed 
his  maintenance  of  the  Reform  Bill.  The 
noble  Lord  was,  therefore,  attempting  to 
make  the  bill  a  mere  trap,  by  a  pretended 
consideration  towards  the  freemen.  It 
was  one  of  those  horrible  Ministerial 
tricks,  one  of  those  underhand  measures, 
which  the  noble  Lord  was  continually 
bringing  forward.  He  would,  therefore, 
oppose  this  measure,  for,   indeed,  inde- 

Eendent  of  his  objections  to  it,  he  felt  that 
e  might  conscientiously  oppose  any  mea^ 
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The  House  divided  on  the  original  ques- 
tion:—Ayes  189;  Noes  172:  Majority 
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Adam,  Sir  C« 

Aglionby,  H.  A, 

Aintwortb,  P. 

AnsoD,  hoD.  Colonel 

Arcbbold,  R. 

BaineSy  £. 

Bannerman,  A. 

Baring,  F,  T. 

Barnard,  E.G. 

Barron,  H.W. 

Barry,  0.  »S. 

Beamish,  F.  B. 

Belfast,  Earl  of 

Bellew,  R.  M. 

Berkeley,  hon.  C. 

Bernal,  R. 

Bewes,  T. 

filackett,  C. 

Blake,  M.  J. 

Blake,  W.J. 

Blewitt,  R.  J. 

Bowes,  J. 

BrabazoDy  Lord. 

Briscoe,  J.  1, 

Brolberton,  J. 

Brownrigg,  S. 

Buller,  C. 

Buller,  £. 
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The  O^  Connor  Don  thought  it  right  to 
state^  that  a  petition  against  this  bill  had 
been  agreed  to  by  the  county  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent,  under  the 
conviction  that  poor  laws,  and  a  system 
of  workhouses,  were  not  at  all  adapted  for 
the  habits  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  O'Connell  could  see  no  reason  why 
these  salaries  should  not  be  chargeable  on 
the  consolidated  fund.  They  had  already 
agreed,  that  a  sum  of  money  should  be  ad- 
vanced out  of  the  consolidated  fund,  for 
the  purpose  of  building  the  workhouses  in 
which  these  salaries  were  to  be  earned  by 
the  officers  of  the  different  unions ;  and 
they  might  take  his  word  for  it,  that  they 
would  no  more  get  that  money  back  from 
the  people  of  Ireland  than  they  would  get 
back  the  million  which  they  had  voted 
from  the  same  fund  for  the  relief  of  the 
Irish  clergy. 

Sir  E.  Sugden  said,  that  it  was  an  ex- 
cess of  modesty  in  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  to  ask  the  represent- 
atives of  England  to  grant  the  amount  of 
these  salaries  out  of  the  consolidated  fund, 
at  the  very  time  that  he  told  them  plainly, 
that  his  constituents,  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, would  never  pay  back  to  that  fund 
the  sum  granted  to  them  for  the  building 
of  workhouses,  nor  the  million  granted  for 
the  relief  of  the  Irish  clergy. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  35,  giving  power  to  "  the 
Commissioners  from  time  to  time,  as  they 
may  see  fit,  to  build,  or  cause  to  be  built, 
a  workhouse,  or  workhouses,  for  any  union 
not  having  a  workhouse,''  &c. 

Mr.  Shaw  thought,  the  present  was  the 
most  convenient  time  to  move  the  amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  notice.  He 
proposed  to  add,  after  line  42,  the  words, 
"workhouses  and  asylums  for  the  lame^ 
impotent,  old,  and  blind,"  with  a  view  to 
give  the  clause  the  effect  of  limiting  the 
relief  to  be  provided  to  the  necessary 
relief  of  the  lame,  impotent,  old,  blind, 
and  such  others  as  are  destitute  and  not 
able  to  work.  He  took  that  opportunity 
of  raising  a  question  of  very  great  import- 
ance, as  the  forms  of  the  House  and  his 
own  indisposition  prevented  him  from 
bringing  it  forward  in  a  more  regular 
manner.  It  was  a  question  of  very  great 
importance,  as  on  it»  in  a  great  degree, 
depended  the  law  of  settlement,  the  right 
to  relief  in  public  workhouses,  and,  still 
more,  the  accompanying  and  auxiliary 
measures  of  emi^ation  and  the  establish* 


ment  of  public  works  for  the  employment 
of  the  able-bodied  :  all  of  which  the  Bill 
before    the   House,  in  its  present  state, 
served  as  a  screen  against  the  necessity  of 
introducing.     The  shortest  way  in  which 
he  could  put  his  point  was,  by  stating  that 
the  Bill,  as  it  now  stood,  proposed  to  give 
relief  to  all  destitute  persons,  even  though 
they  may  happen  to  be  able  bodied  ;  while 
his  proposition  was,  that  relief  should  be 
given  to  the  destitute,  but  should  not  be 
extended  to  such  as  were  able-bodied.  He 
would  endeavour  to  meet,  as  well  as  he 
could,  the  strongest  argument,  as  it  ap« 
peared  to  him,  which  could  be  brought 
forward  in  opposition  to  his  proposition. 
That  argument  would  resolve  itself  into 
this  question.  "  How  can  you  refuse  relie 
to  a  man  who  is  destitute,  although  able- 
bodied,  if  he  says,  I  am  able  and  willing 
to  work  if  I  can  find  it,  but  I  cannot  get 
any  work  to  do  ?   In  answer  to  that  argu- 
ment he  would  say,  I  do  not  refuse  to  give 
such  a  man  relief.     I  will  do  it,  however, 
in  another   and  different  way  from  that 
provided  by  the  Bill.      I  will  do  it  by  the 
auxiliary   means  either  of  emigration  or 
public  works.     While  I  refuse  to  give  re- 
lief under  this  Bill,  I  at   the  same  time 
state  what  I  propose  1  am  willing  to  do  for 
them.     I  refuse  to  delude  them  by  hold- 
ing out  to  them  the  expectation  of  means 
of  relief  in  a  way  which  this  Bill  is  alto- 
gether inadequate  to  accomplish."  He  was 
of  opinion,    that,   considering  the   great 
scientific  knowledge  and  acquirement,  and 
the  unwearied  industry  and  diligence  of 
the  Gentlemen  who  composed  the  Poor- 
law  commission,  sufficient  attention  had 
not  been    paid   to  their  suggestions  and 
recommendations.    They  had  made  a  cal- 
culation that  there  were  about  two  mil- 
lions of  destitute  poor  in  Ireland,  and  yet 
the  relief  provided   by   the  present  Bill 
proceeded  upon  a  supposition  that  there 
were    only    80,000    in    need    of   relief. 
Another  calculation  was,  the  able-bodied 
labourer  was,  by  the  produce  of  his  la- 
bour, able  to  raise  a  sum  of  30/.  a-year. 
Now  if  that  calculation  were  correct,  if 
they  were  to  divide  the  whole  of  the  pro- 
duce of  the  soil  among  them,  they  would 
hardly  give  them  more  than  a  competent 
maintenance.     That    showed,  that  there 
was  no  analogy  between  the  workhouse 
systems  of  the  two  countries.     The  object 
of  the  workhouse  system  in  England  was, 
to  adjust  the  demand  to  the  supply.     In 
Ireland  that  w^s  ngt  the  object  of  the 


U61 


Poor-Laws 


{COMMONS} 


(Ireland). 


196ft 


workhouse  syBtem,  and  the  only  way  by 
which  that  object  could  be  effected  in 
Ireland  was,  by  endeavouring  to  raise  the 
Irish  labourer  to  the  same  scale  with  the 
English  labourer.  In  order  to  attain  that 
desirable  object,  they  should  ha:^  in  Ire- 
land a  better  system  of  landJetting,  a 
consolidation  of  small  farms,  and  a  better 
and  more  improved  system  of  husbandry. 
What  he  had  stated  was;  he  trusted, 
sufficient  to  show  the  inapplicability  of 
the  workhouse  system  in  Ireland  to  the 
class  of  able-bodied  men.  These  consi- 
derations would  lead  to  the  other  points 
he  had  already  alluded  to,  namely,  exten- 
sive emigration  and  public  works  on  an 
extensive  scale.  The  objections  which  he 
made  to  this  Bill  as  a  means  of  relief 
for  the  able-bodied  poor,  did  not  apply 
to  it  as  a  provision  for  the  blind,  the  lame, 
the  aged,  and  the  impotent;  of  these 
latter  the  number  was  comparatively 
small,  and  preity  nearly  equal  in  most 
parts  of  the  country  and  at  most  periods. 
How  were  they  to  prevent  imposition  in 
many  of  those  cases?  There  were  two 
ways  of  doing  so ;  namely,  by  in-door 
relief  and  by  the  discretionary  power  to 
be  vested  in  the  guardians.  The  parties 
who  should  be  considered  fit  objects  of 
relief  would  be  admitted  into  the  work- 
house, or  rather  he  should  call  it  the 
asylum,  for  the  terms  of  his  amendment 
did  not  imply  that  much  work  could  be 
done  by  the  lame,  blind,  aged,  and  impo- 
tent ;  but  when  in  that  asylum  or  work- 
house the  parties  should  be  subject  to 
general  regulations.  His  great  object  was, 
that  the  Bill  should  not  hold  out  to  large 
numbers  of  the  poor  of  Ireland  the  hope 
of  relief  which  it  was  not  adequate  to 
afford.  He  did  not  go  the  length  of  say- 
ing, that  in  every  possible  case  the  discre- 
tion of  the  guardians  should  be  limited ; 
but  that  in  eases  of  extreme  destitution, 
bordering  on  the  other  cases  to  which,  in 
his  opinion,  the  Bill  ought  to  apply,  there 
should  be  a  power  to  administer  relief,  but 
in  every  case  in-door  relief.  If  the  general 
rule  which  his  amendment  would  lay  down 
were  objected  to,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
those  who  advocated  the  Bill  as  it  stood, 
and  who  would  leave  to  the  guardians  the 
discretionary  power  of  relief  in  all  oases,-* 
he  would,  he  repeated,  ask  them  what 
answer  would  they  give  to  the  able-bodied 
man  who  applied  for  relief  and  described 
himself  as  in  a  state  of  destitution,  though 
able  and  willing  to  work.    Would  they 


tell  him  that  the  workhouses  were  calcu- 
lated to  hold  not  more  than  80,000  persons, 
and  that  they  were  then  all  full  ?  Would 
the  destitute  though  able-bodied  poor  be 
satisfied  with  that  answer  ?  Certainly  not. 
If  the  principle  of  relieving  the  able- 
bodied  but  destitute  labouring  man  were 
once  adopted,  the  doors  of  workhouses 
should  be  opened  not  to  the  thousands 
but  to  hundreds  of  thousands ;  but  as 
relief  was  not  contemplated  to  that  extent, 
all  beyond  the  number  which  the  work- 
bouses  would  hold  must  necessarily  be 
turned  away.  Would  not  that  be  exciting 
discontent,  seeing  that  the  hopes  enter- 
tained of  relief  from  the  Bill  could  never 
be  realised?  If  the  Bill  were  limited 
as  he  proposed,  it  would  be  very  easy  to 
dispose  of  the  question  of  the  law  of 
settlement.  A  distinction  should  be  made 
in  the  workhouse  between  the  destitute 
able-bodied  (who  might  in  extreme  cases 
be  admitted)  and  the  destitute  impotent ; 
and  a  great  distinction  should  also  be 
made  between  both  and  those^-such  as 
retired  soldiers  and  sailors— who  had 
claims  on  the  public  bounty.  In  oom* 
mencing  such  a  system  as  this  he  would 
rather  do  too  little  than  too  much  ;  for  if 
they  did  too  little  at  first,  it  would  be  easy 
to  advance,  but  if  they  found  they  had 
done  too  much  it  would  be  difficult  to 
retrace  their  steps.  They  had  better, 
therefore,  take  the  more  moderate  coorse 
in  the  outset,  and,  above  all  things,  not 
to  give  rise  to  hopes  of  general  relief 
which  they  could  never  realise*  He  had 
felt  it  his  duty  to  state  hit  views  on  this 
subject  briefly,  and  so  important  did  he 
think  the  question  that  he  would  take  the 
sense  of  the  Committee  upon  it. 

Viscount  Morpeth  said,  the  question 
was,  whether  the  relief  should  be  admi- 
nistered at  the  discretion  of  the  guardians, 
or  be  limited,  by  the  bill,  to  the  lame,  the 
impotent,  and  the  blind,  &c.  Now  the 
practice,  under  the  bill,  would  not,  be 
supposed,  differ  much  from  that  which  he 
(Mr.  Shaw)  had  said,  should  be  the  strict 
rule,  but  then  the  principle  was  important 
which  made  it  the  strict  rule  iu  almost 
every  case,  at  least  to  such  an  extent  as 
to  fetter  the  discretion  of  the  guardians. 
So  important  did  he  admit  this  principle 
to  be,  that  he  thought  it  but  fair  to  huve 
the  sense  of  the  Committee  expressed 
upon  it.  The  principle  of  the  right  hen. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  lead  to 
much  greater  mischiefs  than  those  which 


i^6d 


Poor- Laws 


{Feb.  19} 


(Ireland), 


1270 


they  were  intended  to  prevent.  Then 
there  would  be  great  difference  as  to  who 
might  be  classed  under  the  heads  of  ''  im- 
potent/' for  many  who  were  only  desti- 
tute would  claim  admission  as  "aged, 
impotent," &c.  Now,  it  might  often  happen, 
that  a  man  of  seventy  might  be  as  hale 
and  strong  as  many  a  worn-out  labourer 
of  forty  or  6fty.  As  to  the  sick,  there 
would  be  less  difficulty,  for  Ireland 
abounded  in  places  for  the  reception  of 
sick  in  all  diseases ;  but,  admitting  this, 
suppose  a  man  and  woman,  in  a  state  of 
great  destitution,  accompanied  by  several 
children  still  more  destitute,  were  to  apply 
to  the  guardians,  and  say  '*  we  are  able 
to  work,  but  we  cannot  get  any  employ- 
ment^ we  and  our  children  are  perishing 
from  want  of  food  and  shelter,  and  we  beg 
you  to  allow  us  to  crawl  in  here  and  die." 
Now,  said  the  noble  Lord,  you  may  refuse 
in  that  case,  but  don't  make  it  your  law 
that  you  shall  do  so."  He  had  seen  an 
account  of  a  public  meeting  in  the  county 
of  Clare  on  the  subject  of  the  Poor-laws, 
at  which  one  of  the  speakers  alluded  to 
the  degradation  of  sending  persons  into 
places  of  confinement — as  the  workhouses 
were  termed — because  of  their  destitution 
and  solicitation  for  relief.  The  gentleman 
who  took  that  view  of  the  subject,  was 
replied  to  by  a  Roman  Catholic  priest, 
who  in  the  course  of  his  remarks,  men- 
tioned the  case  of  a  poor  woman,  who, 
with  three  young  children  in  a  state  of 
destitution,  sought  shelter  in  a  waste 
house.  In  the  course  of  the  night,  the 
youngest  of  the  children,  an  infant,  fell 
from  off  its  mother's  arms  and  perished  of 
cold.  The  poor  mother  shared  her  fate, 
for  she  too  perished  in  the  course  of  the 
night,  and  the  two  surviving  orphans  had 
to  be  provided  for  by  his  parishioners. 
Now,  was  not  the  fate  of  those  helpless 
beings  worse  than  their  being  imprisoned 
in  a  workhouse,  as  it  was  called  ?  Was 
not  begging  in  the  streets  a  greater  de- 
gradation than  seeking  an  asylum  within 
the  walls  of  a  workhouse  ?  It  would,  he 
repeated,  be  productive  of  the  worst  effects 
to  fetter  the  dVretion  of  the  guardians 
who  admini"  A  the  district.  The  limit- 
ation of  V  .<:f  to  those  who  went  into  the 
workhouse  was  sufficiently  harsh  and 
stringent,  though,  at  the  same  time,  he 
would  adroit  that  it  was  a  necessary  re- 
striction, but  he  would  not  go  beyond  that, 
by  putting  altogether  out  of  the  power  of 
the  guardians  to  admit  particular  cases  of 


destitution  amongst  able-bodied  paupers 
He  did  hope,  that  the  Committee  would, 
in  all  cases,  confine  the  relief  to  the  work- 
house, but  that  they  would  sanction  the 
principle,  that  under  the  cover  of  the 
workhouse  they  would  leave  to  the  guard- 
ians the  power  to  give  relief  to  those  who 
were  greatly  destitute. 

Colonel  Conolly  fully  concurred  in  the 
view  taken  of  this  question  by  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Shaw)  winch 
he  thought  was  much  more  consistent 
with  the  wants  and  resources  of  the  coun- 
try than  the  sweeping  measure  proposed 
by  the  bill.  The  amendment  began  at 
the  moderate  end,  in  trying  this  system  in 
a  country  where  it  was  hitherto  unknown, 
and  where  they  had,  of  course,  no  data  to 
decide  upon  its  working.  The  project  of 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  could 
be  tried  at  once,  and  would  relieve  the 
country  from  the  alarm  into  which  it  had 
been  thrown  by  the  threatened  application 
of  so  extensive  a  system  as  the  bill  pro- 
posed. The  Committee  ought  to  consider 
whether,  in  the  extensive  application  of 
that  principle,  they  did  not  create  a  greater 
degree  of  pauperism  than  they  cured.  He 
did  not  offer  these  remarks  in  any  spirit  of 
hostility  to  the  Queen*8  Government.  He 
made  them  from  a  sincere  desire  to  divest 
the  measure  of  that  alarm  which  in  its 
present  state  it  was  calculated  to  excite 
in  the  country ;  for  in  the  present  state  of 
Ireland,  he  thought  that  nothing  could  be 
more  injurious  than  to  admit  even  by  im- 
plication the  right  of  able-bodied  poor  to 
demand  support.  But  the  bill  ought  to 
be  accompanied  by  the  provisions  sug- 
gested by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  respecting 
public  works  and  emigration.  A  small 
fund  would  facilitate  emigration,  arid  dis- 
charge Ireland  of  its  superfluous  popula- 
tion. He  would  urge  the  subject  of  pub- 
lic works  upon  the  attention  of  Govern- 
ment, because  they  would  much  increase 
the  prosperity  of  the  country.  In  conclu- 
sion, he  entreated  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
not  to  resist  the  proposition  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend. 

Viscount  Clements  admitted  that  his  gal- 
lant Friend,  who  had  just  spoken,  must  be 
considered  well  acquainted  with  the  state 
of  Ireland,  but  be  could  not  agree  with 
him  in  the  conclusions  to  which  he  had 
come.  Indeed,  looking  at  the  great  im- 
provement which  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  had  made  in  his  estate  by  good 
managemeuti  he  had  expected  that  he 


r 


1271 


Poor*Lawh 


{COMMONS} 


(Ireland), 


1272 


would  be  one  of  the  first  to  oppose  the 
proposition  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  It  was  true,  that  there  was  a 
large  amount  of  poverty  in  Ireland,  but 
there  were  also  immense  resources,  which, 
if  well  employed,  would  get  rid  of  it.  He, 
therefore,  looked  upon  the  calculations 
which  had  been  made  to  show  the  great 
extent  to  which  pauperism  existed  as 
mere  waste  paper.  If  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  who  had  referred  to  the  re- 
ports of  the  Commissioners  had  himself 
examined  them  with  due  diligence,  he 
would  have  found  that  a  large  proportion 
of  the  poverty  of  Ireland  was  attributable 
to  the  neglect  of  the  poor,  and  might 
have  been  avoided  had  there  been  a  proper 
management  of  the  labour  on  the  large 
estates.  As  to  the  principle  of  emigra- 
tion, he  objected  to  driving  men  to  emi- 
grate by  refusing  to  relieve  them  in  their 
destitution,  or  by  affording  them  such  a 
miserable  subsistence  as  to  make  them 
prefer  emigration  to  availing  themselves  of 
it.  Such  a  system  of  coercion  as  that 
converted  emigration  into  a  species  of 
transportation.  In  making  these  remarks, 
he  did  not  wish  to  be  supposed  unfavour- 
able to  emigration ;  he  thought  it  was  a 
question  worthy  of  attention  in  a  distinct 
form,  with  a  view  to  ascertain  what  means 
could  be  adopted  to  encourage  people  to 
emigrate  extensively.  After  the  unions 
had  been  formed,  the  Government  should 
propose  some  means  by  which  the  public 
works  might  be  made  more  available;  but 
he  felt  that,  instead  of  waiting  for  any 
such  measures,  they  were  bound  to  pro- 
ceed, unless  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  prepared  to  state  what  system  they 
had  to  recommend  as  a  substitute  for  the 
bill  now  before  them. 

Mr.  Barron  said,  if  he  understood  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Shaw)  correctly,  it  was 
this,  that  a  large  number  of  able-bodied 
paupers  would  be  supported  under  this 
bill.  He  (Mr.  Barron)  did  not  fear  any- 
thing of  the  sort.  The  restrictions  were 
so  stringent,  that  they  did  not  offer  any 
inducement  for  able-bodied  paupers  to  go 
into  the  workhouse.  The  first  was  con- 
finement, and,  looking  to  the  character 
and  habits  of  the  Irish  people,  the  very 
nature  of  relief  so  to  be  administered  was 
a  guarantee  against  any  large  number  of 
persons  applying  for  relief,  subject  to  that 
restriction,  unless  under  circumstances  of 

extreme  d^titutipo.    An4  was  there  any 


man  who  would  wish,  in  c^ses  of  extreme 
destitution,  that  the  pejbple  of  Ireland 
should  not  be  re^iesed  under  this  bill? 
Would  any  man  be  bold  enough  to  assert, 
in  the  face  of  a  British  House  of  Com- 
monsy  and  in  the  face  of  the  Representa- 
tives of  the  Irish  people,  that  the  people 
were  to  starve—  that  they  were  not  to  live 
under  equal  laws  ?  He  would  place  the 
power  of  affording  relief  in  the  hands  of 
the  boards  of  guardians,  because  it  was 
natural  to  suppose  that  those  boards 
would  be  composed  of  the  principal  rate- 
payers in  the  several  districts ;  and  was  it 
to  be  supposed  that  those  persons  who 
were  the  principal  contributors  to  the  rate, 
would  be  anxious  to  place  a  large  number 
of  able-bodied  labourers  in  the  Hoase, 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  having  the  plea- 
sure of  paying  for  their  maintenance  in  it  ? 
He  feared  that  the  string  would  rather  be 
drawn  too  tight  than  relaxed,  and  that 
the  boards  of  guardians  would  say,  on 
application  for  relief,  that  they  could  not 
afford  the  expense  of  allowing  men  to 
come  into  the  workhouses,  that  they  would 
tell  them  to  look  for  work ;  that  was  what 
he  dreaded,  and  not  that  they  would  place 
too  many  persons  in  them. 

Mr.  Wrightson  begged  to  offer  a  few 
observations  to  the  House,  as,  from 
the  public  situation  he  had  filled,  they 
might  consider  themselves  entitled  to  an 
opinion  from  him  on  this  subject.  There 
were  two  principles  now  before  the  House ; 
one  was  what  might  be  called  the  narrow 
view  of  the  subject,  that  of  confining  its 
operation  to  sick  and  impotent;  the  other 
and  more  comprehensive,  that  of  including 
all  destitute  persons.  The  noble  Lord  had 
rejected  all  classification,  and  had  placed 
it  on  the  ground  of  destitution  only.  This 
he  considered  an  impolitic  measure.  The 
first  objection  to  the  limited  scheme 
was  the  difiBculty  of  distinguishing  be* 
tween  the  favoured  classes  and  the  other 
portions  of  the  community.  But  the  sta- 
tute of  Elizabeth,  and  all  the  other  English 
statutes,  and  the  Scotch  statutes  also,  pro* 
ceeded  upon  the  same  principle  of  classifi- 
cation ;  and  it  was  quite  clear  that  if  the 
authorities  under  the  Bill  went  honestly  to 
work,  there  could  be  little  difliculty  ex* 
perienced  in  regard  to  this  part  of  the 
measure.  The  great  question,  after  all, 
was,  whether  it  were  right  that  a  distinc- 
tion should  be  taken,  and  the  opinion  he 
held  upon  the  point,    namely,    that  the 
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was  by  no  means  new.  He  begged  to  refer 
tbem  to  tbe  report  of  tbe  Committee  of 
1817 — ^the  ablest  Committee,  in  his  opinion, 
that  had  ever  directed  its  attention  to  this 
subject.  That  Committee,  of  which  Mr. 
Sturges  Bourne  was  the  Chairman,  and 
Mr.  Huskisson,  with  many  other  most  intel- 
ligent men,  were  members,  had  told  them 
what  remedies  they  ought  to  apply  to  the 
old  Poor-law.  In  that  report  reference 
was  made  to  the  necessity  of  restricting 
relief  to  the  old,  the  blind,  the  lame,  and 
the  sick.  Now,  in  considering  this  sub- 
ject, he  could  not  exclude  from  his  mind 
the  vast  expense  that  was  about  being  in- 
curred in  what,  after  ail,  was  only  stated 
by  its  advocates  to  be  an  experiment.  It 
was  an  experiment  that  he  was  afraid  ex- 
perience would  prove  to  them  to  be  a  very 
hazardous  one.  They  had  to  consider 
that  about  100,000  persons  would  require 
to  be  relieved;  the  relief  could  not  be 
afforded  at  less  than  51,  for  each  person ; 
that  was  half  a  million  of  money ;  and  with 
this  they  were  to  recollect  that  the  Com- 
missioners had,  through  masters  in  Chan- 
cery, and  those  best  qualified  to  give  in- 
formation, ascertained  that  the  whole 
of  the  rental  of  Ireland  did  not  exceed 
6,000,000/. ;  so  that,  in  their  experiment, 
they  would  thus  impose  a  property  tax  of 
ten  per  cent.  Surely  men  who  had  capital 
in  a  country  would  take  it  somewhere  else 
rather  than  leave  it  in  a  country  subjected 
to  such  a  tax.  But  let  the  Committee  look 
at  the  more  important  question  of  wages. 
It  was  undeniable  that  they  could  not  raise 
so  large  a  sum  as  would  be  necessary  to 
carry  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  into  full 
effect,  without  trenching  seriously  on  the 
sum  destined  to  be  applied  in  shape  of 
wages  for  labour.  That  such  was  the  fact 
was  evident  from  the  experience  which 
they  had  of  a  similar  measure  in  England. 
In  the  southern  provinces,  when  the  Poor- 
law  authorities  had  been  allowed  to  put 
their  hands  in  the  pockets  of  the  propri- 
etors and  farmers  without  restraint,  the 
effect  had  been  to  reduce  the  rate  of 
wages  in  a  ruinous  degree,  and  thereby 
increase  the  amount  of  destitution.  In 
the  northern  parts  of  the  country  a  differ- 
ent course  had  been  pursued,  and  the 
Poor-law  authorities  had  refused  relief 
except  to  certain  classes,  and  the  conse- 
quence was,  that  while  in  the  south  wages 
were  reduced  to  a  few  shillings  weekly, 
they  had  in|  the  north  been  kept  up  from 
\2s,  iolAs,  He  was  convinced,  that  by  the 


course  adopted  in  the  northern  provinces, 
wages  could  be  maintained  at  their  proper 
amount,  and  by  that  course  alone,  and  it 
was  therefore  highly  important  for  the 
Committee  to  consider  whether  it  were 
possible  to  take  so  large  a  sum  as  was 
necessary  to  carry  this  Bill  into  opera- 
tion, from  the  pockets  of  the  employers, 
without  inflicting  a  serious  injury  upon  the 
labouring  classes  in  Ireland,  and  without 
creating  a  greater  amount  of  destitution 
than  at  present  existed,  One  of  the 
greatest  objections  to  the  measure  before 
the  Committee  was,  in  his  opinion,  that 
it  amounted  to  a  diversion,  and  not  to  a 
creation  of  funds  applicable  to  labour.  A 
provision  was  made  for  100,000  paupers, 
but  by  the  Bill  120,000  who  were  depend- 
ent on  labour  were  placed  in  a  worse  con- 
dition than  they  were  before.  They  were 
in  fact  obliged  to  rob  the  poor  before 
they  amended  their  condition.  It  ap- 
peared to  him,  in  fact,  that  the  whole 
proceedings  in  regard  to  the  proposed 
measure  were  founded  on  a  wrong  opinion 
of  the  effects  of  legislation  in  ameliorating 
the  condition  of  the  poor.  In  Mr.  Ni- 
choirs  report  it  was  stated  as  a  principle 
that  the  property  of  a  district  should  find 
means  for  the  relief  of  the  poverty  or  **^ 
titution  of  that  district.  Now,  he  did 
see  how  that  principle  could  be  foU  i 
out.  Let  them,  for  instance,  appl;,  li 
principle  to  the  estate  of  Mr.  Mart  ^n 
Connemara,  or  to  the  property  of  S  il. 
O'Donnell  in  the  isles  of  Arran,  and  ley 
would  test  its  fallacy,  for  the  destit  Jon 
would  totally  absorb  the  property  of  t^ese 
districts.  Let  them  test  the  principle  even 
by  the  whole  country.  The  population  of 
Ireland  was  eight  millions — the  rental  was 
six  millions.  Now  if  this  principle  was 
to  beJfoUowed  out,  the  whole  rental  would 
not  give  more  than  a  very  insignificant 
trifle  to  each  individual.  In  disputing  the 
applicability  of  the  principle  laid  down  in 
Mr.  Nicholl's  report  he  meant  no  dis- 
respect to  that  Gentleman.  He  had  ample 
opportunities  of  witnessing  his  abilities, 
and  entertained  for  him  the  highest  re- 
spect. The  great  and  radical  error  of  a 
Poor-law  was  the  attempt  to  stretch  it  too 
far.  He  was  sorry  to  have  trespassed  on 
the  time  of  the  House  so  long,  and  he 
should  conclude  his  observations  by  quot- 
ing the  opinion  of  Lord  Pitmilly  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Poor-laws  of  Scotland,  which 
fully  expressed  the  views  he  entertained  in 
regard  to  the  Poor-laws  generally.     The 
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bon.  Member  read  an  extract  from  a  do- 
cument, in  bis  hand,  in  which  Lord  Pit* 
milly  expressed  an  opinion  that  poor-rates 
should  be  distributed  to  those  only  who 
were  destitute  and  unable  to  work,  and 
contended  that  such  a  limitation  of  the 
poor-rates  ought  to  be  strictly  enforced. 
By  attempting  to  do  too  much  they  would 
be  sure  to  fail ;  when  they  would  succeed 
if  they  stopped  short.  He  highly  approved 
of  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  and  would  give 
it  his  hearty  support. 

Mr.  Lucas  said,  he  had  listened  with 
pleasure  to  the  hon.  Member  who  had  last 
addressed  the  House,  and  whose  opinions, 
from  his  experience  with  respect  to  this 
subject,  were  entitled  to  attention.  But 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Member,  what- 
ever force  they  possessed,  applied  with 
equal  force  to  the  question  of  whether 
they  should  have  a  poor-law  at  all.  That 
question  the  House  had  answered  in  the 
affirmative,  and  as  the  principles  on  which 
that  decision  was  founded  bad  been  so 
often  and  so  fully  discussed  it  was  not  now 
his  intention  to  refer  to  those  arguments  of 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  which  applied 
to  the  general  question.  He  concurred 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  thinking  that 
the  Government  would  have  acted  more 
wisely  if  it  had  adhered  to  the  precedent 
which  it  had  established  in  England.  The 
hon.  gentleman  had  said,  that  this  would  be 
a  rash  experiment,  for  the  bill  would  entail 
upon  Ireland  additional  expense.  Now, 
there  was  one  argument  wnich  weighed 
with  him  beyond  all  others,  and  that  was, 
that,  in  their  legislation  upon  this  subject, 
they  would  hold  out  the  hand  of  charity 
to  the  destitute.  That  was  one  principle 
in  the  bill  which  claimed  his  support ;  the 
second  was,  that  they  held  out  the  hand 
of  relief  without  legislating  upon  the  dis- 
couraging principle  to  those  who  claimed 
cg)j|ef  and  really  required  it.  If  there  were 
pauperiliciples  contained  in  the  bill  that 
bill.  He  able,  they  were  these  two  prin- 
thing  of^nd  therefore  it  was,  that  he  con- 
so  stringl  the  necessity  of  supporting  the 
inducemeof  the  bill.  In  the  first  place, 
into  the  w^out  the  hand  of  relief  to  the 
finement,  iby  this  hill  the  destitute  who 
and  habits  opoint  of  starving,  would  be 
nature  of  relief  would  be  the  consequence 
a  guarantee  agaii^inction  ?  They  would 
persons  applying  foithe  sick,  and  the  old, 
restriction,  unless  andt.  those  who  had  no 
eiitrepie  d^tilutiOQ.     Anl  live.  The  broad 


and  the  just  principle  was  to  give  relief  to 
those  who  really  required  it«  When,  then, 
they  taxed  themselves,  and  that  to  no 
mean  amount,  let  them  do  so  on  the  broad 
and  the  noble  principle  that,  under  no 
circumstances  of  destitution,  should  that 
destitution  be  permitted  to  end  in  death. 
The  discouragement  principle  was  even 
inapplicable  according  to  the  case  made 
out  by  his  right  hon.  Friend.  It  had  been 
said  by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  in  attempt- 
ing to  draw  a  distinction  between  the 
classes  of  persons  that  ought  to  be  re> 
licved,  first,  that  he  would  give  no  relief 
to  the  able-bodied,  and  yet,  in  the  latter 
part  of  hifr  argument,  he  admitted,  that 
relief  ought  to  be  given  to  them  in  cases 
of  destitution.  His  right  hon.  Friend's 
humanity  would  not  allow  him  to  refuse 
relief  to  the  able-bodied  in  all  cases,  and, 
accordingly,  in  the  progress  of  his  speech, 
he  was  reduced  to  the  necessity  of  admit- 
ting that  it  must  be  given ;  for,  if  they 
refused  relief  to  the  destitute,  they  must 
allow  them  to  beg.  He  could  not  concur 
in  the  amendment  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
who  had  said,  that  a  great  deal  might  be 
done  by  emigration ;  but  that,  it  was  to 
be  remembered y  was  only  subsidiary  to 
the  great  question.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
had  said,  that  the  amount  of  labour  to  be 
done  was  small,  and  that  the  number  of 
labourers  was  great.  The  reason  of  this 
was  the  defective  state  of  agriculture  in 
Ireland,  and  not  the  want  of  land  to 
employ  that  labour  upon.  He  intended 
to  oppose  the  amendment  of  bins  right  boo. 
Friend. 

Mr.  0*Connell  could  not  concur  in  the 
views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  proposed  the  amendment,  simply  be- 
cause he  thought  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  gone  farther  than  he  ought.  He 
should,  however,  support  the  amendment 
proposed,  because  it  imposed  some  limita- 
tion upon  what  was  otherwise  an  unde- 
fined system  of  poor-laws.  He  supported 
the  amendment  because,  if  carried,  it  would 
render  the  Poor-law  less  fatal  to  Ireland. 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Leitrim, 
had  endeavoured  to  answer  the  arguments, 
but  he  had  not  touched  upon  the  calcula* 
tions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  while 
upon  this  subject,  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  had  made  a  very 
eloquent  speech — a  speech  in  which  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  oratory,  and  no  politi- 
cal economy  at  all.  That  noble  I^rd  had 
read  an  account  of  a  case  of  very  great 


Ill 


Poor-Laws 


{Feb.  19} 


(Ireland). 


1278 


filiction  •  he  had  detailed  to  them  a  dread- 
jI  scene  of  destitution ;  he  portrayed  to 
iieni  death  caused  by  destitution,  but  of 
^hat  parties  was  this  a  picture  ?  A  widow 
ind   three  orphans.    And  yet  the  only 
[uestion  here  was,  whether  the  able-bodied 
poor  were  to  be  relieved.  The  noble  Lord 
had  told  them   a  very  pathetic  tale  of  a 
widow  and  her  orphans,  but  he  had  not 
touched  upon  the  argument.     The  details^ 
too,  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northallerton 
(Mr.  Wrightson)  had  not  been  touched 
upon.     These  details  showed  the  frightful 
extent  of  the  burthen  that  was  about  to 
be  laid  upon  Ireland.    These  had  not  yet 
been  met.    The  noble  Lord  had  told  them 
truly,  that  it  was  frequently  very  difficult 
to  draw  the  distinction  between  poverty 
and  destitution.  How  were  they  to  relieve 
the  poverty  that  existed  ?  Was  their  mode 
of  relieving  poverty  to  reduce  poverty  to 
destitution  ?  The  noble  Lord  had  asserted, 
and  it  had  been  re-echoed  from  more  than 
one  part  of  the  House,  that  the  produce 
of  Ireland  in  agricultural  labour  was  very 
low.     Now,  taking  the  dicta  laid  down  in 
the   Commissioners'   Reports,    and   they 
must  be  admitted  as  authority,  it  appeared 
that  there  were  14,000,000  of  arable  acres 
in  Ireland,  and  32,000,000  in  England. 
The  produce  in  England  was  150,000,000 
quarters,  and  of  the  14,000,000  of  acres 
in  Ireland,  the  produce  was  only  34,000,000 
quarters ;  that  was,  two  and  a-half  quar- 
ters per  acre  was  the  produce  of  the  one, 
and  four  and  a-half  the  produce  of  the 
other.     But  then  they  were  told,  that  a 
Poor-law  would  stimulate  produce.  How  ? 
by  persons  having  some  interest  in  dimi- 
nishing the  number  of  paupers.     But  had 
not  persons  at  this  moment  an  interest — 
had  not  every  occupier  of  land  an  interest 
— in  making  the  produce  as  large  as  pos- 
sible ?     Had  they  not  already  the  stimu- 
lant of  individual  interest?     Why,  then, 
was  not  Ireland  more  productive?     Be- 
cause there  was  not  capital  there  to  be 
applied  to  agriculture.  If  they  had  capital 
in  the  same  quantity  as  in  England,  not 
only  would   the  produce  of  Ireland  be  as 
great,  proportionably,  as  that  of  England, 
but  it  would  be  confessedly  more.     Now, 
what  was  the  remedy  they  applied  to  Ire- 
land ?  They  took  away  part  of  its  capital ; 
to  improve  the  country  they  deprived  it  of 
that  of  which  it  had  so  little,  and  which  it 
most  wanted.    Haifa  million  was  the  caK 
culation  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northal- 
lerton.    He  believed  it  would  be  a  million 


at  least.  They  were  aware  of  the  evil 
which  existed,  that  every  shilling  paid  in 
poor-rates  was  taken  from  capital^  and  the 
power  was  thereby  diminished  of  applying 
80  much  money  to  wages.  He  had  tres- 
passed upon  the  House  so  often  on  this 
subject,  that  he  did  not  wish  to  weary 
their  patience  further.  Those  who  were 
favourable  to  it  admitted  that  it  was  an 
experiment.  Then  how  was  the  experi- 
ment to  be  made?  How  ought  it  to  be 
made?  Was  it  all  at  once  ?  Should  not 
an  experiment  be  gradual  ?  They  ought 
to  recollect  that,  having  once  made  it,  they 
could  not  diminish  it ;  but  they  might 
easily  increase  it.  Let  them,  then,  take 
the  experiment  as  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  if  it  failed,  less  mis- 
chief would  occur ;  while,  by  taking  the 
larger,  and  its  failing,  it  would  create  the 
greater  confusion  and  disaffection.  He 
spoke  of  the  principle  of  the  Poor-law, 
that  was^  of  having  a  provision  for  the 
poor  3  but  the  poverty  that  existed  could 
not  be  mitigated  by  a  tax.  The  evils  of 
Ireland  lay  infinitely  deeper.  There  was 
not  a  sufficient  number  of  resident  land- 
lords. The  instance  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Donegal  showed  what 
benefit  could  be  conferred  upon  the 
country  by  resident  landlords.  Nine* 
tenths  of  the  fee-simple  of  Ireland 
belonged  to  absentees,  and  three-fourths 
of  the  income  of  Ireland  were  transmitted 
to  them.  Let  them  make  the  experiment 
on  the  scale  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  or  let  them  mitigate  the  scale 
proposed  for  a  poor-law  for  Ireland.  By 
adopting  that  now  submitted  to  them,  they 
would  be  acting  on  the  legal  principle  laid 
down  in  the  43rd  Elizabeth,  and  which 
had  been  broken  in  upon  by  reason  of  the 
particular  clause ;  that  was,  compelling 
parishes  to  find  work  for  the  able-bodied. 
Any  concession  made  in  the  argument  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
impugn  the  principle  proposed  by  him, 
and  which  was  already  known  to  all.  If 
they  began  the  experiment  in  the  way  that 
was  proposed,  they  would  begin  it  in  a 
manner  which  would  prove  the  least  mis- 
chievous. The  hon.  Member  for  Mona- 
ghan  had  talked  of  affording  relief  to  all. 
Now,  he  asked,  would  it  not  be  mere 
mockery  to  talk  of  affording  relief  to  all  if 
they  did  not  give  relief  to  all ;  and  if  they 
did  do  that,  would  any  man  in  that  House 
be  hardy  enough  to  deny  that  it  would 
not  be  a  tax  upon  property,  but  a  confis- 
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cation  of  property?  The  Bill  proposed  to 
do  no  such  thing ;  it  was  only  to  give 
relief  to  a  select  few.  The  Bill  held  out 
a  hope  of  relief  to  all;  it  would  cause 
disappointment  to  many,  it  would  increase 
irritation,  and  not  soothe  the  feelings  of 
any.  He  wished  the  House  to  make  the 
experiment  on  the  plan  proposed  by  the 
right  hon«  Gentleman. 

Mr.  Poulett  Scrape  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  in  answer  to  the  arguments  of  the 
hon.    Member    for    Northallerton.     The 
hon.  Member  asserted,  that  any  fund  raised 
for  the  support  of  the  poor  was  a  tax  on 
the  property  of  the  country — in  fact,  on 
productive  industry.     The  same  argument 
might  be  applied  to  any  tax  whatever.    In 
his  opinion,  a  poor-law  was  a  measure  of 
police,  and  the  absence  of  a  poor-law  froze 
up  the  various  sources  of  industry  in  Ire- 
land.    If  the  security  for  life  and  property 
which  such  a  measure  would  give  existed 
in  Ireland,  capital  and  enterprise  would 
soon  find  their  way  into  that  country.     At 
present,  English  capitalists  were  terrified 
from   speculating   there,  lest  their  farms 
should  be  inundated  by  the  destitute  able- 
bodied,  a  contingency  which  was  always 
to  be  found  in  a  country  where  that  class 
had  no  legal  means  of  relief.     He  main- 
tained that  the  relief  of  the  able-bodied 
labourer  was  by  far  the  most  important 
part  of  this  Bill.     If  in  any  district  in 
Ireland  where  mendicancy  now  prevailed, 
a  provision  for  the  relief  of  the  destitute 
was  introduced,  English  capital  would  soon 
find  its  way  there,  and  not  only  English 
but   Irish  ;  as  it  was  well  known  that  at 
present  upwards  of  a  million  annually  of 
Irish  capital  was  invested  in  the  English 
funds,  in  consequence  of  the  risk  of  in- 
vesting it  in  trade  or  agriculture  in  Ire- 
land.    If  they  refused  relief  to  the  able- 
bodied  labourer,  he  must  starve ;  and  in 
twenty-four  hours  he  would  be  sick  as  well 
as  destitute,  and   relief  would  then    be 
imperative.     He  would,  however,  admit 
that  auxiliaries,  such  as  emigration  and 
public  works,  would  be  absolutely  neces- 
sary to    the    efficient    working    of   this 
Bill. 

Sir  Edward  Sugden  agreed  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  that 
the  principal  want  of  Ireland  was  capital. 
She  wanted  repose  and  capital,  but  repose 
must  be  the  first  procured,  and  be  supported 
this  Bill  because  he  thought  it  was  likely 
to  produce  the  repose  which  would  inevi- 
tably lead  to  the  introduction  of  capita). 


The  hon.  Member  for  Northallerton  struck 
at  the  root  of  all  provision.  He  stated 
that  if  they  took  from  the  prodoctive 
classes  they  would  reduce  the  wages  of 
the  country.  Such  an  argument  woold 
apply  to  all  poor-laws.  In  his  opinion,  if 
the  poor  were  left  unemployed,  their 
energies  would  be  directed  to  a  bad  pur- 
pose, and  he  thought  that  funds  coold 
not  be  better  employed  than  in  relieving 
their  destitution,  and  thus  appropriating 
to  a  useful  purpose  that  machinery  of 
labour  which  was  now  completely  in  abey- 
ance. There  was  great  destitution  at 
present,  which  was  relieved  by  the  poorer 
classes,  and  the  question  was,  whether 
it  were  better  to  have  the  burthen  of  that 
relief  equalised.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
by  a  poor-law  they  merely  transferred  the 
burthen  of  relief  from  individual  chanty 
to  the  public.  He  could  not  but  think 
that  a  poor-law  would  have  a  great  effect 
in  reducing  crime  in  Ireland.  If  they 
refused  relief  to  an  able-bodied  labourer, 
who  could  not  get  work,  he  need  only  say, 
*'  Wait  a  bit,  I  can't  get  work ;  but  if  you 
think  I  am  too  stout,  shut  your  door,  and 
in  two  or  three  days^  I  shall  be  in  the  state 
in  which  you  must  grant  me  relief."  It 
would  be  preposterous  thus  to  bring  a 
man  down  to  sickness  and  misery  previous 
to  relieving  him.  It  was  said,  that  this 
measure  would  relieve  biit  a  small  portion 
of  the  destitute,  but  he  believed  that  if 
80,000  were  relieved  at  a  time  a  great 
number  would  be  relieved  in  the  course  of 
the  year. 

Captain  Jones  was  disposed  to  concur 
in  the  views  taken  upon  the  subject  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin.  As  the  bill  stood,  it  allowed 
persons  in  a  state  of  destitution  to  make  a 
claim  for  relief,  but  it  did  not  give  them 
any  title  to  relief,  but  left  the  guardians  at 
liberty  to  say  whether  they  would  give 
them  relief  or  not.  With  regard  to  the 
objection  which  had  been  urged,  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  draw  the  line  be- 
tween the  able-bodied  and  the  sick,  he 
would  observe  that  there  would  be  a  medi- 
cal officer  in  each  union,  and  he  would  be 
enabled  to  say  whether  a  man  applying  for 
relief,  would  be  able  to  work  or  not. 

Mr.  Ellis  thought,  that  the  able-bodied 
poor  might  be  admitted  into  the  work- 
house, and  he  was  borne  out  in  taking 
that  view  of  the  question  by  the  opinion 
expressed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin,  that  no  Irishman  would 
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The  House  resumed,  the  Committee  to 

ait  again. 
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Amendment  negatived. 

The  clause  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 


HOUS  E    OF   LORDS, 

Tuesday,  February  20,  1838. 

MiNUTXS.]    BUli.    Reads  second  ttDM>»W«teilbtdH< 
of  Industry;  Transfer  of  Aid;    Exdiequer  Bills. — Re- 
ceived the  Royal  Anent: — Trading  Co-ptttDetship. 

Petitians  presented.  By  the  Esxl  of  Dukbam,  froiB  a  plaee 
in  Duiliam,  by  the  Dulce  of  Clbtsi^iii>,  fiom  Siidlnry. 
by  Lord  Raylbigb,  from  ft  place  in  Essex,  by  Locd 
PoLST,  ttom  Worcester  and  Bewdley,  and  by  the  Earl  of 
Huirmronoif ,  ftom  Mildcn-Hall.  Waltoa  on  tbe  Willows^ 
BaUi,  Fevershazn,  and  Bury,  for  the  aboUtioo  of  N^gio 
Apprenticeship. 

Negro  Emancipation.]  Lord  Broug^ 
ham  spoke  as  follows*  : — I  do  not  think, 
my  Lords,  that  ever  but  once  before  in 
the  whole  course  of  my  public  life,  I  have 
risen  to  address  either  House  of  Parlia- 
ment with  the  anxiety  under  which  I  la- 
bour at  this  moment.  The  occasion  to 
which  alone  I  can  liken  the  present,  was, 
when  I  stood  up  in  the  Commons  to  expose 
the  treatment  of  that  persecuted  mission- 
ary whose  case  gave  birth  to  the  memora- 
ble debate  upon  the  condition  of  our  Negro 
brethren  in  the  Colonies — a  debate,  hap- 
pily so  fruitful  of  results  to  the  whole  of 
this  great  cause.  But  there  is  this  differ- 
ence between  the  two  occasions  to  sustain 
my  spirits  now,  that  whereas  at  the  former 
period,  the  horizon  was  all  wrapt  in  gloom, 
through  which  not  a  ray  of  light  pierced 
to  cheer  us,  we  have  now  emerged  into  a 
comparatively  bright  atmosphere,  and  are 
pursuing  our  journey  full  of  hope.  For 
this  we  have  mainly  to  thank  that  import- 
ant discussion,  and  those  eminent  men 
who  bore  in  it  so  conspicuous  a  part.  And 
now  I  feel  a  further  gratification  in  being 
the  means  of  enabling  your  Lordships,  by 
sharing  in  this  great  and  glorious  work, 
nay,  by  leading  the  way  towards  its  final 
accomplishment,  to  increase  the  esteem  in 
which  you  are  held  by  your  fellow-citizens ; 
or  if  by  any  differences  of  opinion  on  recent 
measures,  you  may  unhappily  have  lost 
any  portion  of  the  public  favour,  I  know 
of  no  path  more  short,  more  sure,  or  more 
smooth,  by  which  you  may  regain  it.  But 
I  will  not  rest  my  right  to  your  co-opera- 
tion upon  any  such  grounds  as  these.  I 
claim  your  help  by  a  higher  title.  I  rely 
upon  the  justice  of  my  cause — I  rely  upon 

*  From  a  corrected  report  published  by 
Ridgway :  the  speech  being  inscribed  to  the 
Marquess  of  Sligo,  late  Governor  and  Captain- 
General  of  Jamaica. 


1285         Negro  Emancipatiaiu         {Feb.  19}  Negro  Emancipation. 


1286 


the  power  of  your  consciences — I  rely  upon 
your  duty  to  God  and  toman — I  rely  upon 
your  consistency  with  yourselves — and 
appealing  to  your  own  measure  of  1833, 
if  you  be  the  same  men  in  1838,  I  call 
upon  you  to  6nnh  your  own  work»  and 
give  at  length  a  full  effect  to  the  wise  and 
Christian  principles  which  then  guided 
your  steps. 

I  rush  at  once  into  the  midst  of  this 
great  argument — I  drag  before  you  once 
more,  but  I  trust  for  the  last  time,  the 
African  Slave  Trade  which  1  lately  de- 
nounced here,  and  have  so  often  elsewhere. 
On  this  we  are  all  agreed.  Whatever 
difference  of  opinion  may  exist  on  the 
question  of  Slavery,  on  the  Slave  traffic 
there  can  be  none.  I  am  now  furnished 
with  a  precedent  which  may  serve  for  an 
example  to  guide  us.  On  slavery,  we 
have  always  held,  that  the  Colonial  Legis- 
latures could  not  be  trusted ;  that,  to  use 
Mr.  Canning's  expression,  you  must  be- 
ware of  allowing  the  masters  of  slaves  to 
make  laws  upon  slavery.  But  upon  the 
detestable  traffic  in  slaves,  1  can  show  you 
the  proceeding  of  a  Colonial  Assembly 
which  we  should  ourselves  do  well  to  adopt 
after  their  example.  These  masters  of 
slaves,  not  to  be  trusted  on  that  subject, 
have  acted  well  and  wisely  on  this.  I  hold 
in  my  hand  a  document,  which  I  bless 
heaven  that  I  have  lived  to  see.  The  Le« 
gislatureof  Jamaica,  owners  of  slaves,  and 
representing  all  other  slave  owners,  feel, 
that  they  also  represent  the  poor  Negroes 
themselves :  and  they  approach  the  Throne, 
expressing  themselves  thankful—- tardily 
thankful,  no  doubt — that  the  traffic  has 
been  now  for  thirty  years  put  down  in  our 
own  colonies,  and  beseeching  the  Sove- 
reign to  consummate  the  great  work  by 
the  only  effectual  means  of  having  it 
declared  piracy  by  the  law  of  nations,  as  it 
is  robbery,  and  piracy,  and  murder,  by  the 
law  of  God.  This  address  is  precisely  that 
which  1  desire  your  Lordships  now  to  pre- 
sent to  the  same  gracious  Sovereign.  After 
showing  how  heavily  the  Foreign  Slave 
Trade  presses  upon  their  interests,  they 
take  higher  ground  in  this  remarkable 
passage  : — 

'*  Nor  can  we  forego  the  higher  position,  as 
a  question  of  humanity;  representing  all 
classes  of  the  island,  we  consider  ourselves 
entitled  to  offer  to  your  Majesty  our  respectful 
remonstrance  against  the  continuance  of  this 
condemned  traffic  in  human  beings.  As  a 
community,  composed  of  the  descendants  of 


Africa  as  well  as  Britain,  we  are  anxious  to 
advance  the  character  of  the  country,  and  we, 
therefore,  entreat  your  Majesty  to  exert  your 
interest  with  foreign  Powers  to  cause  this  trade 
at  once  to  be  declared  piracy,  as  the  only 
effectual  means  of  putting  it  down,  and  thereby 
to  grace  the  commencement  of  your  auspicious 
reign." 

My  Lords,  I  will  not  stop  to  remind  the 
lawgivers  of  Jamaica,  why  it  is,  that  the 
slave  traffic  is  a  crime  of  so  black  a  die. 
I  will  not  remind  them  that  if  slavery  were 
no  more,  the  trade  in  slaves  must  cease; 
that  if  the  West  Indies  were  like  England 
peopled  with  free  men,  and  cultivated  only 
by  free  hands,  where  no  man  can  hold  his 
fellow-crenture  in  bondage,  and  the  la- 
bourer cannot  be  tormented  bv  his  masters; 
if  the  cartwhip  having  happily   been  de- 
stroyed,   the   doors  of  the  prison-house 
were  also  flung  open,   and    chains,  and 
bolts,  and  collars  were  unknown,  and  no 
toil  endured  but  by  the  workman's  con-> 
sent,  nor  any  effort  extorted  by  dread  of 
punishment;  the  traffic  which  we  justly 
call  not  a  trade  but  a  crime,  would  no 
longer  inflict  the  miseries  with  which  it 
now  loads  its  victims,  who  instead  of  being 
conveyed  to  a  place  of  torture  and  misery, 
would  be  carried  into  a  land  of  liberty  and 
enjoyment.    Nor  will  I  now  pause  to  con- 
sider the  wishes  of  some  colonies,  in  part, 
I  am  grieved  to  say,  granted  by  the  Go- 
vernment,   that    the    means    should   be 
afforded  them  of  bringing  over  what  they 
call  labourers  from   other  parts  of   the 
globe,  to  share  in  the  sufferings  of  slavery, 
hardly    mitigated    under    the    name    of 
apprenticeship.     That    you    should    ever 
join  your  voices  with  them  on  this  matter, 
IS  a  thing  so  out  of  the  question,  that  I 
will  not  detain  you  with  one  other  remark 
upon  it.     But  so  neither  have  I  any  occa- 
sion to    go  at  present  into  the    subject 
of  the  slave  trade   altogether,  after  the 
statements  which  I  lately  made  in  this 
place  upon  the  pernicious  effects  of  our 
head-money,  the  frightful  extent  of  the 
negro  traffic,  and  the  horrible  atrocities 
which  mark  its  course  still  more  awfully 
now  than  before.     In  order  to  support  my 
call  upon  your  Lordships  for  the  measures 
which  alone  can  extirpate  such  enormities, 
I  need  but  refer  you  to  those  statements. 
Since  I  presented  them  here,  they  have 
been  made  public,  indeed  promulgated  all 
over  the  kingdom,  and  they  have  met  with 
no  contradiction,    not  excited   the  least 
complaint  in    any  quarter,   except    that 
many  have  said  the  case  was  understated  ; 
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voyage,  we  can  well  afford  to  lose  1 ,500/. 
or  2,000/.  when  the  adventure  fails/'  So 
they  ran  the  risk,  and  on  a  calculation  of 
profit  andfcloss  were  fully  justified.  But  I 
had  in  1811  the  singular  happiness  of 
laying  the  axe  to  the  root  of  this  detes- 
table system.  I  stopped  all  those  calcu- 
lations by  making  the  trade  felony,  and 
punishing  k  as  such;  for  welt  I  knew 
that  they  who  would  run  the  risk  of  cap- 
ture when  all  they  could  suffer  by  it  was  a 
diminution  of  their  profits,  would  be  slow 
to  put  their  heads  in  the  noose  of  the 
halter  which  their  crimes  so  richly  de- 
served. The  measure  passed  through  all 
its  stages  in  both  Houses  without  one 
dissenting  voice;  and  I  will  venture  to 
assert,  that  ever  since,  although  English 
capital,  I  have  too  much  reason  to  think, 
finds  its  way  into  the  foreign  slave  trade, 
no  Englishman  is  concerned  directly  with 
it  in  any  part  of  the  world.  Trust  me, 
the  like  course  must  be  taken  if  we  would 
put  an  end  to  the  same  crimes  in  other 
countries.  Piracy  and  murder  must  be 
called  by  their  right  names,  and  visited 
with  their  appropriate  penalties.  That 
the  Spanish  and  Portuguese  traders  now 
make  the  same  calculations  which  I  have 
been  describing  is  a  certain  fact.  I  will 
name  one — Captain  Inza,  of  the  ship 
Socorro,  who,  on  being  captured,  had  the 
effrontery  to  boast  that  he  had  made 
fourteen  slave  voyages,  and  that  this  was 
the  first  time  he  had  been  taken.  Well 
might  he  resolve  to  run  so  slight  a  risk 
for  such  vast  gains;  but  had  the  fate  of  a 
felon>pirate  awaited  him,  not  all  the  gains 
which  might  tempt  his  sordid  nature 
would  have  prevailed  upon  him  to  en- 
counter that  hazard. 

I  formerly  recounted  instances  of  murder 
done  by  wholesale  in  the  course  of  the 
chase  of  our  cruisers.  I  might  have  told 
a  more  piteous  tale ;  and  I  will  no  longer 
be  accused  of  understating  this  part  of 
the  case  either.  Two  vessels  were  pur- 
sued. One  after  another  negroes  were 
seen  to  be  thrown  overboard  to  the  number 
of  160,  of  all  ages — the  elder  and  stronger 
ones  loaded  with  their  fetters,  to  prevent 
them  from  swimming  or  floating — the 
weaker  were  left  unchained  to  sink  or 
e3q>ire;  and  this  horrible  spectacle  was 
presented  to  the  eyes  of  our  cruisers' 
men^-they  saw,  unable  to  lend  any  help, 
the  water  covered  with  those  hapless 
creatures,  the  men  sinking  in  their  chains 

^-the  womeDi  and— piteous  sight  !-*the 


infants  and  young  children  struggling  out 
their  little  strength  in  the  water  till  they, 
too,  were  swallowed  up  and  disappeared ! 
1  now  approach  a  subject,  not,  indeed » 
more  full  of  horrors,  or  of  greater  moment, 
but  on  which  the  attention  of  the  people 
has  for  some  time  past  been  fixed  with  an 
almost  universal  anxiety,  and  for  your 
decision  upon  which  they  are  now  looking 
with  the  most  intense  interest,  let  me  add, 
with  the  liveliest  hopes.  I  need  not  add 
that  I  mean  the  great  question  of  the  con- 
dition into  which  the  slaves  of  our  colonies 
were  transferred  as  preparatory  to  their 
complete  liberation — a  subject  upon  which 
your  table  has  been  loaded  with  so  many 
petitions  from  millions  of  your  fellow- 
countrymen.  It  is  right  that  I  should 
first  remind  your  Lordships  of  the  anxious 
apprehensions  which  were  entertained  in 

1 833,  when  the  Act  was  passed,  because 
a  comparison  of  those  fears  with  the 
results  of  the  measure,  will  form  a  most 
important  ingredient  of  the  argument 
which  I  am  about  to  urge  for  the  im 
mediate  liberation  of  the  apprentices. 
I  well  remember  how  uneasy  all  were 
in  looking  forward*  to  the  1st  of  August, 

1834,  when  the  state  of  slavery  was 
to  cease,  and  I  myself  shared  in  those 
feelings  of  alarm  when  I  contemplated 
the  possible  event  of  the  vast,  but  yet 
untried,  experiment.  My  fears  proceeded 
first  from  the  character  of  the  masters.  I 
knew  the  nature  of  man,  fond  of  power, 
jealous  of  any  interference  with  its  exer- 
cise, uneasy  at  its  being  questioned, 
oflfended  at  its  being  regulated  and  con- 
strained, averse  above  all  to  have  it  wrested 
from  his  hands,  especially  after  it  has 
been  long  enjoyed,  and  its  possession  can 
hardly  be  severed  from  his  nature.  But  I 
also  am  aware  of  another  and  a  worser 
part  of  human  nature.  I  know  that 
whoso  has  abused  power,  clings  to  it  with 
a  yet  more  convulsive  grasp.  I  dreaded 
the  nature  of  man  prone  to  hate  whom  he 
has  injured — because  I  knew  that  law  of 
human  weakness  which  makes  the  op- 
pressor hate  his  victim,  makes  him  who 
has  injured  never  forgive,  fills  the  wrong 
doer  with  vengeance  against  those  whose 
right  it  is  to  vindicate  those  injuries  on 
his  own  head.  I  knew  that  this  abomi- 
nable law  of  our  evil  nature  was  not  con- 
fined to  different  races,  contrasted  hues, 
and  strange  features,  but  prevailed  also 
between  white  man  and  white — for  I  never 

yet  knew  aay  one  hate  me,  bot  thos^ 
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whom  I  had  served »  and  those  who  had 
done  roe  some  grievous  injustice.  Why, 
then,  should  1  expect  other  feelings  to 
burn  within  the  planter's  bosom,  and 
govern  his  conduct  towards  the  unhappy 
beings  who  had  suffered  so  much  and  so 
long  at  his  hands?  But  on  the  part  of 
the  slaves  I  was  not  without  some  anxiety 
when  I  considered  the  corrupting  effects 
of  (hat  degrading  system  under  which 
they  had  for  ages  groaned,  and  recognised 
the  truth  of  the  saying  in  the  first  and  the 
earliest  of  profane  poets,  that  **  the  day 
which  makes  a  man  a  slave  robs  him  of 
half  his  value."  I  might  well  think  that 
the  West  India  sla\'e  offered  no  exception 
to  this  maxim;  that  the  habit  of  com- 
pulsory labour  might  have  incapacitated 
him  from  voluntary  exertion;  (hat  over 
much  toil  might  have  made  all  woik  his 
aversion ;  (hat  never  having  been  accus- 
tomed to  provide  for  his  own  wants,  while 
all  his  supplies  were  furnished  by  others, 
he  might  prove  unwilling  or  unfit  to  work 
for  himself,  the  ordinary  inducements  to 
industry  never  having  operated  on  his 
miud.  In  a  word,  it  seemed  unlikely  that 
long  disuse  of  freedom  might  have  ren- 
dered him  too  familiar  with  his  chains  to 
set  a  right  value  oo  liberty ;  or  that,  if  he 
panted  to  be  free,  the  sudden  transition 
from  the  one  state  to  the  other,  the 
instantaneous  enjoyment  of  the  object  of 
bis  desires,  might  prove  too  strong  for  his 
uncultured  understanding,  might  overset 
liis  principles,  and  render  him  dan- 
geiXMis  to  the  public  peace.  Hence  it 
was,  thai  I  entertained  some  apprehensions 
of  the  event,  and  yielded  reluctantly  to 
the  plan  proposed  of  preparing  the  neg^roes 
for  the  enjoyment  or  perfect  freedom  by 
passing  them  through  the  intermediate 
atate  of  indentured  apprenticeship.  Let 
us  now  see  the  results  of  their  sudden 
though  partial  liberation,  and  how  far 
those  fears  have  been  realised ;  for  upon 
this  must  en(ireiy  depend  the  solution  of 
the  present  question — Whether  or  not  it 
is  safe  now  to  complete  the  emancipation, 
which,  if  it  only  be  safe,  we  have  not  the 
shadow  of  right  any  longer  to  withhold. — 
Well,  then,  let  us  tee. 

The  1st  of  August  came,  the  object  of 
so  much  anxiety  and  so  many  predictions 
— that  day  so  joyously  expected  by  the 
poor  slaves,  so  sorely  dreaded  by  their 
hard  taskmasters ;  and  surely,  if  ever  there 
was  a  picture  interesting,  even  fascinating 
to  look  upon — if  ever  there  was  a  passage 


in  a  people's  history  that  redouaded  to 
their  eternal  honour— if  ever  triumphant 
answer  was  given  to  all  the  scandalous 
calumnies  for  ages  heaped  upon  an  op- 
pressed race,  as  if  to  justify  the  wrongs 
done  them — that  picture,  and  that  passage, 
and  that  answer  were  exhibited  in  the 
uniform  history  of  that  auspicious  day  all 
over  the  islands  of  the  Western  sea.  In- 
stead of  the  horizon  being  lit  up  with  the 
lurid  fires  of  rebellion,  kindled  by  a  sense 
of  natural  though  lawless  revenge,  and  the 
just  resistance  to  intolerable  oppression — 
the  whole  of  that  wide-spread  scene  was 
mildly  illuminated  with  joy,  contentment, 
peace,  and  goodwill  towards  men.  No 
civilised  nation,  no  people  of  the  most 
refined  character,  could  have  displayed 
after  gaining  a  sudden  and  signal  victory, 
more  forbearance,  more  delicacy,  in  the 
enjoyment  of  their  triumph,  than  these 
poor  untutored  slaves  did  upon  the  great 
consummation  of  all  their  wishes  which 
they  had  just  attained.  Not  a  gesture  or 
a  look  was  seen  to  scare  the  eye— not  a 
sound  or  a  breath  from  the  negro's  lips 
was  heard  to  grate  on  the  ear  of  the 
planter.  All  was  joy,  congratulation  and 
hope.  Everywhere  were  to  be  seen  groups 
of  these  harmless  folks  assembled  to  talk 
over  their  good  fortunes;  to  communicate 
their  mutual  feelings  of  happiness;  to 
speculate  on  their  future  prospects.  Find- 
ing that  they  were  now  free  in  name,  they 
hoped  soon  to  taste  the  reality  of  liberty. 
Feeling  their  fetters  loosened  they  looked 
forward  to  the  day  which  should  see  them 
fall  off,  and  the  degrading  marks  which 
they  left  be  effaced  from  their  limbs*  But 
all  this  was  accompanied  with  not  a 
whisper  that  could  give  offence  to  the 
master  by  reminding  him  of  the  change. 
This  delicate,  calm,  tranquil  joy,  was 
alone  to  be  marked  on  that  day  over  all 
(he  chain  of  the  Antilles.^Amnsements 
there  were  none  to  be  seen  on  that  day — not 
even  their  simple  pastimes  by  which  they 
had  been  wont  to  beguile  the  hard  boors 
of  bondage,  and  which  reminded  that 
innocent  people  of  the  happy  land  of  their 
forefathers,  whence  they  had  been  torn 
by  the  hands  of  christian  and  civilised 
men.  The  day  was  kept  sacred  as  the 
festival  of  their  liberation ;  for  the  negroes 
are  an  eminently  pious  race.  They  enjoy 
the  advantages  of  much  religious  inatmc* 
tion  and  partake  in  a  large  roeasare  of 
spiritual  consolation.  These  blessings 
they  derive  not  from  the  minictraliont  (if 
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the  Established  Church — not  that  the  aid 
of  its  priesls  is  withheld  from  them,  but 
the  services  of  others,  of  zealous  mission- 
aries, are  found  more  acceptable  and  more 
effectual,  because  they  are  more  suited  to 
the  capacity  of  the  people.  The  meek 
and  humble  pastor,  although  perhaps  more 
deficient  in  secular  accomplishments,  is 
far  more  abounding  in  zeal  for  the 
work  of  the  vineyard^  and  being  less  raised 
above  his  flock,  is  better  fitted  to  guide 
them  in  the  path  of  religious  duty.  Not 
made  too  fine  for  his  work  by  pride  of 
science,  nor  kept  apart  by  any  peculiar 
refinement  of  taste,  but  inspired  with  a 
fervent  devotion  to  the  interests  of  his 
flock,  the  missionary  pastor  lives  but  for 
them ;  their  companion  on  the  week-day, 
as  their  instructor  on  the  Sabbath;  their 
friend  and  counsellor  in  temporal  matters, 
as  their  guide  in  spiritual  concerns.  These 
are  the  causes  of  the  influence  he  enjoys 
— this  the  source  from  whence  the  good 
he  does  them  flows.  Nor  can  I  pass  by 
this  part  of  the  West  Indian  picture  with- 
out rendering  the  tribute  of  heartfelt  ad- 
miration which  I  am  proud  to  pay,  when 
I  contemplate  the  pious  zeal,  the  indefati« 
gable  labours  of  these  holy  and  disinter- 
ested men ;  and  I  know  full  well  that  if  I 
make  my  appeal  to  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Sligo)  he  will  repeat  the  testimony  he 
elsewhere  bore  to  the  same  high  merits, 
when  he  promulgated  his  honest  opinion 
that  '*  for  the  origin  of  all  religious  feel- 
ing among  the  negroes,  it  is  among  the 
missionaries,  and  not  the  clergy,  we  must 
look."  Therefore  it  was,  that  fourteen 
years  ago  I  felt  all  the  deep  anxiety  to 
which  I  this  night  began  by  referring, 
when  it  was  my  lot  to  drag  before  the 
Commons  of  England  the  persecutors  of 
one  among  the  most  nseful,  most  de- 
voted and  most  godly,  of  that  inestimable 
class  of  men,  who  for  his  piety  and  his 
self-devotion  had  been  hunted  down  by 
wicked  men  conspiring  with  unjust  judges, 
and  made  to  die  the  death  for  teaching  to 
the  poor  negroes  the  gospel  of  peace.  I 
am  unspeakably  proud  of  the  part  I  then 
took ;  I  glory  mightily  in  reflecting  that 
I  then  struck,  aided  and  comforted  by  far 
abler  men,*  the  first  of  those  blows,  of 


*  The  great  exertions  on  that  memorable 
occasion  of  Lord  Chief  Jastice  Denman,  Dr. 
Loshington,  and  others,  are  well  known ;  and 
the  report  of  the  interesting  debate  does  them 
justice.    But  no  one  from  merely  reading  it 


which  we  are  now  aiming  the  last,  at  the 
chains  that  bind  the  harmless  race  of  our 
colonial  peasantry.  The  Ist  of  August 
came — and  the  day  was  kept  a  sacred 
holiday,  as  it  will  ever  be  kept  to  the  end 
of  time  throughput  all  the  West  Indies. 
Every  church  was  crowded  from  early 
dawn,  with  devout  and  earnest  worship- 
pers. Five  or  six  times  in  the  course  of 
that  memorable  Friday  were  all  those 
churches  filled  and  emptied  in  succession 
by  multitudes  who  came,  not  coldly  to 
comply  with  a  formal  ceremonial,  not  to 
give  mouth  worship  or  eye  worship,  but  to 
render  humble  and  hearty  thanks  to  God 
for  their  freedom  at  length  bestowed.  In 
countries  where  the  bounty  of  nature  pro 
vokes  the  passions,  where  the  fuel  of 
intemperance  is  scattered  with  a  profuse 
hand,  I  speak  (he  fact  when  I  tell  that 
not  one  negro  was  seen  in  a  state  of  in- 
toxication. Three  hundred  and  forty 
thousand  slaves  in  Jamaica  were  at  once 
set  free  on  that  day,  and  the  peaceful 
festivity  of  these  simple  men  was  disturbed 
only  on  a  single  estate,  in  one  parish,  by 
the  irregular  conduct  of  three  or  four  per- 
sons, who  were  immediately  kept  in  order, 
and  tranquillity  in  one  hour  restored. 

But  the  termination  of  slavery  was  to 
be  the  end  of  all  labour ;  no  man  would 
work  unless  compelled — much  less  would 
any  one  work  for  hire.  The  cart- whip 
was  to  resound  no  more — and  no  more 
could  exertion  be  obtained  from  the  indo- 
lent African.  I  set  the  fact  against  these 
predictions.  I  never  have  been  in  the 
West  Indies;  i  was  one  of  those  whom 
under  the  name  of  reasoners,  and  theorists, 
and  visionaries,  all  planters  pitied  for  in- 
curable ignorance  of  colonial  affairs;  one 
of  those  who  were  forbidden  to  meddle 
with  matters  of  which  they  only  could 
judge  who  had  the  practical  knowledge  of 
experienced  men  on  the  spot  obtained. 
Therefore  I  now  appeal  to  the  fact — and 
I  also  appeal  to  one  who  has  been  in  the 
West  Indies,  is  himself  a  planter,  and  was 
an  eye-witness  of  the  things  upon  which 
I  call  for  his  confirmatory  testimony.  It 
is  to  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Sligo)  that  I 
appeal.  He  knows,  for  he  saw,  that  ever 
smce  slavery  ceased,  there  has  been  no 
want  of  inclination  to  work  in  any  part  of 

can  form  an  adequate  idea  of  Mr.  Justice 
WiUiams*s  admirable  speech,  distinguished 
alike  for  closeness  of  argument  and  for  the 
seventy  of  Attic  taste. 
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Jamaica,  and  that  labour  for  hire  is  now  I 
tflT  be  had  without  the  least  difficulty  by 
all  who  can  afford  to  pay  wages — the  ap- 
prentices cheerfully  working  for  those  who' 
will  pay  them,  during  the  hours  not  ap- 
propriated to  their  masters.  My  noble 
Friend  made  an  inquisition  as  to  the  state 
of  this  important  matter  in  a  large  part  of 
his  government;  and  I  have  his  authority 
for  stating,  that,  in  nine  estates  out  of  ten, 
labourers  for  hire  were  to  be  had  without 
the  least  difficulty.  Yet  this  was  the 
people  of  whom  we  were  told  with  a  con- 
fidence that  set  all  contradiction  at  defi- 
ance, with  an  insulting  pity  for  the  igno- 
rance of  us  who  had  no  local  experience, 
that  without  the  lash  there  would  be  no 
work  done,  and  that  when  it  ceased  to 
vex  him,  the  African  would  sink  into 
sleep.  The  prediction  is  found  to  have 
been  ridiculously  false ;  the  negro  pea- 
santry is  as  fndustrious  as  our  own ;  and 
wages  furnish  more  effectual  stimulus  than 
the  scourge.  Oh !  but,  said  the  men  of 
colonial  experience — the  true  practical 
men — this  may  do  for  some  kinds  of  pro- 
duce. Cotton  may  be  planted — coffee 
may  be  picked — indigo  may  be  manufac- 
tured—all these  kinds  of  work  the  negro 
may  probably  be  got  to  do ;  but,  at  least, 
the  cane  will  cease  to  grow — the  cane- 
piece  can  no  more  be  hoed — nor  the  plant 
be  hewn  down — nor  the  juice  boiled — and 
sugar  will  utterly  cease  out  of  the  land. 
Now  let  the  man  of  experience  stand  for- 
ward— the  practical  man,  the  inhabitant 
of  the  colonies — I  require  that  he  now 
come  forth  with  his  prediction,  and  1  meet 
him  with  the  fact — let  him  but  appear 
and  I  answer  for  him,  we  shall  hear  him 
prophesy  no  more.  Put  to  silenee  by  the 
fact,  which  even  these  confident  men  have 
not  the  courage  to  deny,  they  will  at 
length  abandon  this  untenable  ground. 
Twice  as  much  sugar  by  the  hour  were 
found  on  my  noble  Friend's  inquiry  (Lord 
Sligo)  to  be  made  since  the  apprenticeship 
as  under  the  slave-system,  and  of  a  far 
better  quality ;  and  one  planter  on  a  vast 
scale  has  said  that,  with  twenty  free 
labourers  he  could  do  the  work  of  a  hun- 
dred slaves.  But  linger  not  on  the  islands 
where  the  gift  of  freedom  has  been  but 
half  bestowed — look  to  Antigua  and  Ber- 
muda, where  the  wisdom  and  the  virtue 
has  been  displayed,  of  at  once  giving  com- 
plete emancipation.  To  Montserrat,  the 
same  appeal  might  have  been  made,  but 
for  the  folly  of  the  Upper  Housei  which 


threw  out  the  bill  passed  in  the  Assembly 
by  the  represelitatives  of  the  plaolers. 
But  in  Antigua  and  Bermuda,  where  for 
the  last  three  years  and  a  half  there  has 
not  even  been  an  apprentice— wheie  all 
have  been  at  once  made  as  free  as  the 
peasantry  of  this  country-— the  prodace 
has  increased,  not  diminished,  and  in- 
creased  notwithstanding  the  accidents  of 
bad  seasons,  droughts,  and  fires. 

But  then  we  were  told  by  those  whose 
experience  was  reckoned  worth  so  much 
more  than  our  reasoning,  that  even  if  by 
some  miracle  industry  should  be  found 
compatible  with  liberty,  of  which  indeed 
we  in  our  profound  ignorance  of  hunian 
nature,  had  been  wont  to  regard  it  as  the 
legitimate  offspring;  at  all  events,  the 
existence  of  order  and  tranquillity  was 
altogether  hopeless.  After  so  long  being 
inured  to  the  abject  state  of  slavery,  its 
sudden  cessation,  the  instant  transition 
from  bondage  to  freedom,  must  prodoce 
convulsions  all  over  the  colonies,  and  the 
reign  of  rebellion  and  anarchy  roust  begin. 
Not  content  with  reasoning,  the  practical 
men  condescended  to  tax  their  luxuriant 
imagination  for  tropes  to  dazzle  and  delude 
whom  their  arguments  might  fail  to  con- 
vince. The  child  could  not  walk  alooe  if 
his  leading-strings  were  cut  away — the 
full-grown  tree  could  not  be  transplanted 
— the  limbs  cramped  by  the  chain  could 
not  freely  move — the  maniac  might  not 
safely  be  freed  from  the  keeper's  control 
-—and  Mr.  Windham  used  to  bring  the 
play  of  his  own  lively  fancy  npon  the 
question,  and  say  that  if  it  was  a  cruel 
thing  to  throw  men  out  of  the  window,  he 
saw  no  great  kindness  in  making  up  for 
the  injury  you  had  done  by  throwing  them 
back  again  into  the  house.  Alasl  for  all 
those  prophecies — and  reasonings — ^and 
theories — and  figures  of  speech.  The 
dawn  of  the  1st  of  August  chased  away 
the  phantoms,  and  instead  of  revolt  and 
conspiracy,  ushered  in  order  and  peace. 
But  the  fanciful  men  of  experience,  the 
real  practical  visionaries  of  the  West  Iq« 
dies^-though  baffled  were  not  defeated. 
Only  wait,  they  said,  till  Christmas*-«ll 
who  know  the  negro  character  then  dread 
rebellion — all  experience  of  negro  habits 
shews  that  to  be  the  true  season  of  revolt. 
— We  did  wait  till  Christmas— and  what 
happened  ?  I  will  go  to  Antigua,  because 
there  the  emancipation  began  suddenly 
without  any  preparatory  state  of  appren* 
ticesbip— with  no  gradual  transitioQ  but. 
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the  chains  knocked  off  at  once,  and  the 
slave  in  an  instant  set  free.     Let  then  the 
men  of  practical  experience  hear  the  fact. 
For  the  first  time  these  thirty  years  on 
that  day,  Christmas  1834,  martial  law  was 
not  proclaimed  in  Antigua.     You  call  for 
facts ;  here  is  a  fact«-a  fact  that  speaks 
volumes.     You  appeal  to  experience — 
here  is  our  experience,  your  own  experi- 
ence ;  and  now  let  the  man  who  scoffed 
at  reasoning — who  laughed  us  to  scorn  as 
visionaries,  deriding  our  theories  as  wild 
fancies,  our  plans  of  liberty  as  frantic 
schemes  which  never  could  be  carried  into 
effect^  whose  only  fruit  must  be  wide- 
spreading  rebellion^  and  which  must  entail 
the  loss  of  all  other  colonies — ^let  him 
come  forward  now ;  I  dare  him  to  deny 
one  of  the  statements  I  have  made.    Let 
those  who  thought  the  phrases  ''  Jamaica 
planter"  — ^ "  colonial  interest"  —  **  West 
Indian  residence" — flung  into  the  scale  of 
oppression,  could  make  that  of  mercy  and 
freedom  kick  the  beam — let  them  now 
hear  the  fact  and  hold  their  peace ;  the 
fact  that  neither  on  the  first  day  of  eman- 
cipation, nor  on  the  Christmas  following 
the  negro  festival,  was  there  any  breach  of 
the  peace  committed  over  all  the  West 
Indian  world.     Then,  after  these  predic- 
tions had    all    failed— these    phantasies 
been  all  dispelled — the  charges   against 
the  negro  race  been  thoroughly  disproved 
— surely  we  might  have  looked  for  a  sub- 
mission to  the  test  of  experience  itself, 
from  the  men  of  experience,  and  an  acr 
quittal  of  those  so  unjustly  accused,  after 
the  case  against  them  had  been  so  signally 
defeated.     No  such  thing.     The  accusers, 
though  a  second  time  discomfited,  were 
not  subdued  ;  and  there  was  heard  a  third 
appeal  to  a  future  day— an  appeal  which 
had  I  not  read  it  in  print,  and  heard  of  it 
in  speeches,  I  could  not  have  believed 
possible.     Only  wait,  said  these  planters, 
till  the  anniversary  of  the  1st  of  August, 
and  then  you  will  witness  the  effects  of 
your  rash  counsels !     Monstrous  effort  of 
incurable    prejudice  —  almost    judicial 
blindness !     As  if  they  whom  the  event  of 
liberation  itself  could  not  excite  to  commit 
the  least  disorderly  act,  would  be  hurried 
into  rebellion  by  the  return  next  year  of 
the  day  on  which  it  had  happened  ;  and 
having  withstood  all  temptation  to  irregu* 
lar  conduct  in  the  hour  of  triumph,  would 
plunge  into  excess  in  celebrating  its  anni- 
versary !     I  will  not  insult  the  understand- 
ings  of  your  Lordships  by  adding  that 


this  prediction  shared  the  fate  of  all*  the 
rest.      And  are  we  then  now  to  set  at 
nought  all  the  lessons  of  real  and  long 
continued  and    widely-extended  experi- 
ence ?    Are  we  never  to  profit  by  that  of 
which  we  are  for  ever  to  prate  ?     I  ask 
you  not  to  take  advantage  of  other  men's 
experience,  by  making  its  fruits  your  own 
— to  observe  what  they  have  done  or  have 
suffered,  and   wise  by  the  example,  to 
follow  or  to  avoid.     That  indeed  is  the 
part  of  wisdom,  and  reflecting  men  pride 
themselves  upon  pursuing  such  a.  course. 
But  I  ask  nothing  of  the  kind — my  desires 
are  more  humble— my  demand  is  more 
moderate  far.      I  only  ask  you  to  be 
guided  by  the  results  of  your  own  experi- 
ence, to  make  some  gain  by  that  for  which 
you  have  paid  so  costly  a  price.    Only  do 
not  reject  the  lesson  which  is  said,  in  the 
book  you  all  revere,  to  teach  even    the 
most  foolish  of  our  foolish  kind  ;    only 
shew  yourselves  as  ready  to  benefit  by 
experience  as  the  fool  whom  it  proverbially 
is  able  to  teach — and  all  I  desire  is  gained. 
But  now,  my  Lords,  my  task  is  accom- 
plished, my  work  is  done.     I  have  proved 
my  case,  and  may  now  call  for  judgment. 
I   have   demonstrated  every  part  of  the 
proposition   which  alone  it  is   necessary 
that  I  should  maintain,  to  prove  the  title 
of    the    apprentice    to    instant    freedom 
from  his  task- masters,  because  I  have  de- 
monstrated that  the  liberation  of  the  slave 
has  been  absolutely,  universally  safe — at- 
tended with  not  even  inconvenience — nay 
productive  of  ample  benefits  to  his  master. 
I  have  shewn,  that  the  apprentice  works 
without  compulsion,  and  that  the  reward 
of  wages  are  a  better  incentive  than  the 
punishment  of  the  lash.     I  have  proved, 
that  labour    for   hire  may   anywhere   be 
obtained  as  it  is  wanted  and  can  be  pur- 
chased— all  the  apprentices  working  extra 
hours  for  hire,  and  all  the  free  neg^roes,- 
wherever  their  emancipation  has  been  com- 
plete, working  harder  by  much  for  the 
masters  who  have    wherewithal  to  pay 
them,  than  the  slave  can  toil  for  his  owner 
or  the  apprentice  for  his  master.  Whether 
we  look  to  the  noble  minded  colonies  which 
have  at  once  freed  their  slaves,  or  to  those 
who  still  retain  them  in  a  middle  and  half- 
free  condition,  I  have  shown  that  the  indus* 
try  of  the  negro  is  undeniable,  and  that 
it  is  constant  and  productive  in  proportion 
as  he  is  the  director  of  its  application  and 
the  master  of  its  recompense.    But  I  have 
gone  »  gr^at  d^al  further— I  hare  dempa^ 
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already  made,  that  there  is  any  risk  what- 
ever in  absolute  emancipation.  The  case 
lies  in  a  narrow  compass;  the  sadden 
transition  from  absolute  slavery  to  appren- 
ticeship —from  the  condition  of  chattels  to 
that  of  men — has  been  made  without  the 
least  danger  whatever^  though  made  with- 
out the  least  preparation.  It  is  for  those 
who,  in  spite  of  this  undoubted  fact, 
maintain  that  the  lesser  step  of  substituting 
freedom  for  apprenticeship  will  be  danger, 
ous,  though  made  after  a  preparation  of 
three  years,  to  prove  their  position.  There- 
fore 1  am  not  bound  to  maintain  the  op- 
posite proposition,  by  any  one  argument 
or  by  a  single  fact.  Nevertheless,  I  do 
prove  the  negative,  against  those  upon 
whom  it  lies  to  prove  the  affirmative;  I 
gratuitously  demonstrate,  both  by  argu- 
ment and  by  fact  (hat  the  transition  to 
freedom  from  apprenticeship  may  be  safely 
made.  I  appeal  to  the  history  of  Antigua 
and  Bermuda,  where  the  whole  process 
took  place  at  once — where  both  steps 
were  taken  in  one — and  where,  notwith- 
standing, there  was  more  tranquillity  than 
had  ever  before  been  enjoyed  under  the 
death -like  silence  of  slavery.  Nay,  I 
prove  even  more  than  the  safety  of  the 
step  in  question;  for  in  those  colonies  the 
transition  being  so  made  at  once,  it  fol- 
lows, a  fortiori,  that  the  making  the  half 
transition,  which  alone  remains  to  be  made 
in  the  rest,  is  doubly  free  from  all  possible 
risk  of  any  kind,  either  as  to  voluntary 
labour  or  orderly  demeanour. 

But  this  is  not  all — let  us  look  at  the 
subject  from  another  point.  The  twenty 
millions  have  been  paid  in  advance,  on 
the  supposition  of  a  loss  being  incurred. 
No  loss,  but  a  great  gain,  has  accrued  to 
the  planter.  Then  he  has  received  our 
money  for  nothing ;  it  is  money  paid 
undet  a  mistake  in  fact,  to  propagate 
which  he  himself  contributed,  if  such  a 
transaction  had  happened  between  private 
parties,  I  know  not  that  the  payer  of  the 
money  might  not  have  claimed  it  back 
as  paid  under  a  mistake  ;  or  if  deception 
haa  been  practised,  that  he  was  not 
equitably  entitled  to  recover  it.  But  with- 
out going  so  far,  of  this  I  am  certain,  that 
all  men  of  honourable  minds  would  in  such 
cfrcumstances  have  felt  it  hard  to  keep  the 
party  to  his  bargain.  Again,  view  the 
matter  from  a  different  point,  for  I  am 
desirous  to  have  it  narrowly  examined  on 
all  sides.  Suppose  it  is  still  maintained, 
that  the  second    step   we  require  to  be 


taken  will  be  attended  with  risk— ^ how 
much  is  the  loss  likely  to  be  ?  Six  years 
apprenticeship  and  the  emancipation  were 
reckoned  at  twenty  millions.  No  loss  has 
as  yet  accrued,  and  four  years  have 
elapsed.  Then  what  right  have  you  to 
estimate  the  loss  of  the  two  years  that  re- 
main at  more  than  the  whole  sum  ?  But 
unless  it  exceeds  that  sum,  the  planter, 
by  giving  up  these  two  years,  manifestly 
loses  nothing  at  all ;  for  he  has  his  com- 
pensation, even  supposing  the  total  loss 
to  happen  in  two  years,  for  which  the 
money  was  given,  on  the  supposition  of  a 
six  years  diminished  income.  But  sup- 
pose I  make  a  present  of  this  concession 
likewise,  and  admit  that  there  may  be  a 
loss  in  the  next  two  years  as  there  has 
been  a  gain  in  the  former  four — have  not 
I  a  right  to  set  off  that  gain  against  any 
loss,  and  then  unless  twice  as  much  shall 
be  lost  yearly  in  future  as  has  been  gained 
in  past  years,  the  planter  is  on  the  whole 
a  gainer,  even  without  taking  the  twenty 
millions  into  the  account,  and  although 
there  should  be  that  double  rate  of  loss, 
contrary  to  all  probability :  even  without 
these  twenty  millions,  he  will  on  the  whole 
have  lost  nothing.  But  I  will  not  consent 
to  leave  that  vast  sum  out  of  the  account. 
It  shall  go  in  diminution  of  the  loss,  if  any 
has  been  suffered.  It  shall  be  reckoned 
as  received  by  the  planters,  and  unless  they 
lose,  during  the  next  two  years,  more  than 
twenty  millions  over  and  above  the  gains 
they  have  made  during  the  last  four,  I 
insist  upon  it  that  they  be  deemed  to  have 
suffered  no  loss  at  all,  even  if,  contrary  to 
all  experience  and  all  reason  they  lose  by 
the  change.  What  is  the  consequence  of 
all  this  ?  That  at  the  very  least  we  have 
a  right  to  make  the  planters  bring  their 
twenty  millions  to  account,  and  give  us 
credit  for  that  sum — so  that  until  their 
losses  exceed  it,  they  shall  have  no  right 
whatever  to  complain.  Take  now  a  new 
view  of  the  subject,  in  order  that  we  may 
have  left  no  stone  unturned^  no  part  of  the 
whole  subject  unexplored — have  we  not 
at  the  very  least  a  title  to  call  upon  the 
planters  to  consign  the  money  into  a 
third  party's  hands,  to  pay  it,  as  it  were, 
into  court,  until  it  shall  be  ascertained 
whether  they  sustain  any  loss  at  all,  and, 
if  any,  to  what  amount?  I  defy  all  the 
quibblers  in  the  world  to  show  what  right 
the  planters  can  have,  if  they  insist  upon 
retaining  our  money,  now  given  for  no- 
thing, to  keep  the  negroes  out  of  their 
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liberty,  that  money  having  been  paid  to 
compensate  a  supposed  loss,  and  expe- 
rience having  demonstrated,  that  instead 
of  loss,  the  present  change  has  already 
been  to  them  a  gain.  My  proposal  is 
this,  and  if  the  planters  be  of  good  faith 
it  must  at  once  settle  the  question,  at 
least  it  must  bring  their  sincerity  to  the 
test.  They  say  they  are  afraid  of  a  loss 
by  the  apprenticeship  ceasing  —  then  let 
them  either  pay  the  money  into  court,  or 
keep  an  account  of  their  losses,  and  if 
they,  at  the  end  of  the  two  years,  after 
emancipating  the  apprentices,  shall  be 
found  to  have  incurred  any  loss,  let  them 
be  repaid  out  of  the  money.  I  agree, 
that  they  should  be  further  compensated, 
should  their  losses  exceed  the  twenty 
millions,  provided  they  will  consent  to  re- 
pay all  the  money  that  exceeds  the  losses 
actually  sustained.  This  is  my  proposal 
— and  I  am  as  certain  of  its  being  fair  as 
I  am  convinced  it  will  be  rejected  with 
universal  horror  by  the  planters. 

Once  more  1  call  upon  your  Lordships 
to  look  at  Antigua  and  Bermuda.  There 
is  no  getting  over  that — no  answering  it 
—no  repelling  the  force  with  which  our 
reason  is  assailed  by  the  example  of  30,000 
negroes  liberated  in  one  night — liberated 
without  a  single  instance  of  disturbance 
ensuing,  and  with  the  immediate  substi- 
tution  of  voluntary  work  for  hire  in  the 
stead  of  compulsory  labour  under  the 
whip.  There  is  no  getting  over  that — no 
answering  it — no  repelling  the  force  with 
which  it  assails  the  ordinary  reason  of 
ordinary  men.  But  it  is  said,  that  those 
islands  differ  from  Jamaica  and  Barba* 
does,  because  they  contain  no  tracts  of 
waste  or  woody  ground  to  which  negroes 
may  flee  away  from  their  masters,  conceal 
themselves,  and  subsist  in  a  Maroon  state. 
I  meet  the  objection  as  one  in  front,  and 
1  pledge  myself  to  annihilate  it  in  one 
minute  by  the  clock.  Why  should  free 
negroes  run  away  and  seek  refuge  in  the 
woods,  if  slaves,  or  half  slaves  like  appren- 
tices, never  think  of  escaping  ?  That  the 
slave  should  ran  away — that  the  appren- 
tice should  fly— is  intelligible— but  if  they 
don't,  why  should  a  bettering  of  their 
condition  increase  their  inclination  to  fly  ? 
They  who  do  not  flee  from  bondage  and 
the  lash,  why  should  they  from  freedom, 
wages,  independence,  and  comfort  ?  But 
this  is  not  all*  If  you  dread  their  escape 
and  marooning  now,  what  the  better  will 
:fw  be  in  1840?    Why  are  they  to  be 


less  disposed  then  than  now  to  fly  from 
you  ?  Is  there  any  thing  in  the  iraiaing 
of  the  present  system  to  make  two  years 
more  of  it  disarm  all  dislike  of  white  se- 
verity, all  inclination  for  the  life  of  the 
Maroon  ?  The  minute  is  not  yet  out,  and 
I  think  I  have  disposed  of  the  objection. 
Surely,  surely,  we  are  here  upon  gpround 
often  trodden  before  by  the  advocates  of 
human  improvement,  the  friends  of  ex- 
tended rights.  This  is  the  kind  of  topic 
we  have  so  often  been  fated  to  meet  on 
other  questions  of  deep  and  exciting  iDter- 
est.  The  argument  is  like  that  against 
the  repeal  of  the  Penal  Laws  respecting 
Catholics — if  it  proves  any  thing,  it  proves 
far  too  much — if  there  be  any  substance 
in  it,  the  conclusion  is  that  we  bave  gone 
too  far  already,  and  must  retrace  oar  steps 
—either  complete  the  emancipation  of  the 
Catholics,  or  re-enact  the  Peoal  Code. 
The  enemies  of  freedom,  be  it  civil  or 
religious — be  it  political  or  personal — are 
all  of  the  same  sect,  and  deal  in  the  same 
kind  of  logic.  If  this  argument  drawn 
from  the  danger  of  negroes  elopiog  ia 
1838,  should  we  emancipate  the  appieo- 
tices,  is  worth  any  thing  at  all,  it  is  a 
reason  for  not  emancipating  them  ia  1840, 
and  consequently  for  repealing  altogether 
the  law  of  1833.  But  I  shall  not  live  to 
hear  any  one  man  in  any  one  circle  of  any 
one  part  of  the  globe,  either  in  the  eastero 
hemisphere  or  in  the  western,  venture  to 
breathe  one  whisper  in  favour  of  so  mon* 
strous  a  course.  But  I  will  not  stop  here. 
Lives  there,  my  Lords,  a  man  so  ignoraot 
of  West  Indian  society,  so  blind  to  all 
that  is  passing  in  those  regions,  as  to  sop- 
pose  that  the  continuance  of  the  appren- 
ticeship can  either  better  the  negro's  con- 
dition, or  win  him  over  to  more  love  for 
his  master?  I  am  prepared  to  grapple 
with  this  part  also  of  the  argument.  I 
undertake  to  demonstrate  that  the  state  of 
the  negro  is  in  but  a  very  few  instances 
better,  and  in  many  beyond  all  compari- 
son worse,  than  ever  it  was  in  the  time  of 
slavery  itself. 

I  begin  by  freely  admitting  that  an  im- 
mense benefit  has  been  conferred  by  the 
cart-whip  being  utterly  abolished.  Evea 
if  the  lash  were  ever  so  harshly  or  unspar- 
ingly or  indiscriminately  applied  in  execu- 
tion of  sentences  pronounced  by  the  ma- 
gistrate, still  the  difference  between  using 
it  in  obedience  to  judicial  command,  and 
using  it  as  the  stimulus  to  labour,  is  very 

great,    The  negro  ia  do  longer  treated  u 
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a  brute,  because  tbe  motive  to  bis  exer- 
tions is  no  longer  placed  without  himself 
and  in  the  drivers  hand.  This  is,  I  admit, 
a  very  considerable  change  for  the  bet- 
ter in  his  condition,  and  it  is  the  only  one 
upon  which  he  has  to  congratulate  himself 
since  the  Act  of  Emancipation  was  passed. 
In  no  one  other  respect  whatever  is  his 
condition  improved — in  many  it  is  very 
much  worse.  I  shall  run  over  a  few  of 
these  particulars,  because  the  view  of  them 
bears  most  materially  upon  this  whole 
question,  and  I  cannot  better  prove  the 
absolute  necessity  of  putting  an  immediate 
end  to  the  state  of  apprenticeship  than  by 
showing  what  the  victims  of  it  are  daily 
fated  to  endure. 

First  of  all  as  to  the  important  article 
of  food,  to  secure  a  supply  of  which  in 
sufficient  abundance,  the  slave-regulating 
acts  of  all  the  islands  have  always  been 
so  anxiously  directed — I  will  compare  the 
prison  allowance  of  Jamaica,    with  the 
apprentice    allowance  in  Barbadoes  and 
other  colonies  from  which  we  have  the 
returns,  there  being  none  in  this  particular 
from  Jamaica  itself.     The  allowance  to 
prisoners  is  fourteen  pints  weekly  of  Indian 
corn,  and  different  quantities  of  other  grain, 
but  comparing  one  will  be  sufficient  for 
our  purpose.    In  Barbadoes  the  allowance 
to  apprentices  is  only  ten   pints,  while  in 
the  leeward  islands  and  Dominica  it  is  no 
more  than  eight  pints ;    for  the  Crown 
colonies  the  slave  allowance  before  1834 
was  twenty-one  pints ;    in  the  same  colo- 
nies the  apprentice  receives  but  ten ;  so 
that  in  the  material  article  of  food  there 
is  the  very  reverse  of  an  improvement  ef- 
fected upon  the  negro's  condition.     Next 
as  to  time — it  is  certain  that  he  should 
have  half  a  day  in  the  week,  the  Friday, 
to  work  his  own  provision-ground,  beside 
Saturday  to  attend  the  market,  and  the 
Sabbath  for  rest  and  religious  instruction. 
The  Emancipation  Act  specifies  forty-five 
hours  as  the  number  which  be  shall  work 
weekly  for  his  master.    But  these  are  now 
so  distributed   as  to  occupy  the  whole  of 
Friday  ;  and  even  in  some  cases  to  trench 
upon   Saturday   too.      The  planter  also 
counts  those    l)ours  invariably  from  the 
time  when  the  negro  having  arrived  at  the 
place  of  work,  begins  his  labour.     But  as 
It  constantly  happens  that  some  at  least 
of  the  negroes  on  an  estate  have  several 
miles  to  walk  from  their  cottages,  all  the 
time  thus  consumed  in  going  and  return- 
ing is  wholly  lost  to  the  negro.     Nay,  it 


is  lost  to  the  master  as  well  as  the  appren- 
tice, and  so  long  as  he  is  not  compelled  to 
reckon  it  in  the  statutory  allowance,  it 
will  continue  a  loss  to  both  parties.  For 
as  no  reason  whatever  can  be  assigned 
why  the  negro  huts  should  be  on  the  fron- 
tier of  the  plantation,  only  make  the  time, 
frequently  as  much  at  present  as  three  or 
four  hours  a  day,  consumed  in  going  and 
returning,  count  for  part  of  the  forty-five 
hours  a  week,  and  ril  answer  for  it  all  the 
negroes  will  be  provided  with  cottages, 
near  the  place  of  their  toil. 

I  come  now  to  the  great  point  of  the 
justice   administered    to    the    people    of 
colour.      And   here  let  me  remind   your 
Lordships  how  little    that    deserves   the 
name  of  justice,  which  is    administered 
wholly  by  one  class,  and  that  the  domi- 
nant class,  in  a  society  composed  of  two 
races  wholly  distinct  in  origin  and  descent, 
whom   the   recollection    of    wrongs  and 
sufferings  have  kept    still   more  widely 
apart,  and  taught  scarcely  to  regard  each 
other  as  brethren  of  the  same  species. 
All  judicial  offices  are   filled   by  those 
whose  feelings,  passions,  and  interests  are 
constantly  giving  them   a  bias  towards 
one,  and  from  the  other,  of  tbe  parties 
directly    appearing     before     the    judg- 
ment-seat.     If   to    a  great  extent    this 
is  an   unavoidable  evil,  surely  you   are 
bound,  by  every  means  possible,  to  pre- 
vent its  receiving  any  unnecessary  aggra- 
vation.    Yet  we  do  aggravate  it  by  ap- 
pointing to  the  place  of  puisne   judge 
natives  of  the  colonies,  and  proprietors  of 
estates.     From  the  same  privileged  class 
are  taken   all  who   compose  the  juries, 
both   in  criminal   and  in    civil  cases,  to 
assess  damages  for  injuries  done  by  whites 
to  blacks— to  find  bills  of  indictment  for 
crimes  committed  upon  the  latter  class — 
to  try  those  whom  the  Grand  Jury  presents 
—to  try  negroes  charged  with  offences 
by  their  masters.     Nay,  all  magistrates, 
gaolers,  turnkeys — all  concerned  in  work- 
ing every  part  of  the  apparatus  of  juris- 
prudence, executive  as  well  as   adminis- 
trative, are  of  one  tribe  alone.     What  is 
the  consequence?     It  is  proverbial  that 
no  bills  are  found  for  maltreatment,  how 
gross  soever,  of  the  negroes.     Six  were 
preferred  by  a  humane  individual  at  one 
assize,  and  all  flung  out.     Some  were  for 
manslaughter,  others  for  murder.     Assize 
after  assize  presents  the  same  result.     A 
wager  was  on  one  occasion  offered,  that 
not  a  single   bill  would    be  found   that 
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infiictiouSy  gave  some  offence  to  his  task- 
masters, he  was  on  those  limbs  mangled 
anew  by  the  merciless  application  of  the 
lash.  I  have  told  you  how  the  bills  for 
murdering  negroes  were  systematically 
thrown  out  by  the  grand  juries.  But  you 
are  not  to  imagine  that  bills  are  never 
found  by  those  just  men,  even  bills  against 
whites.  A  person  of  this  cast  had,  unable 
to  bridle  his  iudignation,  roused  by  the 
hideous  spectacle  I  have  described  (so 
disgusting,  but  that  all  other  feelings  are 
lost  in  pity  for  the  victim  and  rage  against 
his  oppressor),  repaired  to  the  governor 
and  informed  him  of  what  he  had  witnessed . 
Immediately  the  grand  jury,  instead  of 
acknowledging  his  humane  and,  in  a  slave 
colony,  his  gallant  conduct,  found  a  bill 
against  him,  and  presented  him  as  a 
nuisance  I 

My  Lords,  I  have  had  my  attention 
directed  within  the  last  two  hours  to  the 
new  mass  of  papers  laid  on  our  table  from 
the  West  Indies.  The  bulk  I  am  averse 
to  break ;  but  a  sample  I  have  culled  of 
its  hateful  contents.  Eleven  females  were 
punished  by  severe  flogging — and  then 
put  on  the  treadmill,  where  they  were 
compelled  to  ply  until  exhausted  nature 
could  endure  no  more.  When  faint,  and 
about  to  fall  ofiT,  they  were  suspended  by 
the  arms  in  a  manner  that  has  been  de- 
scribed to  me  by  a  most  respectable  eye- 
witness of  similar  scenes,  but  not  so 
suspended  as  that  the  mechanism  could 
revolve  clear  of  their  person;  for  the 
wheel  at  each  turn  bruised  and  galled 
their  legs,  till  their  sufferings  had  reached 
the  pitch  when  life  can  no  longer  even 
glimmer  in  the  socket  of  the  weary 
frame.  In  the  course  of  a  few  days  these 
wretched  beings  languished,  to  use  the 
language  of  our  law — that  law  which  is 
thus  so  constantly  and  systematically 
violated — and  **  languishing,  died."  Ask 
you  if  crimes  like  these,  murderous  in  their 
legal  nature  as  well  as  frightful  in  their 
aspect,  passed  unnoticed — if  inquiry  was 
neglected  to  be  made  respecting  these 
deaths  in  a  prison  ?  No  such  thing  !  The 
forms  of  justice  were  on  this  head  peremp- 
tory, even  in  the  West  Indies — and  those 
forms,  the  handmaids  of  justice,  were  pre- 
sent, though  their  sacred  mistress  was  far 
away,  The  coroner  duly  attended — his 
jury  were  regularly  impannelled — eleven 
inquisitions  were  made  in  order — and 
eleven  verdicts  returned.  Murder!  man- 
slaughter I     misdemeanor !     misconduct !  I 


No-^but  "  Died  by  the  visitation  of  God  l" 
— Died  ;by  the  visitation  of  God !  A  lie! 
—•a  perjury! — a  blasphemy*  The  visita- 
tion of  God !  Yes,  for  it  is  among  the 
most  awful  of  those  visitations  by  which 
the  inscrutable  purposes  of  his  will  are 
mysteriously  accomplished,  that  he  some- 
times arms  the  wicked  with  power  to 
oppress  the  guiltless ;  and  if  there  be  any 
visitation  more  dreadful  than  another — 
any  which  more  tries  the  faith  and  vexes 
the  reason  of  erring  mortals,  it  is  when 
Heaven  showers  down  upon  the  earth  the 
plague — not  of  scorpions,  or  pestilence,  or 
famine,  or  war — but  of  unjust  judges  and 
perjured  jurors — wretches  who  pervert  the 
law  to  wreak  their  personal  vengeance  or 
compass  their  sordid  ends,  and  forswear 
themselves  on  the  gospels  of  God,  to  the 
end  that  injustice  may  prevail,  and  the 
innocent  be  destroyed  I 

Sed  non  immensum  Spatiis  confecimus  aequor 
£t  jam  tempus  eqois  formantia  soluere  coUa. 

I  hasten  to  a  close.  There  remains  little 
to  add.  It  is,  my  Lords,  with  a  view  to 
prevent  such  enormities  as  I  have  feebly 
pictured  before  you,  to  correct  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  to  secure  the  com- 
forts of  the  negroes,  to  restrain  the  cruelly 
of  the  tormentors,  to  amend  the  discipline 
of  the  prisons,  to  arm  the  governors  with 
local  authority  over  the  police  ;  it  is  with 
these  views  that  I  have  formed  the  first 
five  of  the  resolutions  now  upon  your 
table,  intending  they  should  take  effect 
during  the  very  short  interval  of  a  few 
months  which  must  elapse  before  the  sixth 
shall  give  complete  liberty  to  the  slave. 
I  entirely  concur  in  the  observation  of  Mr. 
Burke,  repeated  and  more  happily  ex- 
pressed by  Mr.  Canning,  that  the  masters 
of  slaves  are  not  to  be  trusted  with  making 
laws  upon  slavery ;  that  nothing  they  do 
is  ever  found  effectual ;  and  that  if  by 
some  miracle  they  ever  chance  to  enact  a 
wholesome  regulation,  it  is  always  found 
to  want  what  Mr.  Burke  calls  "  the  exe- 
cutory principle ;"  it  fails  to  execute  itself. 
But  experience  has  shewn  that  when  the 
lawgivers  of  the  colonies  find  you  are 
firmly  determined  to  do  your  duty,  they 
anticipate  you  by  doing  theirs.  Thus, 
when  you  announced  the  bill  for  amending 
the  Emancipation  Act,  they  outstript  you 
in  Jamaica,  and  passed  theirs  before  yours 
could  reach  them.  Let  then  your  resolu- 
tions only  shew  you  to  be  in  good  earnest 
now,  and  1  have  no  doubt  a  corresponding 
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disposition  will  be  evinced  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Atlantic.  These  improvements 
are,  however,  only  to  be  regarded  as 
temporary  expedients — as  mere  palliatives 
of  an  enormous  mischief,  for  which  the 
only  effectual  remedy  is  that  complete 
Emancipation  which  I  have  demonstrated 
by  the  unerring  and  incontrovertible  evi- 
dence of  facts,  as  well  as  the  clearest 
deductions  of  reason,  to  be  safe  and 
practicable,  and  therefore  proved  to  be 
our  imperative  duty  at  once  to  proclaim. 

From  the  instant  that  glad  sound  is 
wafted  across  the  ocean,  what  a  blessed 
change  begins ;  what  an  enchanting  pros- 
pect unfolds  itself!  The  African,  placed 
on  the  same  footing  with  other  men,  be- 
comes in  reality  our  fellow-citizen — to  our 
feelings,  as  well  as  in  his  own  nature  our 
equal,  our  brother.  No  difference  of 
origin  or  of  colour  can  now  prevail  to 
keep  the  two  castes  apart.  The  negro, 
master  of  his  own  labour,  only  induced  to 
lend  his  assistance  if  you  make  it  his  in- 
terest to  help  you,  yet  that  aid  being  ab- 
solutely necessary  to  preserve  your  exist- 
ence, becomes  an  essential  portion  of  the 
community,  nay,  the  very  portion  upon 
which  the  whole  must  lean  for  support. 
This  ensures  him  all  his  rights ;  this  makes 
it  not  only  no  longer  possible  to  keep  him 
in  thraldom,  but  places  him  in  a  complete 
and  intimate  union  with  the  whole  mass  of 
colonial  society.  Where  the  driver  and 
the  gaoler  once  bore  sway,  the  lash  re- 
sounds no  more ;  nor  does  the  clank  of  tlna 
chain  any  more  fall  upon  the  troubled  ear; 
the  fetter  has  ceased  to  gall  the  vexed 
limb,  and  the  very  mark  disappears  which 
for  a  while  it  had  left.  All  races  and 
coloora  run  together  the  same  glorious 
mce  of  improvement.  Peace  unbroken, 
harmony  uninterrupted,  calm  unruffled, 
reigns  in  mansion  and  in  field— in  the 
busy  street,  and  the  fertile  valley,  where 
nature,  with  the  lavish  hand  she  extends 
under  the  tropical  sun,  pours  forth  all  her 
bounty  profusely,  because  received  in  the 
lap  of  cheerful  industry,  not  extorted  by 
hands  cramped  with  bonds.  Delightful 
picture  of  general  prosperity  and  social 
progress  in  all  the  arts  of  civility  and  re- 
nuement !  But  another  form  is  near ! — 
and  I  may  not  shut  my  eyes  to  that  less 
auspicioos  vision!  I  do  not  deny  that 
danger  exists—- 1  admit  it  not  to  be  far 
distant  from  our  path.  I  descry  it,  but 
not  in  the  quarter  to  which  West  Indian 
eyes  for  ever  turn.     The  planter,  as  usual, 


looks  in  the  wrong  direction.  Averting 
his  eyes  from  the  real  risk,  he  is  ready  to 
pay  the  price  of  his  blindness,  and  rash 
upon  his  ruin.  His  interest  tells  him  he 
is  in  jeopardy,  but  it  is  a  false  interest, 
and  misleads  him  as  to  the  nature  of  ihe 
risk  he  runs.  They,  who  always  dreaded 
Emancipation*— who  were  alarmed  at  the 
prospect  of  negro  indolence — who  stood 
aghast  at  the  vision  of  negro  rebellioa 
should  the  chains  cease  to  rattle,  or  the 
lash  to  resound  through  the  air — ^gathering 
no  wisdom  from  the  past,  still  persist  in 
afiVighting  themselves  and  scaring  you, 
with  imaginary  apprehensions  from  the 
transition  to  entire  freedom  out  of  the 
present  intermediate  state.  But  that  in- 
termediate state  is  the  very  source  of  all 
their  real  danger ;  and  I  disguise  not  its 
magnitude  from  myself.  You  have  gone 
too  far  if  you  stop  here  and  go  no  farther ; 
vou  are  in  imminent  hazard  if  having 
loosened  the  fetters  you  do  not  strike 
them  off — if  leaving  them  ineffectual  to 
restrain,  you  let  them  remain  to  gall,  and 
to  irritate,  and  to  goad.  Beware  of  that 
state,  yet*  more  unnatural  than  slavery 
itself — liberty  bestowed  by  halves — the 
power  of  resistance  given — the  inducement 
to  submission  withheld— you  have  let  the 
slave  taste  of  the  cup  of  freedom ;  while 
intoxicated  with  the  draught  beware  how 
you  dash  the  cup  away  from  his  lips.  You 
have  produced  the  progeny  of  liberty — see 
the  prodigious  hazard  of  swathin?  the 
limbs  of  the  gigantic  infant — you  Know 
not  the  might  that  may  animate  it.  Have 
a  care,  I  beseech  you  have  a  care,  how 
you  rouse  the  strength  that  slumbers  in 
the  sable  peasant's  arm !  The  children  of 
Africa  under  the  tropical  sun  of  the  West, 
with  the  prospect  of  a  free  Negro  Republic 
in  sight,  will  not  suffer  themselves  to  be 
tormented  when  they  no  longer  can  be 
controlled.  The  fire  in  St.  Domingo  is 
raging  to  windward,  its  sparks  are  borne 
on  the  breeze,  and  all  the  Charaibean  sea 
is  studded  with  the  materials  of  explosion. 
Every  tribe,  every  shade  of  the  negro  race 
will  combine  from  the  fiery  Kororoantin  to 
the  peaceful  Eboe,  and  the  ghastly  shape 
of  Colonial  destruction  meets  the  aston- 
ished 


^  If  shape  it  may  be  called  that  shape  has  none 
DtsUngaishable  in  member,  joint,  or  limb ; 
Or  substance  may  be  called  that  shadow  seemi 
For  each  seems  either ;  black  it  stood  as  night, 
Fierce  as  ten  furies,  terrible  as  hell  1 " 

I  turn  away  from  the  horrid  vision  that 
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my  eye  may  rest  once  more  on  the  pros- 
pect of  enduring  empire,  and  peace  founded 
upon  freedom.  I  regard  the  freedom  of 
the  negro  as  accomplished  and  sure. 
Why?  Because  it  is  his  right — because 
he  has  shown  himself  fit  for  it— because  a 
pretext  or  a  shadow  of  a  pretext  can  no 
longer  be  devised  for  withholding  that 
right  from  its  possessor.  I  know  that  all 
men  at  this  day  take  a  part  in  the  ques- 
tion, and  they  will  no  longer  bear  to  be 
imposed  upon  now  they  are  well  informed. 
My  reliance  is  firm  and  unflinching  upon 
the  great  change  which  I  have  witnessed 
— the  education  of  the  people  unfettered 
by  party  or  by  sect — witnessed  from  the 
beginning  of  its  progress,  I  may  say  from 
the  hour  of  its  birth.  Yes !  It  was  not 
for  a  humble  man  like  me  to  assist  at 
royal  births  with  the  illustrious  Prince 
who  condescended  to  grace  the  pageant 
of  this  opening  session,  or  the  Great  Cap- 
tain and  Statesman  in  whose  presence  I 
am  now  proud  to  speak.  But  with  that 
illustrious  Prince,  and  with  the  father  of 
the  Queen,  I  assisted  at  that  other  birth, 
more  conspicuous  still.  With  them,  and 
with  the  head  of  the  house  of  Russell, 
incomparably  more  illustrious  in  my  eyes, 
I  watched  over  its  cradle»-I  marked  its 
growth^ — I  rejoiced  in  its  strength — J  wit- 
nessed its  maturity — I  have  been  spared 
to  see  it  ascend  the  very  height  of  supreme 
power ;  directing  the  councils  of  State ; 
accelerating  every  great  improvement; 
uniting  itself  with  every  good  work; 
propping  all  useful  institutions;  extirpat- 
ing abuses  in  all  our  institutions ;  passing 
the  bounds  of  our  European  dominion, 
and  in  the  New  world,  as  in  the  Old,  pro- 
claiming that  freedom  is  the  birth-right  of 
man — that  distinction  of  colour  gives  no 
title  to  oppression — that  the  chains  now 
loosened  must  be  struck  off,  and  even  the 
marks  they  have  left  effaced  —proclaiming 
this  by  the  same  eternal  law  of  our  nature 
which  makes  nations  the  masters  of  their 
own  destiny,  and  which  in  Europe  has 
caused  every  tyrant's  throne  to  quake! 
But  they  need  feel  no  alarm  at  the  pro- 
gress of  light  who  defend  a  limited  mo- 
narchy and  support  popular  institutions — 
who  place  their  chiefest  pride  not  in  ruling 
over  slaves,  be  they  white  or  be  they  black, 
not  in  protecting  the  oppressor,  but  in 
wearing  a  constitutional  crown,  in  holding 
the  sword  of  justice  with  the  hand  of 
mercy,  in  being  the  first  citizen  of  a 
country  whose  air. is  too  pure  for  slavery 
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to  breathe,  and  on  whose  shores,  if  the 
captive's  foot  but  touch,  his  fetters  of 
themselves  fall  off.  To  the  resistless  pro- 
gress of  this  great  principle  I  look  with  a 
confidence  which  nothing  can  shake ;  it 
makes  all  improvement  certain ;  it  makes 
all  change  safe  which  it  produces;  for 
none  can  be  brought  about,  unless  all  has 
been  prepared  in  a  cautious  and  salutary 
spirit.  So  now  the  fulness  of  time  is  come 
for  at  length  discharging  our  duty  to  the 
African  captive.  I  have  demonstrated  to 
yon  that  every  thing  is  ordered — every 
previous  step  taken — all  safe,  by  experi- 
ence shown  to  be  safe,  for  the  long-desired 
consummation.  The  time  has  come,  the 
trial  has  been  made,  the  hour  is  striking: 
you  have  no  longer  a  pretext  for  hesitation, 
or  faultering,  or  delay.  The  slave  has 
shown,  by  four  years*  blameless  behaviour, 
and  devotion  to  the  pursuits  of  peaceful 
industry,  that  he  is  as  fit  for  his  freedom  as 
any  English  peasant,  aye  or  any  Lord 
whom  I  now  address.  I  demand  his 
rights :  I  demand  his  liberty  without  stint. 
In  the  name  of  justice  and  of  law — in  the 
name  of  reason — in  the  name  of  God,  who 
has  given  you  no  right  to  work  injustice — 
I  demand  that  your  brother  be  no  longer 
trampled  upon  as  your  slave !  I  make  my 
appeal  to  the  Commons,  who  represent  the 
free  people  of  England  ;  and  I  require  at 
their  hands  the  performance  of  that  con- 
ditition  for  which  they  paid  so  enormous  a 
price — that  condition  which  all  their  con- 
stituents are  in  breathless  anxiety  to  see 
fulfilled  !  I  appeal  to  this  House.  Here- 
ditary judges  of  the  first  tribunal  in  the 
world — to  you  I  appeal  for  justice  !  Pa- 
trons of  all  the  arts  that  humanise  man- 
kind— under  your  protection  I  place  hu- 
manity herself!  To  the  merciful  Sove- 
reign of  a  free  people  I  call  aloud  for 
mercy  to  the  hundreds  of  thousands  for 
whom  half  a  million  of  her  Christian 
sisters  have  cried  aloud — I  ask  that  their 
cry  may  not  have  risen  in  vain.  But  first 
I  turn  my  eye  to  the  throne  of  all  justice, 
and  devoutly  humbling  myself  before  Him 
who  is  of  purer  eyes  than  to  behold  such 
vast  iniquities,  I  implore  that  the  curse 
hovering  over  the  head  of  the  unjust  and 
the  oppressor  be  averted  from  us — that 
your  hearts  may  be  turned  to  mercy — and 
that  over  all  the  earth  His  will  may  at 
length  be  done !  The  noble  Lord  con- 
cluded by  the  following  motion : — 

"  That  an  humble  address  be|)resented  to 
her  Majesty,  earnestly  beseeching  her  Majesty 
2  U 


t    « t  • 


.Vc.:*?»  fi*'«a»c'jxc«tm*  {LORDS}  Negro  Emancipatm.      1316 


t 


*9  KKt  »m««'  If  ^t::n^  *VT  it.r^c!aiinj  with  *  lutiiority  of  the  master,  such  apprentice  sliall 
.i«.  1  ...«M4^iTt«nt5    »f   >«*u3  vj  r  ■•■•",;  a.  ami     btj  i rameiii 3 tely  declared  free  from  her  appreo- 

'•w  uujc  »w  o'uuu'rin-t;  'i  ::«  vJv'v«JrT;aIt:ui:^  :.cr?^h:p ;  and  thai  all  complaiDts  of  such 
/«     ff.utf  um   'it:  ^  M.t;*i  '^vjit.s  .a  -uc::  atc-**    rtaioitf  j^prentice,  touching  any  punishment 

.  ••  x^  %ft  I  *\m  \>  i»-4 -ir?  "•*,'  *m-ivi  n  -nil  b*:  htird  by  tlie  stipendiary  magisirale 
^:.-»  X   Mi.tv*.  *.-v*r*«r    \^  >a*n^  :j  .  l*^:.-!  ^t.     -t   'iie  i -strict  alone,  and  decided  on  by  him 

••T     4i.t>    u\i  -viRw*:u<ncrr>  n   *'  nc». '  •*  ^.  T*ia:  it  is  experiment  1o  vest  in  the  50- 

•*^^  .,.  ^  ..,.^  ,,  «^,j  \?T't  "i^c  -:.:  »a  ▼^'njrs  jc  tie  ^everai  colonies  the  power  of 
.^.\         ..,^..     ^  ^-     ,^.    -^  '•   o*«--.-^*--5C-     -D-ta^n^  5U01  re^^latijcs  respecting  the  gaoU 

-i--         _;^  "zipen-^x  "^  p-'.ioc  of  the  several  colo- 

uci  Is  ui-v  5 111.  -^  _i  5%  the  same  to  have 
*^-***  ..  :>r  VTT-  ?r  '.4^5  izrl  d:>il':wed  by  he:  Ma- 

:*^'   -    Jr.^'fr'iTieT:  ;  xzi  that  ccc  es  of  the 
--i^:i**    si^.L    re   ~-i:r*'3i_:Tcd   f:rj.»i!a  to  her 


.'••>  . 


•*  .     » 


"■-•— *L     Sir'm:llC12ran  J    _i    2—    lie    c:/.!c> 


x;i^~      •        t:      r^N.    >     «tj-^ 


~    I^'l^l. 


»  ino.   —.l;  li_  ?ici  '-t.c  i  * 

<r 


"vs-  "  ITS-  i»r  vt    :r^s-^.l*:  m  -i»*  $*:  rc: 

-r:«r   «««»•:  in?*'  5*        H  :i:i    Uii   sen  :  ^< 
■>    a'ji.>a   -*a.»er^,    inr  mica,  bjt?  r. - 


••?*c^«. 


i-^- -^        fw*...«      --r^—-^     t-<^    »is«5*i   ir  s*- rtT"  ir  i  :^ 

r<-    -•^•^ir  ^    ijirci    HLA    St  n3  -~rt 

-• '^         -!»'  --.  *I"^!S*  L       W!-.      I    n    I 

J  -*.  -_        -"w— _j    ti    ^e*»r:<?i     Eli 


•  •       •         •. 


.      :•-    T-   •=■ 

-■ 

•«?»•  m    ?r 

•-, 

•-"•^ilL'^'i     "T 

•  • 

-r-m?**  i    ■ 

-    •." 

r    •■    ••*-  T':-^  ""- 

•  -     ▼«•   r 

X 

.     -.      M:* 

* 

^.'.  <    r:n- 

■   « 

•  ''^    •-> 

-. 

»j.it.-«   « 

■*■        •    *, 

■ 

»    •       »• 


1317         Negro  Emancipation* '        {Feb.  30}  Negro  Emancipation. 


1318 


— they  could  not  be  more  honourably  em- 
ployed, and  he  trusted  that  the  result 
would  be  success. 

Lord  Glenelg  said,  that  if  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  expressed  anxiety  in 
approaching  this  subject,  he  might  well  be 
forgiven  for  stating  the  apprehension  which 
he  experienced  in  following  the  eloquent 
and  comprehensive  speech  which  they  had 
heard.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
addressed  them  in  a  manner  to  excite  the 
deepest  feelings.  No  difference  of  opinion 
could  exist  in  the  House  upon  the  propri- 
ety and  humanity  of  the  object  which  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  just  spoken  had  in 
view ;  but  whilst  all  were  agreed  in  the 
one  good  object,  there  might  be  some 
doubts  as  to  the  best  means  to  be  adopted 
to  attain  it.  His  noble  Friend,  whose 
speech  had  done  equal  justice  to  his  name 
and  character,  had  truly  described  the 
slave  trade  to  be  the  most  iniquitous  and 
debasing  traffic  which  had  ever  been  de- 
vised by  man.  This  was  an  opinion  in  which 
the  country  had  fully  concurred;  at  least* 
since  the  period  when  the  slave  trade,  as 
far  as  regarded  this  country,  was  abo- 
lished, in  which  abolition  we  sacrificed 
what  appeared  to  us  then  to  be  our 
interests  to  the  cause  of  justice  and  hu- 
manity. From  that  sacrifice,  however,  he 
believed  we  had  experienced  no  hardship 
nor  injury,  but  that,  on  the  contrary,  we 
had  reaped  advantage  from  it,  not  only  in 
the  more  sordid  sense  of  mercantile  profit, 
but  in  the  nobler  and  more  enlarged  sense 
of  elevating  the  moral  tone  and  feelings  of 
the  country.  Since  that  period,  this 
country  had  constantly  directed  its  most 
earnest  endeavours  to  the  effectual  sup- 
pression of  this  demoralising  traffic ;  and 
with  whatever  degree  of  success  or  failure 
our  labours  might  have  been  crowned,  he 
could  venture  in  his  conscience,  and 
before  the  world,  to  declare  that  this 
country  had  been  guiltless  of  any  partici- 
pation in  the  slave  trade.  We  had  ex- 
erted every  nerve  to  abolish  it-*we  had 
succeeded  in  a  great  measure ;  we  might 
have  failed  in  some  degree,  but  wherein 
we  had  succeeded  we  had  the  reward  of  a 
good  conscience;  and  wherein  we  had 
failed  we  had  still  that  trust,  which  always 
lies  in  a  good  cause,  of  eventual  success. 
His  noble  Friend  had  that  evening  pro- 
posed an  address,  in  the  sentiments  of 
which  he  had  no  doubt  all  their  Lordships 
might  cordially  concur;  but  before  he 
proceeded  to  speak  of  that  address,  he 


might  be  allowed  to  refer  to  the  treaties 
which  already  existed  between  this  country 
and  foreign  nations  on  the  subject  of  the 
slave  trade.  He  was  well  aware  that  after 
the  eloquent  speech  which  had  just  been 
delivered  by  his  noble  Friend,  any  such 
details  must  prove  uninteresting  to  their 
Lordships,  except  in  so  far  as  all  that  con- 
cerned the  honour  of  their  country  must 
be  interesting  to  them.  He  thought  it, 
therefore,  advisable  to  consider  exactly  the 
position  in  which  this  country  stood  in 
respect  to  the  other  nations  of  Europe  in 
this  particular.  He  would  venture  to  say, 
that  at  the  close  of  the  war,  the  one  great 
object  which  this  country  had  in  view  was, 
to  unite  the  voice  of  all  Europe  in  a  com- 
pact to  put  down  the  slave  trade.  There 
might  have  been  other  objects  kept  in  view 
at  the  Congress  of  Vienna,  which  for  the 
moment  might  have  seemed  of  more  im- 
portance; but  it  was  determined  not  to 
dissolve  that  Congress  until  the  slave 
trade  had  been  solemnly  declared  by  the 
Representatives  of  all  the  great  powers  of 
Europe  therein  present,  a  crime  accursed 
of  God  and  man.  This  proposition  was 
then  affirmed ;  but  although  tnere  existed, 
no  doubt,  strong  prejudices  on  the  part  of 
many  of  the  subjects  of  these  powers 
against  the  abolition  of  the  traffic,  the 
question  had  progressively  moved  towards 
fulfilment;  and  he  would  now  proceed  to 
state  how  the  nations  of  Europe  had  since 
acted  in  reference  to  the  slave  trade.  At 
the  time  of  the  abolition  of  the  slave  trade 
by  this  country,  the  traffic  was  universal 
on  the  part  of  all  the  nations  of  Europe — 
Spain,  Portugal,  Russia,  Prussia,  Sweden, 
and  France.  Let  their  Lordships  see  in 
what  situation  they  now  stood  with  regard 
to  the  slave  trade.  Look  at  Spain,  which 
had  been  proverbial,  for  centuries,  for 
protecting  the  slave  trader  under  its  flag. 
Spain  entered  into  an  engagement,  he 
believed,  in  1815,  for  the  abolition  of  the 
slave  trade,  excepting  only  as  related  to 
the  Spanish  colonial  possessions;  and  in 
1817^  she  signed  a  convention,  by  which 
she  engaged  to  abolish  the  trade  entirely 
in  1820«  A  sum  of  400,000/.  was  given 
to  Spain  in  consideration  of  this  conven- 
tion; and  by  this  convention,  he  believed, 
it  was  agreed  to  admit  the  right  of  a  mixed 
commission,  and  a  right  ^f  search  within 
certain  limits  of  the  European  shores  of 
the  Atlantic.  Notwithstanding  this  con- 
vention, however,  the  Spanish  flag  still 
continued  to  be  used  for  the  protection  of 
2U2 
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of  surrounding  communities  in  favour  of 
the  abolition  of  this  hateful  traffic.  There 
was  a  time  when  the  bulk  of  the  commu- 
nity in  France  were  in  favour  of  the  rights 
of  the  slave  trader,  and  no  laws  which 
could  have  been  passed  would  have  di- 
minished the  effect  of  that  sympathy ;  but 
now  the  feeling  was  changed,  and  the 
sympathies  of  the  French  nation  were  di* 
rected  to  a  better  purpose.  Though  the 
provisions  of  our  treaty  with  that  country 
might,  therefore,  still  be  imperfect  in  de- 
tails, it  had  been  quite  successful  in  point 
of  fact.  Holland,  by  a  treaty  with  us  in 
1823,  agreed  to  a  treaty  similar  to  that 
with  Spain,  comprising  the  mixed  commis- 
sion article  and  the  equipment  article,  but, 
he  believed,  not  the  breaking-up  article, 
which,  however, bad  last  year  been  conceded 
also ;  and  the  same  had  been  also  conceded 
by  Sweden.  Looking, therefore,  at  thetreaty 
of  Vienna,  and  what  had  since  been  done 
in  accordance  with  the  principles  there 
acrreed  to,  he  did  not  think  that  this  coun- 
try had  been  altogether  idle,  or  unsuccess- 
ful in  the  suppression  of  the  slave  trade. 
With  Spain,  Holland,  and  Sweden,  we 
had  treaties  complete  in  every  particular ; 
and  with  France  a  similar  treaty,  with  the 
exception  to  which  he  had  already  al- 
luded, but  still  all,  as  he  imagined,  were 
sufficient  for  the  purpose  in  view;  and, 
besides,  all  the  other  nations  of  Europe 
which  he  had  named,  with  the  exception 
of  Portugal,  were  decidedly  willing  to 
lend  their  co-operation  in  the  suppression 
of  the  slave  trade.  It  was  due  not  only 
to  her  Majesty's  Ministers,  but  to  previous 
Governments,  to  recollect  these  circum- 
stances, and  that  they  were  arguing  the 
question  of  the  slave  trade  in  a  very  dif- 
ferent position  to  that  which  they  were 
in  in  respect  to  it,  twenty  years  ago.  Did 
he  mean  by  this  to  say  that  they  should 
cease  their  efforts?  Far  from  it.  The 
success  which  had  already  attended  their 
exertions  in  this  good  cause  ought  to  ani- 
mate them  to  fresh  exertions,  and  he  did 
not  hesitate  to  assert,  that  one  of  the  high- 
est inducements  which  should  urge  them  on 
to  those  efforts,  was  the  improvement  of 
the  moral  sense  and  feelings  of  the  com- 
munity at  large.  But  how  stood  the  case  ^ 
with  regard  to  the  New  World?  The 
United  States  had  concurred  in  prohibit- 
ing the  slave  trade,  but  upon  constitu- 
tional principles,  refused  to  concede  to  our 
cruisers  the  right  of  search.  Columbia 
and  all  the  other  neighbouring  states  had 


concurred  in  the  general  principle  that  the 
slave  trade  should  be  abolished,  and  trea- 
ties were  in  course  of  completion  on  the 
subject.  Brazil,  however,  he  regretted  to 
state,  had  long  resisted  the  abolition  of  this 
trade,  though  at  an  early  period  she  had 
agreed  to  the  same  treaty  as  that  signed 
by  Portugal,  with  the  articles  for  a  mixed 
commission,  and  the  right  of  search,  and 
within  a  few  years  a  more  complete  treaty 
had  been  in  progress  between  this  country 
and  Brazil,  similar  to  that  with  Spain, 
but  it  had  not  yet  been  ratified,  and  he 
feared  the  consent  of  the  chambers  would 
not  be  given  for  its  ratification.  Buenos 
Ayres  had  also  recognised  the  impropriety 
of  the  slave  trade,  but  had  not  conceded 
to  us  the  power  for  its  suppression.  Upon 
a  review  of  these  details,  he  thought  it 
might  with  confidence  be  said,  that  we 
had  at  least  combined  almost  all  the  world 
in  cordial  concurrence  with  us  in  the  sup- 
pression of  this  odious  traffic.  Such  being 
the  present  state  of  the  case,  he  would 
beg  to  refer  their  Lordships  to  what  was 
the  state  of  the  case  in  1821,  as  detailed 
in  an  address  to  the  Crown,  agreed  to  by 
their  Lordships  in  that  year.  The  address 
represented  to  his  Majesty  : — 

"  That  in  the  various  documents  relative  to 
the  slave  trade  which,  by  his  Majesty's  com- 
mand, have  been  laid  before  the  House,  we 
find  a  renewed  and  most  gratifying  proof  of 
the  persevering  solicitude  with  which  his 
Majesty's  Government  has  laboured  to  meet 
the  wishes  of  this  House,  and  of  the  nation  at 
large,  by  effecting  the  entire  and  universal 
abolition  of  that  guilty  traffic.  That  we  learn 
from  them,  however,  with  the  deepest  regret, 
that  his  Majesty's  unwearied  efforts  to  induce 
various  powers  to  perform  their  own  solemn 
engagements  have  not  been  more  successful. 
That,  notwithstanding  the  deliberate  denuncia- 
tion by  which  the  slave  trade  was  branded 
with  infamy  at  the  Congress  of  Vienna  as  a 
crime  of  the  deepest  die,  and  notwithstanding 
the  solemn  determination  there  expressed  by 
all  the  great  powers  of  Europe  to  put  an  end 
to  so  enormous  an  evil,  nevertheless,  that  this 
trade  is  still  carried  on  to  an  extent  scarcely 
ever  before  surpassed,  by  the  subjects,  and 
even  under  the  flags,  of  some  of  the  very 
powers  which  were  parties  to  those  declara- 
tions. A  dispatch  of  a  more  encouraging 
tenor,  from  his  Majesty's  Commissioner  and 
the  chief  criminal  judge  at  Sierra  Leone,  has 
indeed  been  very  recently  communicated  to 
this  House,  but  we  have  too  much  reason  to 
fear  that  the  hopes  expressed  in  that  communi- 
cation are  far  too  sanguine,  and  even  the 
papers  previously  in  our  possession  contain 
intelligence  of  a  most  painfully  opposite 
nature.    That  the  trade,  faithful  to  its  malign 
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It  appeared  from  this,  that  in  1821  this 
House  addressed  his  Majesty  to  complain 
that  Spain,  Portugal,  France,  and  Holland 
had  failed   of  fulfilling  the  engagements 
which  they  had  made  at  the  congress  of 
Vienna  to  co-operate  with  this  country  in 
the  suppression  of  the  slave  trade.    Of 
these   four  powers  three  were  no  longer 
liable  to  the  stigma  of  bad  faith,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  had  cordially  co-operated  in 
this   laudable  object.     Portugal   yet  re- 
mained a  defaulter  in  her  engagements; 
it  might  be  a  question  whether  it  might 
not  be  proper  to  press  upon  that  power  the 
fulBlment  of  her  engagements.  They  might 
certainly   move  an  address  to  the  Crown 
praying  that  an  attempt  should  be  made 
to  induce  France  and  the  United  States 
to   co-operate   with   a  view  to   inducing 
Portugal  to  fulfil  her  engagements.     But 
what  success  could  he  expect  from  such  a 
proceeding?      He  feared    that  such   an 
appeal  to  France  and  the  United  States 
could  not  prove  successful.     Again  with 
respect  to  Spain.    The  object  of  the  reso- 
lutions proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  was  to 
induce  France  to  join  in  inducing  Spain 
and     Portugal    to  condemn    to    capital 
punishment    all    who    engaged    in    this 
traffic;  but  might  it  not  naturally  be  ap- 
prehended that  France,  who  in  her  treaty 
with    this  country  would    not  allow  her 
subjects  to  be  punished  for  that  which  she 
admitted   to  be  a    crime  by    any  other 
tribunals  than  her  own,  might  feel  some 
jealousy  of  interfering  on  this  subject  with 
another  state.     What  would  be  the  result 
of  this  appeal  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  and  what  would  France  say   in 
answer  to  it  ?     She  might  ask  Spain  to 
establish   a  law    similar   to    the  law  of 
France   in  that  country,  and  she  might 
require  that  Spanish  slave  traders  should 
be  brought  to  Spain  to  be  tried  by  such  a 
Jaw.     This  could    be  the  only   practical 
result  of  the  address  moved  by  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend.     But  Spain  had  al- 
ready engaged  to  pass  such  a  law,  and 
Portugal  had  actually  passed  such  a  law  ; 
and,  therefore,  all  that  France  could  do 
would  be  simply  to  ask  Spain  to  establish 
such  a  law  as  Spain  had  already  promised 
to  establish,  and  such   a  law  as  Portugal 
had  already  passed.     They  could  not  ask 
France  or  the  United  States  to  call  upon 
Spain  and  Portugal  to  pass  a  law  which 
they  themselves  refused  to  accede  to,  and 
which,   therefore,   they   could   not    press 
upon  equally  independent  nations.     He 


must  say,  then,  that  he  thought  the  ad- 
dress moved  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  would  lead  to  no  practical  result. 
It  was  important,  however,  that  the  feeling 
of  that  House  should  be  recognised  on 
this  great  subject.  It  was  of  importance 
that  they  should  show  that  they  had  the 
virtue  to  be  moved  on  this  great  subject ; 
and  that  they  should  show  that  they  knew 
what  was  meant  by  the  faith  of  treaties, 
and  of  justice,  and  humanity.  He,  there- 
fore, was  not  willing  to  let  the  opportu- 
nity escape  without  recording  the  senti- 
ments of  the  House  of  Lords  of  Great 
Britain  :  and  he  would  propose  to  their 
Lordships,  instead  of  the  address  moved  by 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  and  to  which 
with  great  respect  to  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend,hehad  stated  his  objections,  he  would 
propose,  in  place  of  that  address,  that 
their  F^ordships  would  be  pleased  to  accept 
an  address  which  he  would  venture  to 
ofiTer,  and  which  embodied  as  he  hoped  and 
believed  the  feelings  and  expectations  of 
their  Lordships.  The  address  he  would 
propose  was  as  follows: — That  a  humble 
address  be  presented  to  her  Majesty,  to 
assure  her  Majesty  that  this  House  con- 
tinues to  feel  the  deepest  and  most  intense 
anxiety  for  the  entire  abolition  throughout 
the  world  of  the  nefarious  traffic  in  slaves ; 
to  state  that  this  House  has  seen  with 
great  satisfaction  that  an  additional  treaty 
has  been  concluded  between  this  country 
and  Spain,  well  calculated  to  put  an  end 
to  the  slave  trade  under  the  Spanish  flag  ; 
but  that  this  House  is  deeply  concerned 
that  no  such  additional  treaty  has  yet 
been  agreed  to  by  Portugal,  as  the  flag 
of  Portugal  is  now  extensively  used  to 
cover  and  protect  this  iniquitous  traffic  ; 
that  this  House,  adverting  to  the  ob- 
ligation contracted  towards  this  coun- 
try by  Portugal  finally  and  generally  to 
abolish  its  slave  trade,  and  recollecting 
moreover  the  ample  pecuniary  com- 
pensation made  by  this  country  as  a 
consideration  for  that  engagement,  is  of 
opinion  that  the  Government  of  Portugal 
is  bound  in  good  faith  to  consent  without 
further  delay  to  such  additional  stipula- 
tions as  may  be  found  necessary  for  the 
complete  fulfilment  of  its  said  engagement. 
This  was  the  address  which  he  proposed 
to  move.  He  begged  now  to  advert  to 
the  resolutions  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend.  The  first  resolution  was  as  fol- 
lows : — 
<<Tliat  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House  that 
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the  reward  of  persons  engaged  in  suppressing 
the  trade  in  slaves,  by  the  payment  to  them 
of  head-money,  is  highly  inexpedient,  and 
ought  to  be  discontinued ;  and  that  in  lieu 
thereof  there  should  be  substituted  a  payment 
in  proportion  to  the  tonnage  of  vessels  cm- 
ployed,  and  the  number  of  guns  and  of  the 
crew  on  board  the  same." 

On  a  former  occasion  he  mentioned 
that  he  was  entirely  consonant  with 
the  opinion  of  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  a  bounty  should  be  granted  in 
proportion  to  the  amount  of  the  tonnage 
of  the  captured  slaver.  But  what  was  the 
state  of  the  case  at  present?  When  a 
slaver  was  taken  with  slaves  on  board,  the 
captors  received  51.  per  head,  and  also 
certain  compensation  upon  the  breaking 
up  of  the  captured  vessel.  When  a 
slaver  was  taken  without  slaves  on  board, 
then  the  captors  received  some  compen- 
sation on  the  breaking  up  of  the  vessel 
and  also  upon  the  cargo  found  in  her  at 
the  time  of  her  capture.  The  total  amount, 
however,  was  inferior  where  there  were 
no  slaves  on  board  than  where  there  were 
slaves.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  pro- 
posed that  the  practice  of  head-money 
should  be  altogether  discontinued  ;  and 
in  lieu  of  this  he  submitted  that  a  certain 
sum  should  be  given  according  to  the 
tonnage  of  the  vessel  captured ;  and  the 
argument  which  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  adduced  in  support  of  the  proposi- 
tion was,  that  the  captors  were  not  so 
ready  to  capture  vessels  without  slaves  as 
when  they  had  slaves  on  board.  His 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  of  course,  used 
this  argument  with  reference  to  general 
principles,  and  not  to  particular  in- 
stances. He  did  not  imagine  that  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  for  a  moment 
intended  to  cast  any  reflections  on  the 
brave  and  gallant  officers  who  com- 
manded our  cruisers.  He  took  it  for 
granted,  that  his  noble  andjearned  Friend, 
looking  at  this  question  in  the  ordinary 
mode  of  ordinary  men,  was  of  opin- 
ion that  head-money  ought  to  be  dis- 
continued. He  must  take  the  liberty 
of  differing  from  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  in  his  view  of  this  part  of  his  propo- 
sition. There  was  at  present  a  certain 
sum  annexed  to  the  tonnage  of  the  cap- 
tured vessels,  and  it  had  been  some  time 
under  the  consideration  of  her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  his  noble  Friend  near 
him  had,  if  he  was  not  mistaken,  a  Bill  at 
that  moment  in  progress  for  the  purpose 
of  increasing  the   amount  given   to  the  | 


captors  of  a  vessel  without  slaves  on  board. 
That  this  sum  ought  to  be  increased  he 
was  ready  to  concede.  But  he  very  mach 
doubted  the  propriety,  either  on  the  score 
of  policy  or  humanity,  of  the  entirely 
taking  away  head-money.  He  would  take 
that  opportunity  of  stating  that  he  never 
had  observed,  or  knew  it  observed,  that 
on  the  subject  of  the  slave-trade  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  had  been  guilty  of  the 
least  exaggeration.  On  the  contrary,  on 
the  evening  when  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  first  alluded  to  this  subject,  be 
had  stated,  that  bis  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  statement  was  not  exaggerated. 
It  was,  indeed,  hardly  possible  for  the 
mind  of  roan  to  conceive  the  horrors  of 
some  of  those  slave  vessels.  It  was  hardly 
possible  to  conceive  the  revolting  nature 
of  the  duties  imposed  on  those  officers 
who  were  compelled,  in  the  prosecution  of 
the  philanthropic  views  of  the  country, 
to  board  one  of  those  vessels.  It  was 
a  duty  from  which  the  common  feel- 
ings of  unrefined  nature  shrunk,  and 
how  much  more  so  the  honourable  and 
high-minded  men  who  were  employed 
in  putting  down  this  most  nefarious 
traffic.  If  there  was  any  one  thing 
that  absolutely  repelled  the  exertions  of 
humanity,  that  from  its  iniquitous,  detest* 
able,  and  disgusting  character,  repelled 
common  and  ordinary  motives  of  huma- 
nity, it  was  the  exhibition  which  one  of 
these  slavers  presented  at  the  time  when 
captured  by  a  cruiser.  There  was  no 
doubt  but  that  the  negroes  were  treated 
with  humanity  by  her  Majesty's  vessels, 
but  they  could  not  be  instantly  relieved. 
The  captors  were  compelled  to  enter  tlie 
vessel  loaded  with  its  unfortunate  victims, 
they  were  compelled  to  witness  scenes  at 
which  the  heart  shuddered,  and  they  were 
compelled  to  carry  the  vessel  into  port, 
exposed  themselves  to  all  the  horrors  of 
pestilence.  Let  their  Lordships  not,  there- 
fore, take  away  any  inducements,  even 
the  commonest  and  the  lowest,  which 
could  incite  men  to  undergo  these  hazards. 
In  order  to  avoid  one  extreme,  let  them 
not  rush  into  another,  and  in  their  anxiety 
to  prevent  a  possible  abuse  on  the  one 
hand,  let  them  not  involve  themselves  in  a 
course  of  proceeding  which  would  be 
injurious  to  the  feelings  of  humanity  and 
justice.  For  these  reasons  he  certainly 
could  not  agree  to  the  proposition  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  to  discontinue 
head-money  altogether.    The  next  resola* 
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tion  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  was 
as  follows: — 

^  That  it  is  expedienty  for  the  more  effectual 
suppression  of  the  trade  in  slaves,  to  employ 
a  number  of  steam-vessels  under  the  com- 
mand of  the  cruisers  of  her  Majesty,  and  to 
issue  to  private  individuals  letters  of  marque, 
to  enable  them  to  fit  out  such  vessels,  but  so 
as  they  place  such  vessels  under  the  command 
of  her  Majesty's  cruisers ;  and  that  the  money 
paid  by  way  of  reward  on  the  capture  of  any 
slave-trade  vessel,  as  well  as  the  proceeds  of 
the  sale  of  such  vessel  when  condemned,  be 
distriboted  among  the  crew  of  such  private 
vessel,  subject  to  a  deduction  of  one-fourth 
part^  which  should  be  made  payable  to  the 
officers  and  crew  of  the  cruiser  under  whose 
command  the  private  vessel  may  be.^ 

Whether  any  measures  of  that  natare 
could   be  adopted  was  a  subject  which 
deserved  the  attention  of  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Minto)  at  the  head  of  the  Admi- 
ralty,   and  one  which   no  doubt  woald 
engage  his  noble  Friend's  attention ;  but 
he  (Lord  Glenelg)  begged  to  repeat  an 
observation  which  he  had  before  made, 
that  the  real  difficulty  in  this  case  did  not 
arise  so  much  from  the  want  of  vessels, 
as  from  the  want  of  the  right  of  search, 
and  the  want  of  jurisdiction  on  every  part 
of  the  coast.    That  was  the  real  source  of 
our  inability  to  suppress  the  trade,  and 
the   difficulty   was   caused   by  Portugal 
refusing  to  concede  the  right  of  search. 
As  to  granting  to  private  individuals  letters 
of  marque,  it  was  a  proposition   which 
might  and  indeed  must  be  attended  with 
serious  difficulty.     He  had  no  doubt  that 
many  of  those  who  would  fit  out  vessels 
would  engage  most  zealously  in  the  cause; 
but,  arguing  from  the  principles  of  our 
common  nature,  was  it  unlikely  that  there 
would  be  others  of  them,  masters  of  those 
small  vessels  thus  swarming  on  the  coast, 
who  would  be  liable  to  the  suspicion  of  in 
some  degree  giving  way  to  the  temptations 
that  surrounded  them. 

Lord  Brougham :  They  would  be  under 
the  command  of  her  Majesty's  cruisers. 

Lord  Glenelg :  Yes,  but  could  the 
cruisers  continually  have  their  eyes  on 
those  small  vessels  ?  It  might  happen 
that  in  some,  if  not  in  many,  instances  the 
temptations  towards  putting  down  the 
slave-trade  might  give  way  to  the  tempta- 
tions of  keeping  it  up.  He  for  one  had 
not  such  a  degree  of  confidence  as  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  in  the  masters 
of  small  vessels  with  letters  of  marque, 
and  he  was  afraid  that  the  proposition  of 


the  noble  and  learned  Lord  would  have  the 
effect  rather  of  aggravating  than  of  remov* 
ing  the  evil.  But  more  than  this,  it  was  im- 
possible to  accede  to  the  proposition  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  and  at  the  same 
time  adhere  to  the  treaties  which  had 
been  contracted  with  the  powers  to  which 
he  had  alluded.  It  was  expressly  stipu- 
lated in  them  that  the  vessels  employed 
in  putting  down  the  slave  trade  should  be 
of  the  royal  navy.  If  anything  could 
shake  the  faith  of  other  nations  in  these 
treaties,  and  throw  doubt  and  suspicion 
upon  the  object  which  the  country  had  in 
view,  as  well  as  difficulty  in  the  attain- 
ment of  that  object,  he  thought  it  would 
be  by  acceding  to  and  acting  on  the  pro- 
position of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend. 
And,  moreover,  if  the  country  did  act 
upon  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  sug^ 
gestion,  what  was  to  prevent  other  coun- 
tries from  following  the  example  ?  If 
they  conceded  this  privilege  to  their  own 
people,  what  was  to  prevent  Spain,  France, 
and  Portugal  from  granting  letters  of 
marque  also?  and  he  would  ask  whe- 
ther this  would  advance  the  great  object 
they  had  in  view?  But  more  than  this, 
one  of  the  stipulations  of  the  treaties 
to  which  he  had  alluded  was,  that  the 
nation  to  which  the  cruiser  belonged 
should  be  answerable  for  any  wrong 
which  the  cruiser  should  commit,  and 
should  indemnify  the  injured  parties. 
What,  then,  would  be  the  consequence 
of  giving  these  small  vessels  letters  of 
marque?  Perpetual  questions  regarding 
national  interests  would  arise  out  of  the 
conduct  of  the  masters  of  these  vessels — 
questions  which  would  involve  national 
discussions,  and  of  which  they  could  not 
possibly  anticipate  the  consequences.  He 
must,  hope,  therefore,  that  this  resolution 
of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  would 
not  meet  with  the  approbation  of  their 
Lordships.  He  regretted  to  be  obliged  to 
trespass  at  such  length  on  their  Lordships' 
attention.  The  object  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  in  view  coincided  with  that  of 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend ;  but  with 
respect  to  the  address,  and  two  first  reso- 
lutions of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
he  had  stated  the  reasons  why  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  accede  to  them. 
Having  done  this,  he  would  now  proceed 
to  a  most  important  and  interesting  sub- 
ject ;  namely,  the  subject  of  apprentice- 
ship in  the  West  Indies.  He  did  not 
know  that  it  was  necessary  on  this  subject 
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to  trespass  upon  tbe  attention  of  the 
House  at  any  length  :  but  the  resolutions 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  placed 
on  the  table  of  the  House,  obliged  him 
to  state  generally  what  were  the  views  of 
her  Majesty's  Government  respecting 
them^  and  also  what  were  his  views  re- 
specting the  subject  to  which  they  related. 
He  certainly  agreed  with  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  that  it  was  not  true  that 
the  state  of  apprenticeship  was  worse  than 
the  previous  state  of  slavery.  He  agreed 
with  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  that  the 
apprentices  had  on  the  whole  been  gainers 
by  the  change  that  had  taken  place  in 
their  situation.  He  believed  that  that 
change  had  been  much  more  advantageous 
than  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  seemed 
to  suppose,  and  that  although  there  had 
been  abuses  and  difficulties,  and  although 
evils  had  arisen  of  a  serious  nature,  still 
he  thought  that  the  negro  population  of 
the  West  Indies  had  much  benefitted  by 
the  change  that  had  taken  place  in  their 
condition.  This,  he  believed,  was  in 
general  the  case  with  all  the  slaves.  It  had 
been  frequently  observed  by  those  who 
had  visited  the  colonies  since  the  Abolition 
Act  came  into  force,  that  there  had  been 
a  decided  improvement  in  the  manners 
and  appearance  of  the  negroes  ;  and  even 
in  Jamaica,  which  was  most  obnoxious  to 
the  observations  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  the  reports  that  had  been  laid  on 
the  table  of  the  House,  and  observations 
of  visitors,  proved  that  a  great  change  forthe 
better  had  taken  place  in  tlie  condition  of 
the  negro.  He  had,  perhaps,  more  op- 
portunities than  many  of  their  Lordships 
of  inquiring  on  the  subject :  he  had  re- 
ceived reports  from  all  parties  and  of  all 
descriptions,  and  he  was  satisfied  that 
there  had  been  a  great  improvement  in  the 
character  and  demeanour  of  the  negro 
population.  But  did  he  deny  that  any 
grievances  were  inflicted  on  the  negro  po- 
pulation? Did  he  say  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  in  any  instance  exag- 
gerated his  representations?  No  such 
thing.  He  was  deeply  grieved  to  admit 
that  evils  of  a  very  serious  nature  did  still 
prevail,  and  he  regretted  to  say,  that 
those  evils  were  still  more  deeply  felt  in 
Jamaica.  It  was  no  pleasing  task  to  make 
this  declaration.  It  was  with  the  deepest 
pain  he  did  so;  and  in  the  situation  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  hold,  he  should  feel 
that  he  ought  to  avoid,  if  possible, 
xitaking  a  declaration  which  his  duly  com- 


pelled  him  to  make.  The  complaints  re* 
specting  the  state  of  the  other  colonies 
were  not  so  numerous  or  considerable  as 
those  respecting  Jamaica.  He  must 
allow,  with  respect  to  the  latter  colony, 
that  many  evils  existed  which  might  be 
made  the  grounds  for  claiming  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  apprenticeship  system.  He 
was  aware  that  the  negro  race  had  shown 
great  patience,  docility,  and  forbearance 
in  the  state  of  transition  in  which  they 
had  been  placed ;  he  was  aware  that  they 
had  displayed  much  calmness,  mingled 
with  gratitude  to  the  Supreme  Being  and 
to  this  country  ;  he  admitted  also,  that  tbe 
negro  was  willing  to  work  for  wages, 
although  this  point  was  disputed  ;  but,  in 
his  opinion,  all  these  did  not  furnish  a 
sufficient  reason  for  abolishing  apprentice- 
ship. What  were  the  reasons  for  its  es- 
tablishment? They  acknowledged  Uie 
right  of  the  slave  to  freedom,  but  they 
continued  him  in  a  state  of  apprentice- 
ship, partly  with  reference  to  the  interest 
of  the  apprentice,  and  partly  with  refer- 
ence to  the  interest  of  the  planter;  for 
the  interest  of  the  apprentice,  because  he 
was  not  prepared  for  sudden  freedom,  and 
the  interest  of  the  planter  required  it  in 
order  that  he  might  not  suddenly  be  left 
deprived  of  all  assistance  in  tlie  cultivation 
of  his  estates.  It  washoped  and  believed 
that  the  interval  would  be  assiduously 
employed  in  allaying  and  recoociling 
former  animosities,  and  in  originating  feel- 
ings of  mutual  kindness.  These  reasons 
still  continue.  It  should  also  be  recol- 
lected that  for  a  period  of  six  years  tbe 
planter  was  assured,  on  tbe  faith  of  Par- 
liament, of  the  labour  of  the  negroes  on 
his  estate.  So  long,  therefore,  as  they 
secured  to  the  apprentices  that  protection 
which  was  due  to  them,  so  long  had 
they  no  right  to  call  upon  the  planter 
to  release  his  apprentices.  But  indepen- 
dently of  these  considerations,  he  believed 
that  the  sudden  emancipation  of  the 
negroes  would  be  far  from  being  of  that 
advantage  to  the  parties  themselves  which 
those  who  demanded  it  looked  for.  He 
believed  that  the  very  agitation  of  the  sub- 
ject would  produce  excitement,  irritation, 
and  disturbance  throughout  every  dis- 
trict. It  would  lead  to  vain  expectations 
on  the  one  side,  and  it  would  keep  up  a 
spirit  of  animosity  and  antipathy  on 
the  other,  and,  in  6ne,  it  would  revive 
all  the  elements  of  discord  between 
the    two  parties.      Such  au   experiment 
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as  that  proposed  by  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  would  in  his  opinion,  be 
dangerous  to  the  peace  of  the  country  ;  it 
would  be  dangerous  to  the  proprietors  of 
colonial  property^  and  it  would  be  dangerous 
to  the  very  people  whose  interest  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  was  desirous  to  pro- 
tect. He  would  ask,  was  it  true  that  the 
situation  of  the  apprentices  was  in  any  way 
inferior  to  that  of  the  slave  ?  Many  cir- 
cumstances might  be  stated  to  prove  the 
contrary,  but  he  would  not  trespass  with 
any  long  details;  he  most,  however,  allude 
to  some  of  them.  One  of  the  great  pur- 
poses of  the  Abolition  Act,  was  to  appoint 
magistrates  especially  to  protect  the  slaves. 
Magistrates  had  been  appointed,  but  how 
had  they  been  received,  and  how  had  they 
executed  their  duties  ?  In  many  instances 
they  had  performed  their  duties,  but,  in 
Jamaica,  especially,  the  magistrates  had 
been  most  improperly  interfered  with.  A 
system  of  gradual  annoyance  had  been 
practised,  not  of  a  nature  to  be  openly 
and  publicly  noticed,  but  still  quite  suffi- 
cient to  defeat  the  purpose  for  which  they 
were  appointed.  Every  advantage  had 
been  taken  of  technical  distinctions  of  the 
law  to  interfere  with  the  course  of  the  ma- 
gistracy. It  was  a  fact,  that  though  it 
had  been  intended  that  these  magistrates 
should  have  free  access  to  every  part  of  an 
estate  where  an  apprentice  could  be  op- 
pressed, they  had  been  carefully  debarred 
from  that  liberty.  Various  devices  had 
been  resorted  to  in  order  to  baffle  their  ex- 
ertions to  discharge  their  duty,  and  the 
administration  of  justice  had  been  thwart- 
ed and  impeded  in  every  possible  way.  It 
was  true  also,  that  in  many  cases,  appren- 
tices had  been  condemned  to  workhouses 
or  houses  of  correction,  placed  under 
local  laws  for  apprentice  offences,  or  of- 
fences affecting  the  interest  of  his  em- 
ployers. For  every  inconsiderable  offence 
of  this  kind,  the  apprentice  was  commit- 
ted to  a  workhouse  ;  he  was  removed  from 
the  protection  of  British  law,  and  from 
that  moment  the  admission  of  special  ma- 
gistrates was  carefully  prevented.  He 
would  not  enter  into  more  sad  scenes  to 
which  his  noble  Friend  had  alluded,  as 
occurring  in  these  workhouses — scenes  on 
which  it  was  impossible  for  the  mind  to 
dwell  without  horror.  He  had  felt  it, 
his  doty,  however,  to  take  particular 
notice  of  a  pamphlet  published  last  sum- 
mer, by  James  Williams,  apprentice,  Ja- 
maica, which  he  thought  it  likely  might 


have  met  the  eye  of  many  of  their  Lord- 
ships. He  had  sent  particular  directions 
to  the  Governor  to  set  on  foot  a  thorough 
investigation  of  bis  case,  and  he  regretted 
to  say,  that  too  much  foundation  existed 
for  the  statements  made  in  that  pamphlet, 
the  truth  of  which  he  could  hardly  have 
believed.  The  reports  of  the  Commis- 
sioners who  had  conducted  the  inquiry, 
would  be  laid  on  the  table  shortly,  when 
their  Lordships  would  have  an  opportunity 
of  judging  for  themselves.  Many  facts 
had  been  elicited  regarding  these  work- 
houses in  the  course  of  the  examination 
before  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  which  proved  that  the  most 
horrid  cruelties  were  perpetrated  in  them, 
and  presented  a  most  disgusting  picture  of 
West  Indian  punishment.  He  had,  ac- 
cordingly thought  it  necessary  to  send  out 
Captain  Pringle  last  autumn,  to  inspect 
those  workhouses,  in  order  to  ascertain 
the  means  best  adapted  to  improve  them, 
and  to  effect  a  thorough  reform  in  the 
system.  That  gentleman  had  been  fre- 
quently before  employed  on  missions  of 
this  description,  and  his  report  would  be 
presented  in  April,  \vhen  Government 
would  be  ready  to  give  effect  to  the  sug- 
gestions contained  in  it.  Many  allow- 
ances and  indulgencies  enjoyed  by  the 
slaves  under  the  old  system,  had,  he  was 
sorry  to  say,  been  refused  to  the  appren- 
tices by  the  planters.  It  was  usual  for. 
merly  to  allow  a  mother  to  attend  any  of 
her  children  when  dangerously  ill,  and  not 
to  require  her  to  make  up  the  time  so 
employed.  Mothers  who  had  six  children 
and  aged  persons  were  not  formerly  ex- 
pected to  work  in  the  fields.  He  regret- 
ted to  have  to  state  that  these  customs 
had  been  discontinued  ;  and  now  a  mother 
was  refused  permission  to  see  any  of  her 
children,  even  though  in  a  dying  state, 
and  old  age  was  exposed  to  the  same  hard- 
ship as  the  confirmed  strength  of  manhood. 
He  did  not  mean  to  include  in  the  censure 
which  such  conduct  deserved,  the  high- 
minded  and  respectable  part  of  the  West 
Indian  proprietors,  some  of  whom  adorned 
their  Lordships'  House,  who  he  knew  were 
distinguished  for  parental  kindness  to  the 
population  of  their  estates,  and  who  dis- 
dained such  mean  and  contemptible  at- 
tempts to  disturb  the  working  of  the  ap- 
prenticeship system.  There  were,  however, 
many  who  were  swayed  by  these  antipathies 
of  former  times,  who  could  not  vanquish 
the  feelings  which  formerly  guided  themi 
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of  inflicting  upon  them  anxiety,  injury,  and 
delay,  that  in  such  cases  he  should  have 
the  power  of  arresting  the  progress  of  such 
prosecutions.  In  those  cases  where  ma- 
gistrates had  been  subject  to  a  heavy 
penalty,  it  had  been  left  to  the  discretion 
of  the  Governor  to  see  whether  there  was 
a  case  in  which  the  Government  ought  to 
indemnify  the  person  proceeded  against; 
the  advice  of  counsel  was  taken  to 
know  whether  it  was  a  case  in  which  the 
Government  ought  to  repay  the  expences. 
The  Governor  could  act  in  the  same  man- 
ner when  legal  prosecutions  were  insti- 
tuted. This  proposition,  he  thought,  would 
be  a  very  great  improvement  for  the 
purpose  of  removing  that  which  was 
used  as  an  instrument  of  terror  towards 
the  magistrates.  He  thought,  too,  that 
some  measure  ought  to  be  adopted  to 
provide  that,  previously  to  the  day  on 
which  non-predial  apprentices  were  to  be 
emancipated,  that  measures  should  be 
taken  to  secure  that  all  such  apprentices 
should  have  the  full  opportunity  of  know- 
ing what  was  the  real  state  of  the  case,  to 
make  them  cognizant  of  their  rights,  so 
that  they  might  be  able  to  plead  their 
own  cause.  Care,  too,  should  be  taken 
to  have  an  impartial  revision  of  the  classi- 
fication lists.  This  should  be  looked  to 
especially  with  respect  to  Jamaica.  If  the 
classification  were  proper,  then  the  task  to 
be  performed  would  be  a  satisfactory  one; 
but,  if  it  were  not,  then  the  Governor 
ought  to  have  the  power  of  adopting  the 
classification  applied  in  the  crown  colo- 
nies, and  this,  loo,  without  the  necessity 
of  referring  home.  By  giving  a  power  to 
the  special  magistrates  of  obtaining  ad- 
mission into  all  the  dens  and  secret  places 
where  apprei»tices  were  to  be  found,  a 
valuable  check  would  be  afforded  for  pre- 
venting the  practice  of  cruelty.  Further 
than  this,  it  &>hould  be  provided,  that, 
when  the  Governor  was  satisfied,  upon 
good  authority,  that  the  apprentice  had 
been  suflTerinq;  injury,  which  was  the  re- 
sult of  cruelty,  passion,  and  injustice, 
then  the  Governor,  of  his  own  authority, 
and  at  his  own  discretion,  could  free  that 
person  immtdiately.  This,  he  was  sure, 
would  bo  considered  by  their  Lordships  a 
measure  that  would  have  a  very  material 
effect.  It  would  at  once  put  an  end  to 
that  fatal  and  horrible  practice,  the  flog- 
ijing  of  females  in  titose  places  for  penaU 
lirs  iiicurri'd  on  the  f.iiiiiro  of  apprentice- 
ship  duLie<(,   aitd    which    failings   had  so 


I  frequently  been  made  the  false  pretext  of 
vengeance  to  gratify  evil  passioDS,  because 
the  person  punished  was  not  a  slave.  The 
penalty  he  proposed  for  cruelty  would,  be 
was  sure,  be  dreaded  by  fraud  and  tyranny, 
and  it  would,  he  was  sure,  be  foand  as  a 
shield  to  throw  over  the  slave.  With  re* 
spect  to  the  circumstances  connected  with 
the  state  of  slavery  and  of  apprenticeship, 
there  was  nothing  more  revolting  to  his 
mind,  nothing  had  produced  a  greater 
impression  upon  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try, than  the  application  of  the  lash.  It 
was  a  system  degrading  in  every  respect ; 
it  was  a  system  so  horrible,  that  if  they 
abolished  slavery,  and  yet  left  the  power 
of  continuing  the  lash  for  apprenticeship 
offences  in  a  single  case,  they  still  left 
such  the  actual  victims  of  slavery.  The 
act  of  abolition  forbade  females  being 
lashed  for  apprenticeship  offences.  That 
provision,  he  regretted  to  tell  their  Lord- 
ships, had  been  set  at  defiance ;  it  had 
been  scorned  and  contemned  by  the  in* 
justice  and  the  revenge  of  the  former 
masters  of  those  unhappy  slaves.  The 
ingenuity  of  man  had  been  exercised  for 
the  purpose  of  inflicting  tortures  upon  his 
fellow  creatures.  And  who  did  their  Lord- 
ships suppose  had  been  selected  for  the 
purpose  of  inflicting  cruelty  in  the  houses 
of  correction  ?  Why  the  class  of  men 
selected  were  the  very  class  that  oogfat 
not  to  be  chosen — they  were  convicts  for 
life — men  dead  to  all  sense  of  honour  or 
feeling,  and  of  humanity  ;  these  were  the 
men  who  did  not  refuse  to  apply  the  lash 
to  females,  who  entered  into  a  vile  com- 
bination with  their  employers  to  glut  the 
evil  passions  of  both.  They  who  indulged 
the  aspirations  of  vengeance  were  men  lost 
to  all  thoughts  of  happiness,  of  hope,  and 
of  respect  for  themselves.  In  spite  of  the 
law,  females  had  the  lash  applied  to  them 
for  apprenticeship  ofiences.  This  was  a 
stain  upon  the  Legislature.  He  admitted 
it :  and  hence,  he  said,  they  might  trace 
the  fatal  course  of  a  bad  system ;  for  even 
when  they  abandoned  the  same  system, 
yet  they  were  not  able  to  abandon  the 
dreadful  consequences  which  resulted  from 
it.  When  an  evil  system  was  once  adopted 
dishonour  and  disgrace  attended  upon  it. 
It  was  left  by  them  as  a  fatal  warning  to 
other  nations  ;  for  it  apprised  them  that 
the  bad  which  was  done  in  the  moment  of 
triumph  and  success  would  live  after  it, 
and  that  its  evil  consequences  would  re- 
main,    h  was  vain  to  expect,  that,  in  a 
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many  other  grievances.  Sir  Lionel  Smith 
had  sent  a  meuage  lo  the  House  or  As- 
seoibly  recommending  to  ihera  the  consi- 
deration of  many  such  grievances.  The 
message  was  sent  on  the  2nd  of  Novem- 
ber; it'was  referred  to  a  Committee.  The 
House  sat  until  December,  and  then  it 
adjourned  at  an  unusual  time,  until  Feb- 
ruary, and  not  a  single  topic  recommended 
to  its  notice  had  been  taken  into  consi- 
deration. Whatever  pain  he  feit  in  al- 
luding to  these  circumstances,  he  begged 
to  say,  that  the  Government  was  prepared 
to  take  measures  to  correct  evils  which 
were  eo  glaring  ;  and  however  reluctant 
he  might  have  been  lo  appeal  to  Parlia- 
ment, or  to  recommend  its  interference 
with  ihe  local  assemblies,  yet  he  never 
disguised  from  any  person,  that  cases 
might  arise  in  which  the  Government 
would  be  bound  to  appeal  to  the  Parlta' 
ntent  of  England  from  the  local  assemblies. 
Two  years  a^  he  had  been  obliged  to 
introdaceBBill,  which  ought  to  have  been 
passed  by  the  local  assemblies.  In  the 
few  observations  that  he  had  there  made 
he  had  slated,  that  the  subject  of  slavery 
in  all  its  parts,  and  that  apprenticeships 
were  reserved  as  sacred  for  the  cognisance 
of  Parliament.  He  had  stated,  that  he 
relied  on  the  local  assemblies  to  carry  the 
Act  into  efiect ;  but  that  Parliament  would 
never  permit  the  Act  to  be  defeated  by 
the  local  assemblies.  The  Act  that  he 
then  introduced  was,  he  believed,  passed 
without  any  opposition.  He  had  then  re- 
peatedly staled,  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  appeal  finally  to 
Parliament.  This,  too,  he  had  stated  to 
parties  who  had  addressed  bim,  and  re- 
commended the  immediate  abolition  of 
apprenticeship,  and  who  in  addressing  him 
had  referred  to  llie  grievances  to  which  he 
had  alluded.  He  had  stated  to  them, 
(hat  though  the  Government  would  not 
recommend  (he  immediate  abolition,  yet 
that  it  would  have  no  hesitation,  if  it  were 
necesMry  fr.r  it,  to  appeal  to  Parliament 
to  redress  the  grievances  of  the  apprentice- 
ship population.  Now,  it  was  necessary 
for  hirn  to  say,  that  though  they  bad  no- 
Ihing  to  hope  fur  from  ihe  local  assemblies 
of  the  colonies,  yet  he  trusted,  that  they 
hiiil  everything  to  hope  for  from  Parlia- 
nieiil.     He  intended  to  introduce  a  mea- 
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of  reporting  what  measures  were  required, 
And  what  alterations  ought  to  be  made. 
Before  they  passed  a  law  upon  that  mea- 
sure it  would  be  necessary  for  them  to 
have  the  Report  before  them;  but  sup- 
posing they  had  a  law  regulating  the 
workhouse  system,  yet  it  was  his  opinion 
that  it  ought  not  to  be  mixed  up  with  the 
Act  relating  only  lo  apprentices  ;  for  a 
law  relating  lo  workhouses  must  be  a  per- 
manent measure,  and  therefore  not  con- 
nected wilh  that  which  must  be  of  a 
temporary  nature.  He  should  propose  a 
measure  which  was  intended  to  redress 
ihe  grievances  of  apprentices  ;  but  with 
respect  to  the  workhouse  system,  though 
the  law  regulating  it  was  intended  to  be 
permanent,  yet  the  apprentices  would, 
between  this  and  the  intermediate  time 
of  their  emancipation,  have  the  advantage 
of  the  protection  of  inspectors,  and  the 
means  secured  lo  them  for  the  redress  of 
any  wrong  done  to  them.  He  should 
propose,  that  all  the  places  in  which  ap- 
prentices were  employed,  all  places  which 
were  intended  for  the  purpose  of  conceal- 
ment, should  be  laid  open — that  the 
workhouses,  the  houses  of  correction, 
"the  hot-houses,"  as  they  were  called, 
should  be  laid  open — the  Act  should  give 
to  the  magistrates  the  right  to  inspect  all 
such  places.  It  was  further  intended  lo 
be  proposed,  that  the  Governor  should  be 
authorised  to  declare  by  proclamation  the 
arrangement  of  ihe  hours  for  the  employ- 
ment of  ihe  apprenlices,  and  in  such  man- 
ner as  be  should  think  proper.  With 
respect  to  the  allowances  and  the  indul- 
gences that  were  permiited  in  a  state  of 
slavery,  but  denied  to  them  as  apprentices, 
the  Governor  was  to  enforce  the  concession 
of  these  indulgences.  Then,  wilh  respect 
to  the  manumission,  he  thought  it  might 
be  proper  to  enable  them  to  introduce  into 
Jamaica  the  same  system  which  they  had 
m  the  Crown  colonies  with  respect  to  ihe 
tribunals  before  whom  the  manumission 
was  to  be  judged.  There  was  further  this 
evil  to  be  provided  against,  which  had 
been  inflicted  upon  the  slave  apprentices, 
and  their  protectors  the  slipendiary  ma- 
gistrates. It  was  intended  to  provide,  that 
the  Governor  should  have,  when  prosecu- 
tions were  commenced  against  the  magis- 
trates, the  power  and  the  discretion, 
exercised  with  ihe  advice  uf  those  whom 
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short  time,  the  mischief  would  pass  away, 
or  that,  when  they  had  aboUshed  the  evil, 
ita  consequences  could  instantly  be  abo- 
liRhed.  The  passions  and  the  desperate 
resentments  which  had  arisen  in  the  pro- 
gress of  the  system,  would  compel  them 
siill  to  adhere  to  desperate  resources. 
Thus  it  was,  that  the  punishment  of  the 
lash  had  not  been  at  once  abolished.  They 
were  compelled  to  use  the  whip  wilh  ap- 
prentices, because  the  whip  had  been  the 
badge  of  slavery  itself.  He  believed  their 
Lordships  would  agree  with  him  in  think- 
ing, that  the  time  wns  now  coming  when 
the  punishment  might  be  safely  abolished. 
In  many  parts  of  the  West  Indies—in  the 
BHhamas,  for  instance — there  had  been 
scarcely  any  flogging  for  some  months  ,- 
there  was  literally  none,  except  two  in- 
Blances  which  had  recently  happened.  In 
ail  the  West  India  islands,  in  Quiana,  the 
punishment  was  scarcely  known  amongst 
the  numerous  pWters.  Then  he  thought 
that  they  ought  to  lake  a  fixed  period  in 
which  tlie  punishment  of  all  flogging  for 
apprenticeship  offences  should  be  extin- 
giiished.  Therefore  it  was,  that  he  in- 
tended to  propose  a  measure  by  which  it 
should  be  provided  that,  after  a  given 
period,  no  crime — that  is,  no  apprentice- 
ship crime — should  be  subjected  to  ihe 
punishment  oF  the  lash.  These  were  the 
general  provisions  of  the  measure  he 
intended  to  introduce.  He  might  enlarge 
upon  them  at  greater  length ;  but  that 
was  not  (he  place,  nor,  perhaps,  the  exact 
occasion,  for  urging  them.  He  (rusted, 
however,  the  period  had  at  last  arrived  in 
which  the  local  assemblies  would  feel  that 
they  ought  to  assist  the  authority  of  Par- 
liament The  noble  Lord  concluded  by 
declaring,  that  he  should  give  his  vote 
against  the  resolutions  proposed  by  the 


rained  upon  the  utmost  efforts  had  been 
made  by  nil  the  Governments  of  this 
country,  and  most  particularly  from  the 
year  1814,  to  carry  that  abolition  into 
effect.  Me  had  himself  been  employed  at 
the  different  congresses  from  1815,  and  at 
all  of  them  he  had  co-operated  wiih  his 
noble  Friend  Lord  Castlereagh  in  carrying 
into  execution  what  was  (he  desire  of  ihis 
country.  He  agreed  with  the  noble  Baron 
in  what  he  had  stated  with  respect  to  all 
the  details;  but  unfortunately  it  happened 
that  they  had  the  strongest  prejudices  to 
contend  against,  both  with  respect  to  ob- 
taining the  measures  they  required,  and 
the  interests  of  the  countries  under  ihe 
government  of  their  allies.  But  until  the 
years  1819,  1820,  and  1821,  no  great 
progress  had  been  made  in  the  negotiation 
of  treaties  lo  carry  the  abolition  of  the 
slave  trade  into  effect.  At  the  same  lime, 
at  the  Congress  at  Vienna,  he  could  state 
that  all  Ihe  great  powers  of  Europe  who 
were  concerned  in  the  transactions  of  the 
time  expressed  their  horrors  at  this  parti- 
cular trade,  and  their  desire  to  co-aperate 
with  this  country  in  putting  an  end  to  it. 
He  must  likewise  agree  with  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  opposite  in  the  statement 
which  he  had  made  in  respect  to  the 
horrors  of  that  trade  :  he  meant  that  state- 
ment which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  made  with  respect  to  the  casting  in- 
dividuals into  the  sea,  having  irons  and 
chains  upon  them.  He  knew  that  he  had 
been  authorised  to  state,  and  he  did  state, 
and  he  did  prove  to  the  Congress  that  he 
attended,  namely,  that  those  unfortunate 
persons  were  confined  in  casks,  with  irons 
on  them,  and  that  those  casks  bad  been 
thrown  into  the  sea,  and  were  seen  floating 
past  the  vessels  in  pursuit  of  the  slavers. 
He  believed  that  he  had  proved  to  the  satis- 

*■--'■ *■  ''•-se  whom  he  at  the  time  ad- 

lOt  a  less  number  than  from 
,000  had  been  exported  for 
>f  slavery  from  Africa  every 
lie  thought,  he  had  proved 
ne  had  proved  it  to  Congress 
Great  Britain.  Under  these 
.,  then,  he  should  be  happy 
any  measure  which  would 
1  end  entirely  to  this  trafSc. 
ch  faith  in  the  measure  pro- 
loble  and  learned  Lord,  as 
nk  that  it  was  calculated  to 
effect.  The  proposition  of 
learned  Lord  was,  for  that 
ent  an  address  lo  her  Ma- 
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Wftt  at  the  head  of  the  Fofergn  Depart- 
ment, and  #ho  had  given  his  adherence 
to  that  policy — according'  to  thetr  joint 
principle,  even  the  aceeesion  of  all  the 
world  betides— ^if  a  leas  power  than  Por- 
tugal— If  Tuscany,  Genoa,  or  thai  great 
commercial  country  Aostria,  and  all  those 
other  slate-trading  countries  of  Europe 
wera  to  refuse — even  that  accession  would 
be  absolutely  nugatory,  null,  and  of  no 
effect.  What  signified  it  to  him,  when 
these  criminals  were  steering  abroad  as 
notorious  as  the  sun,  polluting  land  and 
sea  with  their  crimes,  laying  waste  Africa 
with  their  robberies  and  murders — what 
signified  it  to  him  to  be  told,  that  England 
had  at  length  wearied  out  by  constant 
appeals — those  other  nations  who  were 
induced  id  join  the  treaty  of  1821,  and 
that  of  the  four  states  that  were  formerly 
criminal,  three  had  ceased  to  be  criminal 
now?  Why,  if  that  fourth  atate  continued 
to  be  criminal,  and  if  from  60,000  to 
80,000  miserable  negroes  (as  their  Lord- 
tfhipa  had  been  informed)  were  carried 
yearly  oter  to  America— in  other  word*,  if 
00,000  or  80f000  rictima  of  this  horrible 
felony  were  yearly  torn  from  Africa  and 
sold  as  slates,  what  did  it  avail  in  argu- 
ment to  say,  that  France  and  Spain  and 
Holland  had  abandoned  that  traffic  ? 
'«  But,"  aaid  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Gle- 
nelg),  **  Portugal  is  so  weak  that  there  is 
no  getting  her  to  give  up  the  slave  trade." 
If  she  had  been  as  strong  as  France,  what, 
then,  would  have  been  the  argument? 
"  Oh,"  it  would  hate  been  said,  "  Portu- 
gal  is  §0  strong  that  there  is  no  venturing 
to  provoke  her  by  daring  to  call  upon  her 
to  give  up  the  silave  trade."  So  that,  be 
she  weak  or  be  she  strong,  there  was  no 
helpt  she  must  be  allowed  with  impunity 
to  pollute  the  land  with  her  crimes,  and 
the  sea  with  her  piracies.  But  with  the 
same  logic  his  noble  friend  had  argued, that 
if  he  required  Portugal  to  give  up  the  slave 
trade,  and  if  she  should  give  it  up,  there 
would  be  other  states  still  opposed  to  its 
abolition ;  and  his  noble  Friend  had  cited 
Austria^^disinterested  Austria,  with  all 
her  colonies,  with  all  her  slate  plantations, 
with  all  her  vessels  engaged  on  the  African 
coast,  as  well  as  in  other  places — but 
which  no  black  slave  ever  heard  of  before ! 
Then  there  was  Prussia,  then  the  Hans 
Towns,  then  Sicily,  and  then  Tuscany. 
Yea,  his  noble  Friend  had  actually  quoted 
Tiisc«ny  as  a  part  of  that  confederacy 
which  existed  for  the  upholding  of  the 


slave  trade.  Why,  he  might  have  gone 
to  the  Grecian  seas  and  have  enumerated 
the  Greek  pirates-^he  might  have  referred 
to  Algiers  and  to  Tunis ;  and  if  the  Bey 
of  Tunis,  or  any  other  state  which  had  a 
flag  at  all,  were  only  reluetant  to  give  op 
the  slave  trade,  that  one  flag  might  set 
France,  Spain,  Austria,  England,  Holland, 
Portugal,  Genoa,  ay,  and  even  Tuscany 
at  defiance.  Though  France,  and  Spain, 
and  Portugal  had  yielded  to  your  entrea- 
ties, yet  if  one  state,  however  powerless, 
refused,  the  slave  trade  should  ride  triom- 
phant  over  the  world  ;  because,  according 
to  his  noble  Friend's  argument,  one  fla^ 
was  as  good  as  one  score.  Was  that  the 
way,  he  would  ask  their  Lordships,  in 
which  they  treated  Algiers  ?  No  !  They 
snmmoned  Algiers  to  give  up  piracy, 
though  her  outrages  were  not  one-half  so 
numerous,  her  crimes  not  one.hnndredth 
part  so  black  or  so  offensive  to  all  the 
feelings  of  human  nature  ;  yet  they  sam- 
ihoned  her.  Algiers  had  pilfered  and 
pillaeedthe  ships  of  other  nations— crimen 
which  with  us  were  not  one -twentieth 
part  so  criminal  as  those  committed  by 
Portugal,  and  yet  we  sent  a  sqtiadron  and 
bombarded  Algiers;  and  the  consequence 
was,  that  piracy  ceased.  He  had  been 
told  by  his  noble  Friend,  that  there  was 
no  chance  of  the  French  govemnient 
agreeing  to  this  proceeding  with  respect 
to  making  the  slave  trade  piracy,  becaose, 
said  his  noble  Friend,  the  French  govern- 
ment refused  to  allow  its  subjects,  if  taken 
in  the  act  of  committing  piracy,  to  be  tried 
before  any  tribunal  except  its  own.  But 
because  a  declaratory  law  had  been  ob- 
tained from  the  other  powers  on  this  tub> 
ject,  did  it  follow  that  there  might  not 
most  easily  be  inserted  a  clause  providins; 
that  the  French,  or  even  the  whole  of  the 
foreigners,  should  be  tried,  when  captured, 
before  the  courts  of  their  own  country' 
He  admitted  that  this  would  not  be  so 
satisfactory  a  manner  of  doing  it  as  that 
of  having  the  persons  captured  tried  &l 
the  Sessions  of  the  Criminal  Court  at  the 
Old  Bailey.  But,  adverting  again  to  the 
argument  of  his  noble  Friend,  he  would 
ask  were  they  to  listen  to  this  logic  for  the 
first  time,  that  a  country  need  only  to  be 
weak  in  order  to  be  released  from  the  obliiri* 
tion  of  its  own  treaties  ?  We  paid  PortuiijI 
600,000/.  by  way  of  loan ;  and  as  we  co.i- 
verted  the  15,000,000/.  to  the  West  IndM 
planters  into  a  gift,  so  we  afterwards  con- 
▼erted  the  600,000/.  into  a  gift.     But,  not 
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the  same  objects.  He  should  have  been 
very  unwilling  to  have  bad  to  vote  for  the 
resolutions  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
instead  of  having  to  vote  for  the  bill  which 
he  understood  would  be  proposed  by  Go- 
vernment, having  the  same  object  in  view. 
It  appeared  to  him,  that  it  did  not  become 
their  Lordships  to  pledge  themselves  by 
resolutions  having  legislative  enactments 
in  view,  instead  of  voting  for  a  measure 
regularly,  in  which  those  enactments  were 
proposed  and  immediately  brought  before 
them.  He  agreed  with  what  had  been 
stated  by  the  noble  Baron  opposite  in 
respect  to  the  Slave  Abolition  Act.  He 
conceived  that  Parliament  interfered  for 
the  bene6t  not  only  of  the  slaves  who  were 
ultimately  to  be  made  free,  and  in  the 
mean  time  to  be  apprenticed  for  a  certain 
number  of  years,  but  likewise  for  the  be- 
nefit of  the  planters  and  landholders  in 
the  West  Indies  ;  and  he  did  not  conceive 
that,  because  the  colonial  assemblies  in 
the  West  Indies  had  not  done  all  they 
ought  to  have  done  in  order  to  carry  that 
measure  into  execution,  or  that  because, 
in  some  respects,  the  measure  had  not 
produced  all  the  benefit  which  their  Lord- 
ships expected  from  it,  therefore  they 
should,  at  once,  say  they  would  not  carry 
it  into  execution  at  all  after  the  month  of 
August,  1838,  but  that  all  persons  then 
apprenticed  should  be  free.  He  did  not 
think  that  that  would  be  a  fair  mode  of 
proceeding,  and  such  a  course  he  could 
not  consent  to  pursue  ;  nor  could  he  con* 
sent  to  carry,  by  resolutions,  those  regu- 
lations which  it  was  necessary  to  .make, 
and  which  the  noble  Baron  intended  to 
bring  forward  regularly  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House  in  the  shape  of  a  bill. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  should  feel 
it  incumbent  on  him  to  vote  against  the 
resolutions  proposed  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  at  the  same  time, expressing 
his  willingness  to  take  the  same  subject 
into  consideration  in  the  form  in  which  it 
was  proposed  to  be  brought  before  the 
House  by  the  noble  Baron. 

The  Marquess  of  Sligo  observed,  that 
after  the  able,  historical,  and  eloquent 
speech  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  it 
would  be  most  tedious  to  their  Lordships 
were  he  to  detain  them,  by  any  address, 
beyond  expressing  his  thanks  to  his  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Colonial  De- 
partment, for  the  measure  which  he  had 
promised  to  bring  forward  upon  the  sub- 
ject.    He  was  confident  that  no  pc 
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who  was  acquainted  with  the  state  of  the 
West- India  colonies,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  untainted  by  colonial  prejudices, 
would  deny,  that  the  time  was  now  come 
when  it  was  important  to  effect  a  final 
arrangement  of  this  question.  After  what 
had  fallen  from  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Glenelg)  he  hoped  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  would  be  induced  to  give 
up  the  idea  of  dividing  the  House,  in 
order  that  there  might  be  unanimity  on 
this  subject  on  the  part  of  the  British 
Parliament,  and  that  the  colonists  might 
feel  that  one  opinion  only  prevailed 
amongst  them. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  as  he  per- 
ceived the  debate  had  now  come  to  a 
close,  he  should  avail  himself  of  the  few 
minutes  which  it  was  the  usual  course  in 
this  as  well  as  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament to  extend  to  the  proposer  of  any 
measure,  whatever  might  be  the  ultimate 
decision  of  their  Lordships  upon  the  pro- 
positions before  them,  for  the  purpose  of 
making  one  or  two  observations  upon  the 
statements  by  which  his  opinions  had 
been  attempted  to  be  impugned,  and  by 
which  his  propositions  had  been  opposed. 
He  would  pass  over  a  great  portion  of  the 
statement  of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Gle- 
nelg) upon  the  subject  of  the  abolition  of 
the  slave  trade,  because  the  whole  history 
of  which  he  had  treated  of  the  means 
which  had  been  employed  by  this  country 
to  prevail  on  foreign  powers  to  abandon 
that  execrable  traffic  had  this  prominent 
and  striking  feature  in  it,  that  though 
they  showed  what  indeed  no  one  ever 
denied  -for  the  man  must  be  deprived  of 
his  memory  to  have  forgotten  it,  and  of 
his  reason  to  have  expected  otherwise-^ 
that  though  France  had  joined  with  us^ 
and  Spain  had  given  her  tardy  and  re- 
luctant accession,  and  Holland  had 
assented  to  become  a  party  to  abolish  that 
detested  traffic,  yet,  as  long  as  there  re- 
mained Portugal  opposed  to  us,  it  signified 
not  if  France  had  joined  ten  times  over, 
Spain  as  oflen,  and  Holland  ten  times 
over  too  ;  for  that  the  great  wrong-doer, 
the  great  criminal,  the  most  atrocious 
sinner  of  all — Portugal — ^had  refused  to 
join ;  nay,  even  if  a  much  feebler,  if  there 
were  a  feebler  government  than  that  o^ 
Portugal— according  to  the  logic  and  the 
principles  of  the  foreign  policy  of  his  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Colonial  Depart- 
ment, and  also,  as  it  seemed,  of  another 
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tsed  one  word  for  another.  I  am  not 
ict:^i5tomed  to  address  your  Lordships, 
iDU  .laTe  less  command  of  words  than 
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spleodid  period  of  the  late  war — he  meaDt 
Earl  Grey — and  who  felt  a  great  interest 
in  this  question^  a|id  just  as  much  interest 
in  the  honour  and  character  of  the  navy 
as  his  noble  successor  who  now  filled  his 
chair,  and  whose  opinion  it  was,  that  it 
was  utterly  impossible  that  head  money 
could  be  any  longer  allowed.  With  re- 
spect to  the  amendment  of  his  noble 
Friend  his  (Lord  Brougham's)  objection 
to  it  was,  that  it  was  not  so  efTectual  nor 
so  precise  as  the  resolutions  he  had  him- 
self proposed.  The  amendment  contained 
a  great  deal  of  congratulation,  and  passed 
sentence  of  acquittal  and  approval  on  the 
Spanish  government  for  the  treaty  into 
which  it  had  entered,  and  by  which  it  had 
made  piracy  criminal,  whereas  that  treaty, 
as  he  understood,  had  not  yet  been  com- 
pleted. 

Lord  Glenelg  said,  that  the  treaty  with 
Spain  engaged  that  country  to  pass  a 
law  making  piracy  criminal ;  but  the  law 
had  not  yet  been  made. 

Lord  Brougham  durst  say  that  it  never 
would.  He  had  reason  to  believe,  that 
upon  this  subject  a  governor  in  one  of  the 
chief  Spanish  slave-trading  settlements 
had  been  known  to  say,  that  if  he  had  in- 
timation that  it  was  really  the  wish  of  his 
government  to  put  down  the  slave-trade, 
he  would  put  it  down  in  eight  and 
forty  hours.  Their  Lordships  were  aware 
of  what  was  passing  in  one  of  the  Spanish 
colonies,  Havannah;  that  in  Havannah 
the  newspapers  had  been  prevented  from 
notifying  the  sailing  of  slave  vessels  to  the 
coast  of  Africa,  for  fear  they  should  be 
intercepted  by  the  English  cruisers.  Un- 
less very  different  steps  were  taken  than 
had  already  been  adopted,  it  was  clear  that 
the  slave  trade  must  go  on.  He  then  wished 
to  say  one  word  regarding  the  system  of 
slavery  in  our  West-Indian  colonies.  He 
was  exceedingly  glad  that  her  Majesty's 
Government  had  determined  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  legislate  on  this  subject,  and  not 
to  leave  it  in  the  power  of  the  colonial 
assemblies.  From  the  statement  which 
had  been  made  by  the  noble  Lord,  he 
understood  that  the  Bill  would  comprise 
the  several  matters  contained  in  the  first 
five  of  the  resolutions  which  he  had  moved ; 
but  there  were  one  or  two  others  which  he 
had  not  inserted  in  his  resolution,  but 
which  he  trusted  to  see  embodied  in  the 
Bill.  If  he  had  obtained  their  Lordships' 
consent  to  the  d^e  resolutions,  he  would 
have  certainly  moved    those  additional 

pnes,  which  be  still  hoped  to  see  cvried 


into  effect.     Some  better  regulations  with 
respect  to  the  administrations  of  justice 
were  absolutely  essential  and    indispen- 
sable.    It  was  also   a  matter  of  great 
importance  to  give  more  powers  to  the 
governor.      He  was  well  aware    of  the 
difficulty  of  trusting  too  much    to  the 
governor ;  much  would  depend  upon  the 
prejudices  of  the  individual,  and  much  on 
the  relation  in  which  he  stood  with  the 
local   assembly.     To  one  governor  they 
might  safely  intrust  one  set  of  powers — 
to  another  governor  they  migh\  give  an- 
other class — whilst  to  a  third  a  much  more 
scanty  authority  and  far  greater  circum- 
spection in  the  grant  were  necessary.     If, 
indeed,   they  could  multiply  the    noble 
Lord  so  much  as  to  give  him  as  a  gover* 
nor  to  each  of  our  West-India  Islands 
[laughter] — noble  Lords  might  laugh,  but 
the   possibility   would    be   no    cause    of 
laughter  in  those  islands — the  noble  Lord's 
presence  would  be  hailed  as  one  of  the 
greatest  blessing^  which  could  be  showered 
down   upon   the  colonies.      The    manly 
feelings  of  the  noble  Lord,  his  resolution 
to  perform  his  duty,  his  inflexible  deter- 
mination not  to  be  led  away  from  his  pur- 
pose, bis  withdrawal  from  all  local  preju- 
dices,   and  his  intention  to   set  himself 
above  all  the  prejudices  of  the  planters, 
although   himself  a  planter,  would  lead 
him  to  place  far  greater  confidence  in  a 
good  result  than  he  thought  it  possible  to 
effect  under  the  provisions  of  the  measure 
which  was  (o  be  introduced.     He  owned 
that  his  confidence  of  success  now  was  very 
scanty,  but  far  be  it  from  him  to  say  that 
no  good  would  be  done.     He  thought  it 
extremely   necessary,    however,    to    give 
additional  powers  to  the  inspectors,  and  to 
free  them  from  actions  in  certain  cases,  for 
the  difficulties  which  attended  the  working 
of  the  system  at  present  were  almost  in- 
surmountable.    They  might  see  the  evil 
which   would  happen   if  the  stipendiary 
magistrates  were  liable,  for  in  the  cases  of 
Mr.  Bourne  and  Captain  Oldgrave,  a  pe- 
nalty of  5001,  was  levied  on  one  and  890/. 
on  the  other ;  or  they  might  be  indicted 
for  a  common  nuisance,  like  Mr.  Baines, 
for  only  doing  his  duty.     He  would  have 
proposed  to  have  vested  in  the  governor 
the  power  of  staying  many  like  actions. 
These  and  many  other  arrangements  might 
be  made  by  the  Bill ;  but  sorry  was  he  to 
say  of  the  Bill  (what  indeed  applied  as 
well  to  his  own  dye    resolutions),  that 
these  and  all  other  alterations  could  only 
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and  temporary  expedients :  but  that  the 
tystem    itself   could    only    work    for    a 
few    months— that    the    machinery  roust 
necessarily  stop  when  the  works  were  in 
so  great  disorder — that  whilst  a  planter 
bore  a  planter's  nature,  whilst  a  slave 
existed  in  the  colonies,  and  whilst  there  | 
was  any  distinction  between  the  inhabi-  { 
tants  of  different  colours,  the  attempt  to 
render  this  redress  of  permanent  utility 
was    utterly    and   hopelessly   unavailing. 
The  only  stop  which  could  be  put  to  the 
evil  of  which  he — of    which    all — com- 
plained, was  at  once  to  follow  the  exam* 
pie  already  set  by  some  of  the  colonies — 
to  abolish  the   entire  system  of  appren- 
ticeship, and  to  declare  that  all  the  slaves 
should  be  free  from  the   1st  of  August, 
1838.     He  was  told,  that  this  was  unfair 
to  the  planter ;  that  the  planter  was  the 
particular    object    of    their    care.      The 
planter  was  undoubtedly  the  object  of  his 
own  care  in  the  first  instance,  and  for  him- 
self he  had  sufficiently  provided;  but  he 
was  also  to  be  the  object  of  their  Lord- 
ships* care,  and  that  he  had  been  to  a 
greater  extent  than   was  justifiable.     He 
had    seen   the  returns  for  which  he  had 
moved  on  a  former  night  of  the  appropri- 
ation of  the  sums  voted,  and  he  must  say 
that  some  of  the  planters  had  received 
more  than  the  value  of  the  fee  simple 
of    their    estates;    and    if   not    of    the 
whole  value   of  the    estates    themselves, 
yet  he  was  sure  that  it    amounted  to  a 
great  part  of  the  value  of  the  negroes  upon 
them.     Seven  thousand  pounds  had  been 
granted  to  one  person,  8,000/.  to  another ; 
repeatedly  20,000/.  had  been  paid  in  hard 
money ;  83,000/.   had   been   received  by 
one   proprietor  in  respect  of  one  single 
property ;  83,000/.  had  been  awarded  to 
one  person  out  of  the  money  granted  by 
the   people  of    this    country.       Another 
person,   as  he  understood,   had  received 
120,000/, ;  and  he  (Lord  Brougham)  hum- 
bly  ventured   to  suspect   that   this    was 
more  than  the  proprietor  would  have  lost 
if  he  had  never  during  the  two  years  re- 
ceived from  his  slaves  one  hour's  work  on 
his  estates.     So  far,  also,  had  the  value 
of  those  estates  increased  during  this  time, 
that   those    which  could    now    be    sold, 
for  eighteen  or  nineteen  years'  purchase, 
could  not  have  been  sold  for  fourteen  years' 
purchase  before  the  grant.     Oue  planter 
had  gut  the  120,000/.;  yet,  as  if  this  portion 
was  not  enough  to  satisfy  him,  not  content 
wiih  having  gained  so  enormously  by  the 
changei  be  bad,  as  he  (Lord  Brougham) 


believed^  obtained  an  order  m  couDcil,  and 
this  led  him  (Lord  Brougham)  to  give  nolice 
that  he  should  bring  the  subject  uoder  the 
consideration   of  that  House — to   enable 
him  and  others  in  the  colony  of  Datch 
(now  British)  Guiana,    where  the    land 
was    most    fertile,    where    the     ravages 
made  by  disease  were  most  fatal,    and 
where  the  work  and    the    climate  were 
most  prejudicial    to    negro  life»    to    in. 
crease  the   number  of  his  slaves.     They 
had  already  obtained  leave,  not  to  estab- 
lish a  slave  trade,  but  to  establish  that 
which  would  become  a  slave  trade  between 
Asia    and  Guiana^-to  import  blacks  to 
any  amount,  without  any  security  against 
kidnapping,  without  any  restrictions  as  to 
the  amount  of  water  to  be  kept,  and  the 
quantity  of  provisions  to  be  furnished— 
and  not  with  a  voyage  of  two  montha  from 
the  coast  of  Africa,  but  after  a  voyage 
from  Africa  to  America  of  six  or  aevea 
months.  Well  did  the  Government  know 
the  truth  of  what  had  been  stated  by  the 
noble  Duke,  that  it  was  not  the  slave  or 
the  system  of  apprenticeship  that  was  cared 
for,  but  that  the  planter  was   to  be   the 
object    of    their    solioitude.     He    (Lord 
Brougham)  saw  but  one  course  by  which 
they  could  put  down  the  lawless  practices 
which   now  obtained.     It  was  admitted 
that  emancipation  was  perfectly  safe,  and 
h  was  their  duty  to  accomplish  it  if  they 
could  ;  it  was  not  denied  that  the  appren- 
tices would  apply  themselves  quietly  to 
work ;  it  was  not  affected  to  be  believed 
that  there  was  any  danger  to  be  appre- 
hended.    The  only  difficulty  which  they 
had  feared  from  emancipation  was,  that 
there  might  be  some  degree  of  disquiet 
produced  in  the  sudden  transition  from  a 
state  of   slavery  to  a  state  of  freedom; 
and  on  this  ground,  and  this  ground  alone, 
was  the  transitive  state  supported  and  de- 
fended.     But  this  ground  had  been  re« 
moved,  the  pretence  had  been  withdrawn, 
the  affectation  had  ceased  to  hold,  nobody 
believed  that  the  apprenticeship  system  was 
necessary  to  preserve  peace ;  still  it  was 
defended,  and   on   what  ground   was  its 
defence  now  put  ?    It  was  placed  on  the, 
if  possible,  still  more  untenable  ground, 
til  at  they  ought  to  be  influenced   by  a 
regard  for  the  interests  of  the  planter,  as 
if  the  interests  of  the  planter  bad  not  been 
sufficiently  attended  to — as  if  the  money 
which  had  been  awarded  showed  no  care 
— as  if  there  were  no  fear  for  the  interests 
of  the  negro,  whilst  his  master  was  glutted 
with  gold;  whilst  one  received  iSfiOQl. 
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dtitd  another  120,0001. ;  and  whilst,  not 
bfttiftfied  with  thii,  he  wished  to  eke  obt 
his  etiormoild  gain  by  the  paltry  savings 
which  he  might  make  bttt  of  the  wages  of 
the  slave  subsequent  to  August  1834;  If 
ever  in  any  case  there  were  a  departure 
fhom  all  principle— if  ever  there  were  a 
crying  and  outrageous  mockery  of  justice 
— if  ever  there  were  legislation  on  false 
pretences — if  ever  there  were  a  refusal  of 
justice  to  an  injured  party — this  was  that 
tuockery,  this  was  that  injustice.  He  did 
not  intend  to  take  the  sense  of  the  House 
on  the  five  first  resolutions  which  he  had 
proposed ;  but  he  should  give  an  oppor- 
tunity to  those  who  really  wished  to  benefit 
the  planter  of  recording  their  votes  upon 
the  siitth  resolution,  and  he  should  also 
take  a  division  on  the  question  of  head- 
money.  Unless  he  did  not  do  this  he  was 
morally  convinced  that  he  would  neither 
discharge  his  duty,  nor  satisfy  the  just 
expectations  of  the  public. 

Their  Lordships  adopted  the  Address 
moved  by  Lord  Gtenelg  without  a  division  ; 
but  they  divided  on  the  6th  resolution 
proposed  by  Lord  Brougham. 

Content*  7;  Ntfi-eonte'ntd  31:  Ma- 
jority 24. 

The  Earl  of  Minto  said,  that  he  had 
received  many  letters  from  naval  officers 
complaining  of  the  observations  which  had 
been  made  the  other  night,  which  implied 
that  they  were  fond  of  blood-money.  He 
had  that  day  calied  for  a  return  which, 
when  made  out,  would  show  the  number 
of  slaves  captured  since  the  promulgation 
of  the  Spanish  treaty  ;  and  which  would 
show  that  every  endeavour  had  been  made 
which  could  be,  to  take  the  slaves  before 
the  cargo  was'taken  on  board.  The  noble 
Lord  had  said,  that  he  had,  in  all  the  cases 
referred  to  by  him,  alluded  to  the  autho- 
riry  of  a  distinguished  officer,  a^  Commo- 
dore who  was  in  command  on  the  coast ; 
but  in  his  time  the  equipment  article  was 
not  in  force. 

Lord  Brougham :  I  did  not  refer  to 
Commodore  Hayes. 

The  Earl  of  Minto :  There  had  been  no 
Commodore  in  command  on  the  African 
coast  since  the  promulgation  of  the  Spa- 
nish treaty. 

Lord  Brougham :  1  did  not  refer  to  any 
other  Commodore. 

The  Earl  of  Minto  :  If  the  noble  Lord 
knew  of  any  cases  he  ought,  injustice  to 
the  naval  profusion,  to  state  them,  and 
put  the  officers  concerned  on  their  defence. 


He  would  only  state  one  fact :  that  the 
rethm  which  he  held  in  his  hand  shoWed 
that  since  the  promulgation  of  the  trekty 
thirty  slaveni  had  been  tdken,   part   of 
which  were  loaded  and  part  unloaded.    Of 
the  thirty  vessels  so  taken,  nineteen  were 
taken   under  the  equipment  article,  and 
eleven  had  been  captured   when  loaded 
with  slaves.  He  thought  there  was  sufficient 
evidence,  therefore,  that  the  naval  officers 
did  not  wait  to  run  after  the  loaded  ves- 
sels for  the  purpose  of  getting  the  head- 
money.     He  could  not  consent  to  allow 
the  members  of  ihit  body  to  lie  uhder  the 
reproach  of  acting  only  from  pecuniary 
motives ;  they  acted  from  higher  motives, 
from   s  strict  sense  of  duty.     They  had 
the  head-money  only  as  a  just  reward  for 
their  exertions,  and  he  was  sure  that  either 
with  or  without  these  inducements  they 
would  discharge  their  duty  with  the  same 
zeal.    He  would  appeal  to  the  noble  Duke 
opposite  whether,  to  insure  on  the  part  of 
a  soldier  the  due  performance  of  his  duty, 
he  would  say,  ''  If  you  accomplish  such 
an  object  it  will  put  so  much  money  into 
your  pocket ;"  he  was  sor^  that  the  noble 
Duke  would   consider    that    the   soldier 
would  act  only  well  When  he  acted  from  the 
far  higher  motive,  the  sense  of  public  duty. 
Lord  Brougham  was  surprised  that,  till 
after  the  resolution  on  head-money  had 
beenf  put,  the  noble  Earl  had  not  made 
his  statement,  for  it  bore  so  strongly  in 
hvanr  of  his  proposition    to    do    away 
entirely    with   the   head-money.     If  he 
agreed  to  the  statement  that  the  calcula- 
tion was  correct,  and  that  the  proportion  of 
vessels  having  slaves  on  board  to  empty 
ones,  was  as  nineteen  to  eleren,  and  if  it 
turned  out  that  the  officer  did  not  care  one 
farthing  for  head-money — that  they  acted 
entirely  from  the  higher  motive,  the  sense 
of  duty,  the  payment  of  head-money  was 
then  admitted  to  be  useless,  and  he  re- 
gretted it  had  not  been  abolished.     The 
noble  Lord  had  spoken  much  of  the  zeal 
of  the  naval  officers  for  the  service  ;  and 
this  reminded  him   of  a  saying  of  Lord 
Thurlow — "  Far  be  it  from  me  to  utter 
anything  against  an  officer  in  the  public 
employ,  either  civil  or  military,  for  it  will 
lay  me  open  to  hear  his  panegyric."     No 
sooner  did  he  (Lord  Brougham)  say  that 
money  was  not  without  charms,  that  the 
lore  of  prize-money  was  kindred  to  the 
heart,  than  forth  came  the  noble  Lord  with 
a  splendid  panegyric  on  the  exemplary 
character  of  the  officers,  and  declared 
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that  they  were  actuated  only  by  noble 
feelings,  that  money  had  no  power  and  no 
influence,  and  that  nothing  moved  them 
but  a  sense  of  public  duty ;  and  the  man 
who  thought  otherwise  was  designated  as 
degrading  and  ignorant,  and  stupid,  and 
had  no  knowledge  of  naval   affairs   and 
naval  duties.  The  noble  Earl  had  appealed 
to  the   noble  Duke  upon  this  point,  and 
had  subjected  him  to  severe  trial  in  keep- 
ing his  countenance,  but  this  he  had  ac- 
complished by  treating  the  noble  Earl  as 
he  would  an  enemy,  though  he  had   no 
doubt  that  the  noble  Duke  had  more  dif- 
ficulty in  doing  so  in  the  face  of  the  noble 
Earl  than  he  would  in  the  face  of  a  French 
marshal.      Had   the   noble   Duke   never 
heard  of  prize-money  in  the  army,  or  that 
the  soldier  was  ever  actuated  by  any  other 
motive  than  a  sense  of  public  duty  ?    The 
noble  Earl  had  said,  that  pri^e-money  was 
no  inducement  to  the  naval  officer — that 
he  did  not  care  one  straw  about  it — then 
why  did  not  the  noble  Earl  give   it  up? 
That     question     was    easier    put    than 
answered.      If  head-money  were  of  no 
vaiue^  if  it  had  no  influence  on  the  sailor^ 
why  not  give  it  up  ? — why  call  upon  the 
country  to  pay  it  ?    It  was  paid,  however, 
because  the  country  believed  that  it  did 
give  some   inducement,  that  it  did  work 
its  way,  and  that  it  had  some  effect.     He 
did  not  understand  the  metaphysical  dis. 
tinction  which  had  been  made :  he  did  not 
comprehend  the  metaphysics  of  the  quar- 
ter-deck, which  declared  that  in  proclaim- 
ing beforehand  (hat  for  such  a  service  so 
much  would  be  given,   they  were  merely 
offering  a  reward,  and    not  supplying   a 
motive.     It  was  both  a  reward  and  a  mo- 
tive  when   they  announced   the    reward 
beforehand,  and  it  must  have  some  opera* 
tion. 

The  Earl  of  Minto  said,  that  the  original 
charge  against  the  officers  was  a  neglect 
of  duty. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  that  the 
soldier  and  sailor  would  do  his  duty  with- 
out the  offer  of  a  prize  ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Crown  had  introduced  a 
system  of  rewards  for  meritorious  services 
or  arduous  duties.  He  earnestly  recom- 
mended the  noble  Lord  to  keep  the  deci- 
sion in  his  own  hands  and  that  of  the 
Crown,  and  to  decide  on  the  matter  after 
a  careful  consideration  of  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case. 

Lord  Brougham  remarked,  that  the 
reward  was  not  in  the  hands  of  the  noble 


Earl  or  of  the  Crown.  By  the  4th  section 
of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  51.  was  awarded 
as  head-money,  and  they  mast  repeal  that 
Act  before  the  system  could  be  changed. 

Lord  Ellenborough  said,  that  as  it  ap- 
peared from  the  returns  that  eleven  vesseb 
were  seized  with  slaves  and  nineteen  with- 
out, it  would  be  better  even  for  the  officers 
that  the  arrangement  proposed  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  should  be  adopted, 
and  that  in  a  part  of  the  service  where  the 
danger  was  the  greatest,  a  system  of 
allowance,  by  way  of  tonnage,  should  be 
adopted. 

The  Earl  of  Minto  said,  that  the  subject 
was  under  the  consideration  of  the  Go- 
vernmenti  and  it  was  in  contemplation  to 
introduce  in  such  cases  a  tonnage  reward. 
A  Bill  to  that  efifect  was  then  before  the 
heads  of  the  Treasury. 

The  five  remaining  resolutions  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  were  negatived. 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  February  20,  1838. 

MiNUTBik]    Bill.    Read  a  flnt  time  >-FoKig&  T«s*^tTr» 
of  the  name  of  British  ManufSustures. 

Petittona  pmented.  By  Sir  W.  MotMwosrs,  fhm  the 
Working  Menls  AiMciation  at  Leith,  againat  the  eaoK 
of  policy  pumied  by  her  BCi^)eity's  GoTcnnneBt  frith 
respect  to  Canada.— By  Colonel  Salway,  tram  Sfanw*. 
Irary,  and  by  Mr.  JanviB,  ftom  Denbigh,  for  Vote  by 
Ballot.— By  Mr.  Jaxvis,  team  Denbigh,  that  the  iaaone 
granted  to  the  King  of  Hanover  be  diioontinuedL — By  Sir 
H.  ViTiAir,  tram  Launoeston,  agunst  the  system  of 
fiegro  Apprenticeship. — By  Mr.  Bmonamrim,  fkom  dw 
members  of  the  New  Metliodiit  Comiexion  Chapti  m 
Stalybridge,  ftom  Cliarlesworth,  in  the  parish  of  Gloasop. 
and  tram  Haaelgrove,  for  the  abolition  of  the  Nc 
law.~>By  Mr.  WiLBSBroaca,  ttom  Kingston* 
abolifching  the  see  of  Sodor  and  Man.— By  Mr.  Hoi 
ftom  Ferersham,  for  several  alterations  in  the  Poor> 
law  Amendment  Act — ^By  Sir  R.  Pkbl,  ftom  the  fBhn> 
bitants  of  Wendon,  for  a  maiverMl  Penny-PDst^--By  Mr. 
WiiLiAMB  Wtnn,  from  Carnarvon,  and  ttme  other 
places  in  Wales,  against  the  system  of  Negro  Apprentiee^ 
shipi  ttom  Montgomery,  against  the  Mwiidpal  nfmnda 
ries  BilL— By  Mr.  FithoaMt  e  gnat  number  in  tkrmat  of 
a  total  repeal  of  the  New  Poor-law.  team  plaoea  in  Nor> 
folk,  Laneadiire,  Yorkshire,  Cheshire,  and  SatMk^^^Bf 
Mr.  D.  W.  HA«T>r,  ftom  Mcrthyr  Tydvil, 
Chippenham,  in  Norfolk,  to  the  i 


Right  of  Petition.]  General  /oibi« 
son  presented  a  petition  for  the  abolition 
of  the  New  Poor-law,  from  the  inhabitant 
householders  of  a  town  in  Yorkshire  (the 
name  of  which  did  not  reach  us).  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  said,  that  he 
ought  to  inform  the  House  that  the  parties 
to  this  petition  called  themselves  remon- 
strancersy  instead  of  petitioners  in  the 
usual  way,  but  as  the  petition  did  ooC 
contain  anything  that  was  disrespectfol  to 


1361 


Repeal  of  the 


{Feb.  20} 


New  PooT'Law, 


1362 


the  House,  be  trusted  he  might  be  allowed 
to  lay  it  on  the  table. 

The  Shaker  said,  it  was  clear  that  the 
petition  was  not  worded  according  to  the 
regular  form,  and  it  would  be  for  the 
House  to  decide  whether  it  ought  to  be 
received  or  not. 

Mr.  Warhurton  thought,  that  as  it  con- 
cluded with  a  prayer,  the  petition  ought  to 
be  received. 

Mr.  Bortkwick  said,  that  though  he  was 
favourable  to  the  object  of  the  petition, 
yet  he  thought  it  so  important  to  adhere 
to  the  regpilar  forms  of  the  House,  that  he 
should  oppose  the  reception  of  the  peti- 
tion on  the  ground  of  irregularity.  He 
hoped,  however,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Oldham  would  consent  to 
withdraw  it. 

General  Johnson  was  understood  to  de- 
cline to  do  so. 

Lord  John  Russell  thought,  that  as  this 
paper  was  not  in  the  form  prescribed  by 
the  House,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
had  much  better  withdraw  it  now,  and 
present  it  again  in  an  amended  form. 

Sir  R.  Peel  observed,  that  if  the  parties 
to  the  document  were  not  aware  that  they 
were  departing  from  the  rules  of  the 
House,  there  might  be  some  ground  of 
excuse,  but  as  that  did  not  appear,  it 
would  be  better,  in  his  opinion,  to  adhere 
to  the  usual  forms. 

The  Speaker  observed,  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  petition  itself  that  could 
induce  the  House  not  to  receive  it.  But 
in  point  of  form  it  was  a  remonstrance, 
and  not  a  petition,  and  if  this  were 
received,  he  could  not  say  what  sort 
of  remonstrances  might  hereafter  be  sent 
up. 

Mr.  Aglionhy  said,  that  many  petitions 
subscribed  according  to  the  forms  of  the 
House,  but  which  in  the  body  contained 
severe  remonstrances,  were  received  with- 
out objection.  This  document  was  respect- 
fully worded,  but  announced  itself  to  be 
a  remonstrance ;  and  he  could  not  see  why 
a  difference  should  be  made,  or  that  this 
document  should  be  rejected  on  so  trivial 
an  objection. 

Mr.  R.  Palmer  said,  he  was  inclined  to 
adhere  to  the  forms  of  the  House.  He, 
however,  joined  in  the  recommendation 
to  withdraw  the  document  for  the  present. 
Sir  G.  Strickland  said,  that  as  the  do- 
cument prayed  the  House  to  do  certain 
things,  he  thought  that  prayer  brought  it 
within  the  meaning  of  a  petition. 


Sir  T.  Fremantle  said,  that  he  had 
looked  at  the  document,  and  found  that  it 
contained  no  prayer  at  all.  It  was  simply 
a  remonstrance  aeainst  the  Poor-law  Act, 
and  did  not  conclude  with  any  prayer.  If 
it  prayed  the  repeal  of  that  Act,  then  the 
House  might  take  cognisance  of  it ;  not 
being  so,  he  thought  it  ought  not  to  be 
received. 

Mr.  Rice  hoped,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  would  consent  to  withdraw  it  for 
the  present.  It  was  signed  by  one  indivi- 
dual only,  on  behalf  of  himself  and  others, 
and  therefore  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber had  only  to  communicate  to  that  indi- 
vidual that  the  House,  on  a  point  of  form, 
and  not  from  any  indisposition  or  disre- 
gard to  entertain  its  object,  could  not 
receive  it,  and  therefore  to  suggest  an 
alteration,  putting  the  document  in  the 
proper  shape. 

General  Johnson  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  parties  from  whom  it  emanated 
would  be  at  all  disposed  to  make  the  alter- 
ation suggested ;  and  therefore  he  did  not 
feel  justified  in  withdrawing  it. 

Mr.  Bortkwick  expressed  his  determi- 
nation to  divide  the  House. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  10;  Noes 
200:  Majority  190. 

Repeal  of  the  New  Poor-law.] 
Mr.  Fielden  rose,  pursuant  to  notice,  to 
move  ftr  a  repeal  of  the  Poor-law  Amend- 
ment Act.  The  hon.  Member,  who  was 
sometimes  inaudible,  was  understood  to 
say,  that  he  believed  this  to  be  one  of  the 
most  important  questions  that  had  ever 
been  submitted  to  the  consideration  of 
that  House,  that  question  being  whether 
the  poor  of  the  kingdom  should  have 
those  rights  restored  to  them  which  had 
been  wrested  from  them  by  the  Act  passed 
for  the  amendment  of  the  Poor-laws  in 
1834.  In  that  question  was  comprised 
a  second,  and  that  was  whether  this  Act 
should  be  continued  until  the  poor  were 
roused  to  rebellion,  and  until  such  a  state 
of  things  was  brought  about  that  there 
would  be  no  security  for  either  life  or  pro- 
perty in  this  country.  What  were  the 
abuses  of  the  old  system?  Payment  of 
wages  out  of  rates,  and  increase  of  taxes 
thereby.  Blit  what  caused  this?  Tax* 
ation!  In  1795  it  was  proved  by  Mr. 
Davies,  a  clergyman  of  Berkshire,  that  a 
reduction  of  no  less  than  fifty  per  cent, 
had  taken  place  in  the  wages  of  agricul- 
tural labourers;  that  in  the  fourteenth  ancl 
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fifteenth  centuries  a  day  labourer  could 
earn  a  quarter  of  wheat  for  twenty-one 
days'  labour.  At  the  average  price  of 
labour,  and  the  average  price  of  the 
quarter  of  wheat  for  the  last  twenty  years, 
a  man  could  not  earn  a  quarter  of  wheat 
under  forty  days'  labour.  What  means 
had  we  provided  to  remedy  this?  The 
New  Poor-law  workhouses  as  "  a  test " 
of  destitution,  and  a  complicated  machi- 
nery to  affect  an  uniform  system  of  ad- 
ministration, and  correct  evils  and  abuses 
dissimilar,  and  requiring  different  remedies 
in  different  parishes.  This  uniform  system 
was  impracticable,  which  the  departure 
shows,  for  there  has  been  a  departure 
from  the  original  *^  test.'*  Originally  there 
was  but  one,  now  there  are  two,  the  first 
being  relief  only  upon  condition  of  being 
shut  up,  the  other  lattarly  adopted  at 
Nottingham,  where  the  people  have  had 
out-door  labour  given  to  them  by  the 
parish  at  task,  and  without  a  minimum  of 
wages.  This  tends  to  show  that  the  origi- 
nal test  is  a  failure  even  in  the  opinion  of 
its  inventors,  and  also  to  show,  what  is 
contended  by  the  opponents  of  the  new 
law,  that  a  law  of  this  kind  to  work  well 
should  be  administered  by  those  who 
raised  the  rates,  and  that  the  local  govern- 
ment ought  to  be  restored  which  had  been 
destroyed  by  the  new  Act.  The  new  law 
was  unnecessary :  the  people  were  of  that 
opinion,  the  payers  of  rates  as  welPas  the 
receivers  of  relief.  There  were  few  peti* 
lions  for  it,  and  many  against  it.  But  it 
had  been  admitted,  that  the  operation  of 
the  old  law  was  good  in  some  places. 
What  he(Mr.  Fielden) contended  was,  that 
it  might  be  just  as  good  elsewhere;  and  that 
if  abuses  had  crept  in,  they  ought  not  to  be 
attributed  to  the  poor,  but  to  those  who  mis- 
managed their  affairs.  It  was  singular  that 
the  Poor-law  Commissioners  had  spoken 
well  of  the  working  of  the  old  law  in  the 
borough  of  Oldham,  which  would  be  seen 
in  their  report.  In  those  places  it  was 
said  the  rates  were  moderate,  and  there 
was  no  reasonable  objection  to  the  old 
law.  Now,  he  asked,  why  could  not 
those  who  complained  of  the  operation  of 
the  old  law  in  other  places  have  adopted 
that  system  which  had  been  used  at  Old- 
ham ?  If  they  had  so  done,  what  neces- 
sity was  there  for  the  new  law  ?  Now,  he 
begged  the  attention  of  hon.  Members 
to  the  results  of  inquiries  which  he  had 
mad-e  into  the  returns  of  the  Poor-law 
CommissioDers  themselves,  to  show  how 


far  there  had,  after  all,  been  any  advantage 
in  the  new  system  over  the  old.  From 
returns,  continued  the  hon.  Member, 
published  by  the  Poor-law  Commissioners, 
the  poor-rates  were  the  highest  in  1818, 
being  then  7, 870,80 H.;  yearending  March 
25, 1832,7,036,967/.;  that  ending  Match 
25,  1835,5,526,416/. ;  that  ending  March 
25,  1837,  4,044,741/.,  showing  a  decrease 
between  1818  and  1835,  of  thirty  per 
cent.,  between  1832  and  1835,  when  the 
rates  were  every  year  decreasing  twenty- 
one  per  cent.,  and  between  1835  and 
1837,  of  twenty  per  cent.  When  pay- 
ments to  be  made  out  of  the  rates  before 
the  new  law,  and  since  then  have  been 
paid  out  of  other  funds,  are  taken  into 
account,  it  is  questionable  whether  the 
new  law  has  effected  any  reductton  of 
rates  at  all,  and  in  this  opinion  I  acB  con- 
firmed by  the  reduction  of  rates  in  Lan- 
cashire, and  in  the  West  Riding  of  the 
county  of  York,  where  agitation  prevails. 
In  Lancaster  (county)  the  decrease  in  rates 
between  1835  and  1837  is  seventeen  and  a 
half  per  cent.;  in  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire,  twenty-one  per  ^ent.  In  a 
return  made  to  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed,  on  the  ^nd  of 
May  last,  the  expenditure  is  given  for 
in-door  maintenance  and  establishmeot 
charges  for  one  year,  ending  December 
25,  1836,  in  125  unions,  comprising 
2,312  parishes,  and  a  popolation  of 
1,666,150,  all  that  return  embraces  ;  and 
I  find  by  this  return  that  the  mainteoance 
of  the  in-door  paupers  averages  5/.  1  Is.  Id!. 
per  head  for  the  year — that  is,  2s.  Ij4. 
per  week  for  each  person  in  these  anioo 
workhouses,  and  I  find  that  th«  estabtisb* 
ment  charges  average  9/.  15s.  8rf.  per 
head  for  the  year,  or  3s.  9c/.  per  week  for 
each  person  in  those  workhouses.  So 
that  the  cost  of  maintenance  and  estab- 
lishment charges  of  each  person  in  your 
union  workhouses  is  15/.  6s.  9(L  per  an- 
nam,  or  5s.  lO^d.  per  head,  per  week! 
By  the  same  return  I  find  that  the  estab- 
lishment charges  in  these  126  unions 
amount  to  2/.  28,  0|c/.  per  head  oa  the 
whole  population  of  the  unions.  And  by 
a  return  m  the  last  report  of  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners,  the  rate  per  head  of 
expenditure  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  oo 
the  whole  population  of  Lancashire  for 
the  year  ending  the  25th  of  March,  1837, 
is  but  2s,  9d.  per  head  that  is,  only  6|dL 
per  head  more  than  the  establisoment 
charges  alone  in  those  anions;   and   in 
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the  township  of  Oldham,  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  represent,  the  rate  of  ex- 
penditure  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  for 
the  same  period  is  only  \s.  2\d.  per  head 
on  the  population  of  that  township ;  that 
is,  \s.  o\d.  per  head,  leas  than  the  estah- 
ment  charges    alone  amount  to    on  the 
whole   population  of  those    125   unions. 
Why,  then,  should  this  law  be  forced  on 
my  constituents  by  bullets  and  bayonets  ? 
They  wish  to  know  why.    From  the  same 
returns  of  the  Commissioners  I  find  that 
in  eighteen  counties  the  rate  of  expendi- 
ture per  head,  with  reference  to  the  po- 
pulation, in  the  year  ending  the  25th  of 
March.    1834,  was  less  by  twenty-eight 
per  cent,    than  the  expenditure   was  in 
eighteen  other  counties  under  the  opera* 
tion  of  the   New  Poor-law    in  the  year 
ending  the  25th  of  March,  1837,  and  in 
which  Iktter  eighteen  counties,  a  reduction 
in  the  rate  of  expenditure  of  forty-two 
per  cent,  is  said  to  have  been  efi'ected 
since  the  new  law  was  passed.     In   the 
former  eighteen  counties,  too,  the  highest 
rate  in  any  one  of  them  is  less  than  the 
lowest  rate  in  any  other  one  of  the  latter 
counties,  in  which  the  saving  of  forty-two 
per  cent,  had  been  effected.  This  shows  that 
the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act  was  unneces- 
sary.    Then  what  was  the  principle  of  this 
Act,and  what  effects  on  the  able-bodied  did 
its  framers  contemplate?     The  principle 
was,  that  the  paupers  should  in  no  case  be 
eligible  unless  they  were  more  miserable 
than  the  lowest  class  who  live  on  their 
labour.     ["  Hear,  hear  /"]     He  wondered 
what  hon.    Members    meant    by  crying 
''hear,  hearT     He  feared  they  had  little 
idea  of  what  the  tendency  of  such  a  prin- 
ciple  must  be.     What   were   the  eflPects 
contemplated  ?     First,  conversion  of  pau- 
pers into  independent  labourers,  and  re- 
duction of  rates;  second,  rise  of  wages; 
third,  the  diminution  of  improvident  ma- 
nages;   fourth,  increased  content  of  la- 
bourers, and  diminution  of  crime.     But 
there  were  certain  special  effects  in  the  eye 
of  the  original  Poor*law  commissioners. 
First,  supplying  a  self-acting  test  to  the 
merit  of  all  claims;  second,  show'rftg  the 
requisite  line  of  distinction  between  the 
classof  independent  labourers,  and  thereby 
checking  the  tendency  to  the  indefinite  ex- 
tension of  pauperism  ;  then  removing  from 
the  distributors  all  discretionary  powers,  and 
thereby   diminishing  abusive  administra- 
tion.    Now,  had  the    agency   employed 
worked  out  the  principle,  and  produced 


these  effects  ?    It  was  true,  that  the  self- 
acting  test  had  been  adopted,  and  that 
the  rates  had  been  in  some  places  greatly 
reduced  by  this  new   law.     It  was  true 
that  the   discretionary   power   had   been 
taken  away,  but  had  wages  risen  ?     Had 
there    been   a  return  to  content?     Had 
crime   been  lessened    by    the  new  law  ? 
That  was  the  question  that  called  loudly 
for  an  answer.     Upon  the  point  of  crime, 
what  was  said  by  Mr.  Adey,  in  his  second 
Report  ?     In    the   second   Report  of  the 
Poor-law  Commissioners  (1836)  Mr.  Adey 
quotes    Mr.  Sniche,  of  the  Biggleswade 
union,  who  says  the  Act  is  working  ex- 
ceedingly w%ll  for  all  parties,  and  in  con- 
firmation   says — '' I    challenge    inquiry 
amongst  the  poor  themselves,  where  in- 
deed the  inquiry  ought  to  be  made."     He 
then  quotes  from  written  testimonials  of 
several  of  the  principal  occupiers  of  the 
union  ;  and  of  these  one  says — *'  I  think 
they   frequent    the  beer-shops   as  much 
or  more  than   ever."    Another — "  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  that  sheep -stealing  and  other 
depredations  have   been    more  prevalent 
since  the  system   commenced  than  ever 
was    known    before."     Another — "They 
frequent  the  alehouse  quite  as  much  as 
ever.     Poaching   and  other  depredations 
have  increased  double  to  any  former  pe- 
riod."     Another — "  I   do   not    feel  able 
to  answer  as  to  their  frequenting  the  ale- 
housesj  or  as  regards  poaching,  &c.,  as  to 
any   alteration."     Another — *' The    ale- 
houses are,  I  think,  more  frequented  than 
ever.     I  am  not  of  opinion  that  poaching 
and  other  depredations  have  at  all  dimin- 
ished, but  that  the  greater  crime  of  sheep- 
stealing  has  increased  tenfold."     Another 
— *^  1  think  poaching  and  other  depreda- 
tions have  been  quite  as  numerous,  and 
sheep-stealing  is    spreading    more  every 
year."     The  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
had  been  pleased  to  challenge  him  by  re- 
ferring with  exultation  to  the  unions  of 
Biggleswade    and  Ampthill.    The  noble 
Lord  had  referred  to  these  as  furnishing 
proofs  of  the  extraordinary  good  working 
of  the  system.    He  had  expected  that  this 
working  would  turn  out  to  be  not  very 
good  ;  but  he  was  bound  to  confess,  that 
the  working  had  turned  out  to  be  even 
much  worse  than  he  had  expected.     He 
had    sent   two  persons   down   into  that 
neighbourhood  to  make  inquiries,  in  order 
that  he  might  be  the  better  enabled  to  ac- 
cept the  challenge  of  the  noble  Lord.   He 
had  wished  to  have  more  evidence,  and  evi« 
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House  for  the  patience  with  which  they 
had  listened  to  his  lengthened  details, 
concluded  by  moving  for  leave  to  bring  in 
a  bill  to  repeal  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
Act. 

Mr.  Wakky,  in  seconding  the  motion, 
expressed  the  great  satisfaction  he  felt  at 
the  statements  which  had  been  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham,  who  had 
completely  developed  the  injurious  work- 
ing of  the  bill.  At  the  same  time,  he  did 
not  consider  it  at  all  necessary  to  go  into 
details  for  the  purpose  of  sustaining  the 
motion  with  which  he  concluded.  It 
appeared  to  him,  that  the  law  was  so  ob- 
jectionable in  principle,  so  tyrannical  in 
its  enactments^  so  obnoxious  to  the  habits 
of  the  people,  and  so  hostile  to  the  spirit 
of  the  English  constitution,  that  it  should 
never  have  been  sanctioned  by  that  House, 
and  ought  not  any  longer  to  continue  on 
the  statute-book.  The  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  was  recommended  by  its  simpli- 
city. It  proposed  no  bit-and-bit  reform ; 
it  went  at  once  to  the  root  of  the  evil,  and 
sought  entirely  to  eradicate  the  mischief. 
He  believed  this  act  never  would  give 
satisfaction  to  the  people  of  this  country. 
In  the  whole  of  its  arrangements,  in  the 
whole  of  its  spirit,  in  its  entire  mechanical 
discipline,  it  was  utterly  hostile  to  the  best 
wishes  and  feelings  of  the  people.  They 
were  told  of  the  benefits  it  had  produced 
on  the  one  side,  and  the  mischiefs  it  had 
occasioned  on  the  other.  It  was,  then,  a 
matter  of  conflicting  testimony ;  but,  ad- 
mitting that  all  the  advantages  described 
had  emanated  from  it,  he  was  prepared  to 
contend  equal  advantages  would  have  re- 
sulted without  the  introduction  of  such  a 
law,  and  it  was  upon  that  ground  he 
would  discuss  the  principle,  without 
thinking  it  necessary  to  go  into  minute 
details.  According  to  the  testimony  of 
Mr.  Gray,  one  of  the  guardians  of  the  Chi- 
chester union,  who  had  been  examined 
before  the  Committee,  it  appeared  that  the 
rates  in  1832  amounted  to  6,399/.,  and  in 
1837,  to  only  2,216/.;  and  where  had 
there  been  a  greater  reduction  in  any  of 
the  unions  which  had  been  established? 
But  was  the  Chichester  union  under  the 
regulations  of  the  Poor-law  Commission- 
ers ?  Was  it,  in  any  respect,  regulated 
by  the  mandates  of  the  triumvirate  of 
Somerset-house?  It  was  regulated  by  an 
act  which  had  been  in  existence  more  than 
eighty  years.  Nor  was  there  any  plurality 
of  votes  in  this  case  \  but  every  rate-payer 


went  to  the  poll  and  gave  one  vote  for  the 
election  of  those  persons  who  were  to  dis* 
tribute  the  funds.  That  was  the  old 
English  fashion^  and,  reformer  as  he  wasj 
he  had  lived  long  enough  to  know,  that 
there  were  reforms  which  were  not  im- 
provements, and  many  changes,  he  be- 
lieved, were  made  most  unreflectingly — in 
some  instances,  exceedingly  detrimental 
to  the  interests  of  the  people.  There  was 
no  dissatisfaction  in  the  Chichester  union, 
either  among  the  rate- payers  or  rate-re*- 
ceivers;  everything  was  conducted  in 
perfect  goodwill  and  harmony,  and  they 
wanted  not  the  interference  of  the  Poor- 
law  Commissioners  or  their  agents  in  that 
union.  But  how  had  the  reduction  been  ef- 
fected ?  Was  not  the  principle  the  same  ? 
Had  not  regulations  similar  to  those  re- 
commended by  the  Commissioners  been 
adopted  and  carried  into  effect  in  that 
union  ?  He  did  not  object  to  grant  that 
for  the  sake  of  the  argument.  But  if,  in 
point  of  fact,  such  rules  could  be  carried 
into  effect  without  the  intervention  of  the 
Commissioners,  what  did  they  want  any 
more  with  the  cumbrous  machinery,  the 
extravagant  expenses,  and  the  unconsti- 
tutional powers  of  the  establishment  at 
Somerset-house?  More  unconstitutional 
powers  certainly  never  were  designed, 
fabricated,  or  carried  into  execution  ;  for, 
in  point  of  fact,  the  regulations  of  the 
Commissioners  had  all  the  power  of  sta- 
tutes passed  by  that  House ;  what  they 
said  was  law,  their  resolutions  became  the 
law  of  the  land.  Was  there  ever  any 
thing  of  the  kind  in  England  before? 
There  never  was  any  thing  analogous  to 
it,  and  the  sooner  they  got  rid  of  the 
system  the  better  for  the  security  and 
happiness  of  the  people.  He  took  his 
stand  on  the  Chichester  union  ;  he  would 
not  move  from  it;  and  there,  without  the 
interference  of  the  Commissioners,  without 
their  control,  without  any  of  their  agents, 
every  benefit  they  could  derive  under  the 
existing  law  had  been  fully  and  completely 
attained.  He,  for  one,  therefore,  should 
vote  for  the  repeal  of  the  bill.  Sure 
he  was  the  people  of  England  would 
raise  their  voice  most  indignantly  against 
the  continuance  of  the  unconstitutional 
and  tyrannical  powers  of  the  Commis- 
sioners beyond  next  year,  when  by  law 
they  must  expire.  The  sensibilities  of  the 
public  mind  were,  at  length,  being  awak- 
ened to  a  full  knowledge  of  the  danger  to 
which  they  would  be  exposed  by  the  con^ 
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tinaance  of  the  present  system,  and  there- 
fore he  was  quite  satisfied  it  could  not  be 
renewed.  Why,  he  asked,  had  the  unions 
been  created  of  such  enormous  size  ?  He 
firmly  believed  it  was  to  cut  off  the  people 
from  all  opportunity  of  making  application 
to  the  board  of  guardians.  No  doubt  it 
might  be  said,  they  could  apply  to  the 
relieving-officer ;  but  he  was  in  all  cases 
the  paid  agent,  the  tool,  the  slave  of  the 
guardians.  The  poor  had  nothing  to  do 
wiih  him,  thev  neither  elected  him  nor 
could  they  dismiss  him ;  and,  if  that  officer 
gave  an  unfavourable  report  to  the  board, 
and  relief  were  denied,  how  could  the 
poor,  at  a  distance  of  seven  or  eight  miles, 
probably  in  a  state  of  infirmity,  personally 
communicate  with  the  board  of  guardians? 
Some  of  the  unions  were  twenty  miles  in 
length  and  sixteen  broad  ;  their  enormous 
size  did  strike  him  as  if  it  had  been  in- 
tended to  preclude  the  poor  altogether 
from  applying  to  the  board.  He  believed, 
many  supported  the  present  system  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  necessary  to  make  the 
law  severe  to  induce  the  people  to  raise 
their  demands  for  such  wages  as  would 
procure  for  them  the  necessary  comforts  of 
life.  But  in  that  case  it  should  have  been 
carried  into  operation  with  more  modera- 
tion. Its  severities  should  not  have  been 
enforced  all  at  once.  They  should  not 
have  treated  poverty  as  a  crime  instead  of 
a  misfortune.  But  they  carried  the  law 
in  its  utmost  severity  to  one  place,  while 
in  other  places  they  had  been  extremely 
lax.  In  the  great  manufacturing  towns 
where  the  people  congregated,  where  they 
consulted  together,  knocking  theijr  heads 
together  in  order  to  get  knowledge  out  of 
them^  there  they  had  been  dCtremely  lax  ; 
but  in  the  rural  district^  where  no  com- 
bination existed,  the  tyrannical  law  was 
enforced,  and  the  able-bodied  labourer  was 
refused  the  sliglMest  assistance  outside  the 
walls  -of  their  dark  and  gloomy  gaols. 
Hcie  different  had  been  the  treatment  of 
the  labouring  poor  in  Nottingham  and  in 
Holbeach,  Lincolnshire  ?  In  Nottingham 
there  was  a  large  and  vigorous  population  ; 
and  when  the  law  was  about  to  be  intro- 
duced last  year,  the  Whig  gentry,  thinking 
it  rather  a  delicate  experiment  at  a  period 
of  great  pressure,  generously  entered  into 
a  subscription  for  the  purpose  of  easing 
the  poor  rate.  The  sum  of  5,000/.  was 
raised,  in  order  to  sustain  and  employ  the 
poor,  that  there  might  be  no  inconvenient 
clamour  with  reference  to  the  introduction 


of  this  Bill.  In  August  last,  the  money 
being  expended,  they  said,  the  priociple 
of  the  Bill  must  be  enforced  ;  and  was  it 
enforced  ?  No  such  thing.  The  able- 
bodied  labourer  was  provided  with  work, 
and  paid  out  of  the  rate  as  in  olden 
times  under  the  43rd  of  Elizabeth.  In 
Holbeach,  Lincolnshire,  the  guardians  had 
made  application  to  the  Commissioners : 
they  had  sent  up  a  humble  memorial  to 
Somerset  House,  praying  that  in  the  extrente 
pressing  severity  of  the  season,  so  many 
being  out  of  employment,  the  board  might 
be  allowed  to  exercise  their  discretion  and 
give  the  able-bodied  labourer  and  his 
family  some  relief.  What  was  the  answer 
of  the  commissioners  ?  **'  You  sba'ot  do 
it."  No ;  it  was  not  done  with  regard  to 
the  agricultural  labourers,  who  were  pre- 
vented by  the  severe  inclemency  of  the 
season,  by  the  rigours  of  the  climate  itself, 
and  by  no  fault  of  their  own,  from  work- 
ing. This  was  the  answer :  *'  Break  up 
your  establishments,  sell  your  furniture, 
abandon  your  cottages."  If  such  had  not 
been  the  language  of  the  commissioners, 
thev  should  in  common  honesty  have  used 
it,  for  in  point  of  fact  such  was  the  prac- 
tice ;  for  what  else  could  these  men  do ; 
he  was  speaking  of  evidence  which  had 
been  given  before  the  Poor-law  Com- 
mittee within  the  last  week,  and  the  board 
of  guardians  could  only  say,  if  they  spoke 
truth — ''  Our  masters  in  London  sent  us 
down  word  we  cannot  give  you  relief,  you 
must  come  into  our  gaol  or  be  frozen  to 
death."  He  did  not  know  whether  the 
people  had  died  or  been  admitted  into  the 
workhouse;  but  a  more  inhuman  decree 
never  issued,  under  such  circumstances, 
from  any  body  of  men,  or  one  which 
should  more  excite  the  honest  indignation 
of  every  Englishman.  He  wished  to  know 
why,  if  the  principle  of  this  Bill  were  so 
worthy  of  adoption,  it  had  been  deemed 
so  flexible  that  in  Nottingham  assistance 
should  be  given  out  of  the  poor  rates  to  tlie 
labourers  in  the  shape  of  wages,  while  at 
Holbeach  it  was  entirely  withheld?  No 
doubt  the  commissioners  were  present,  as 
they  always  were,  when  their  misdeeds 
were  discussed  in  that  House,  and  he  hoped 
some  hon.  Gentleman  would  take  care  to 
ascertain  from  them  why  one  rule  bad  been 
applied  to  Nottingham,  and  the  reverse  lo 
Holbeach.  There  was  another  point  to 
which  he  would  just  advert.  In  whst 
condition  were  the  people  in  reference  to 
the    Poor-law    inquiry  now  in  progress' 


1374 


Repeal  of  the 


{Feb.  20} 


New  Poor»Law, 


1374 


In  order  to  sustain  the  law  there  was  a 
plentiful  supply  of  public  money;  there 
were  the  commis&ioners,  their  agents,  the 
whole  organisation  of  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment and  Somerset  House;  while,  in 
opposition  to  the  Bill,  there  was  neither 
money,  ability,  organisation,  nor  evidence. 
They  bad  no  means  of  getting  evidence. 
In   the   Committee  last  Session,  he  had 
moved,    that    two    or    three  individuals 
should  go  into  the  different  unions,  and 
ascertain,  by  inquiryamong  the  people,  the 
actual  working  of  the  law,  find  out  who 
were    opposed  to  the  Bill,  and  send  up 
their  names  to  the  Committee,  in  order 
that  they  might,  if  necessary,  be  called  in 
evidence.     But  in  support  of  that  motion, 
fair,  rational,   and  moderate,   as  it  must 
appear,  he  was  supported  by  only  four  of 
the  twenty-one  Members  of  the  Committee. 
To  enable  the  poor  to  make  any  case  the 
utmost  exertions  had  to  be  made  by  one 
individual  Member  of  the  Committee,  Mr. 
Walter,  last  year.     That  gentleman  had 
to    embark    his    money   and  devote  the 
whole  of  his  time   to  the  collection  of 
the  necessary    evidence ;     but    no  such 
burden    ought     to     have    been    thrown 
on      the     pocket     or    responsibility     of 
any     single    individual.     If    the   money 
of  the  country    were  employed   on   one 
side  in  propping  up  a   law,   the  benefi- 
cial or  injurious  effect  of  which  was  under 
investigation,  the  public  money  ought  to 
be  employed  also  on  the  other.     To  allow 
the  whole  organization  of  the  Government 
and  supplies  of  the  public  money  on  one 
side  of  the  inquiry,   while  every   facility 
was  withheld  from  the  other,  was  a  mockery 
and  a  disgrace  to  that  House.     He  was 
glad  this  motion  had  been  brought  forward 
in  its  present  simple  form.     Abuses  there 
might  be  under  the  old  law,  and  so  there 
might  be  under  ihe  new,  but  unless  they 
could  be  proved  to  spring  naturally  and 
necessarily  from  the  system^  they  proved 
nothing  at  all.     Without,  therefore,  en- 
tering into  details,  he  attacked  the  bill  on 
its  general  principle ;  all  the  good  which 
had  resulted  from  it  might  have  been  at- 
tained without  the  statute  by  milder  means, 
in  a  way  more  satisfactory  to  the  people, 
and  more  congenial  to  all  their  habits  and 
feelings.      He    should    therefore  vote  in 
favour  of  the  repeal  of  the  Bill. 

Viscount  Hofvick :  I  am  very  glad  Sir, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  has 
brought  this  question  before  the  House 
fairly  and  simply, — I  am  glad^  Sir,  because 


those  representations  whieh  have  been 
made  in  other  places,  and  in  a  somewhat 
difierent  tone,  of  the  effects  and  nature  of 
the  existing  law  respecting  the  adminis* 
tration  of  relief  to  the  poor,  being  this 
night  brought  forward  here ;  an  oppor- 
tunity is  thus  given  to  us  of  meeting 
the  assertions  and  statements  which  have 
been  so  lavishly  and  so  unfairly  made.  I 
feel,  however,  some  diflBculty  in  dealing 
with  the  statements  and  with  the  speeches 
of  the  hon.  Mover  and  Seconder ;  for,  after 
having  paid  the  utmost  attention  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Members,  I  feel  alto- 
gether at  a  loss  to  understand  what  is 
the  system  of  Poor-law  administration 
which  the  hon.  Gentlemen  desire  to  see 
introduced ;  and,  further,  what  are  the  spe- 
cific objections  which  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
have  to  urge  against  the  existing  law.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham  began  by  com- 
plaining, that  by  the  Act  passed  in  1834, 
the  rights  formerly  possessed  by  the  poor 
had  been  wrested  from  them,  and  yet, 
very  soon  afterwards,  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man  went  on  to  assert,  that  there  was  no 
occasion  for  the  introduction  of  the  new 
law,  because  the  old  law  was  frequently 
exceedingly  well  administered  ;  this  good 
administration  being,  in  fact,  nothing  but 
an  enforcement  of  the  principles  of  the  Act 
which  he  condemns.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  admitted  this,  for  he  asked, 
what  necessity  was  there  for  this  law, 
when  it  was  seen  that  all  the  prin. 
ciples  on  which  the  Commissioners  pro- 
posed to  act,  the  system  which  it  was 
their  duty  to  enforce,  could  be,  and  had 
been,  successfully  acted  on  without  their 
assistance  or  advice ;  and  the  hon.  Member 
cited  the  case  of  the  Chichester  union  in 
proof  of  his  assertion,  thus  making  the 
proved  goodness  of  the  system,  an  objection 
to  the  law.  I  wish  to  understand  whether 
it  be  the  machinery  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  objects,  or  the  principles  on 
which  relief  is  administered  by  means 
of  that  machinery.  []Mr.  Wakle^:  to 
both.]  The  hon.  Gentleman  says  "to 
both."  But  if  so,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
is  not  at  liberty  first  to  object  to  the 
machinery,  that  it  is  unnecessary,  because 
the  system  of  relief  prescribed  by  the  Com- 
missioners could  be  and  was  acted  upon 
without  their  assistance,  and  then  to 
turn  round  and  condemn  the  system. 
If  the  objection  be  to  the  system 
of  relief,  I  wish  to  know  what  it  is 
in  that  system  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  objects.     The   Act  of    18S4, 
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introduced  some  new  arrangements  and 
some  new  macbinery  for  enforcing  an 
adherence  to  the  ancient  principles  and 
long-recognised  practice  of  this  country, 
respecting  the  relief  of  the  destitute ;  but 
I  utterly  deny  that  the  system  of  relief 
which  was  sanctioned  in  the  new  Act  is 
any  departure  from  the  good  and  ancient 
practice  of  this  country,  or  from  the  proper 
administration  of  the  Poor-law  existing  up 
to  1834.  The  hon.  Gentleman  protested 
loudly  against  the  repeal  of  the  43rd 
filizahethy  but  he  ought  to  be  aware  that 
that  lawj  far  from  having  been  repealed,  still 
remains  in  force — that  the  whole  object 
of  the  Act  of  1834  is  to  enforce  the  due 
and  proper  application  of  the  principles 
established  by  the  Act  of  Elizabeth.  Nay, 
more  than  tliis,  I  say  that  under  the  ma- 
chinery created  by  the  Poor-law  Amend- 
ment Act^  there  is  not  at  this  moment  in 
existence  any  different  system  of  relief 
from  that  which  previously  existed  in 
every  well-administered  parish,  particu- 
larly in  the  north  of  England.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  indeed  admitted  this 
when  he  asked,  why  should  the  Commis- 
sioners put  the  new  law  in  force  in  the 
north  of  England,  when  the  former  Poor- 
law  has  always  there  been  so  well  adminis- 
tered. I  am  quite  readv  to  agree  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  m  general  in  the 
north  of  England  such  is  the  case,  but  there 
are  also  many  parishes  even  there  where 
great  abuses  have  prevailed,  and  in  parishes 
where  this  was  not  the  case,  there  must 
always  exist  under  the  old  law  a  strong 
tendency  to  similar  abuses,  and  a  constant 
danger  that  they  may  at  any  time  break 
out.  But  as  it  is  the  system  of  relief 
which  is  more  particularly  objected  to,  let 
us  compare  the  system  of  relief  now  pre- 
scribed with  the  long-recognised  system 
of  well-administered  parishes  under  the 
law  as  it  stood  previous  to  1834.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham  is  well  aware 
that  in  the  town  of  Nottingham,  to  which 
allusion  has  been  made,  the  system  of  ad- 
ministering relief  to  the  poor  has  not  been 
altered  under  the  existing  law,  but  that  in 
the  lareest  parish  of  that  town,  St.  Mary's, 
it  continues  to  be  carried  into  effect  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  manner  and  by  the  same 
individual  who  administered  it  for  several 
years  previous  to  1834.  In  that  large 
and  populous  manufacturing  parish,  even 
before  1834,  the  system  of  confining  relief 
for  the  able^bodicNi,  almost  exclusively  to 
the  workhouse  was  in  full  operation.  The 
same  was  the  case  at  Sheffield,  at  Derby, 


and    many    others    of   the  large   manu-i 
facturing  towns.     Nottingham  has  been 
mentioned  as  a  striking  instance  of  m  ma- 
nufacturing town  in  which  the  Commia- 
sioners  have  not  ventured  to  enforce  their 
laws.  I  have  heard  with  great  surprise  from 
an  hon.  Gentleman,  who  had  been  present  in 
the  Poor-law  Committee,  who  has  heard 
the  evidence  there  of  the  Asastant  Poor- 
law  Commissioner  employed  in  the  district 
in  question — I  have  heard,  with  great  sur- 
prise and  astonishment,  the  statement  which 
that  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  this  even- 
ing.    The  hon.  Gentleman  states,  that  in 
Nottingham   neither  the  gentry  nor  the 
Commissioners  have  dared  to  enforce  the 
law,  because  they  thought  it   would  be 
dangerous  to  do  so  in  a  place  where  the 
poor  could  assemble  together,  express  their 
grievances,  and  combine  to  concert  modes 
of  resistance  to  that  oppression  which  was 
unhesitatingly  practised  upon  the  poor  in 
the  agricultural  districts.    What  are  the 
facts  respecting  Nottingham?  In  that  town, 
up  to  a  recent  period,  the  relief  given  to 
the  able-bodied  has  been  almost  exclusively 
confined  to  the  workhouse.     But,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  revulsion  in  trade  flDme 
eighteen  months  ago,  great  and  severe  dis- 
tress prevailed  in  the  town.     Still,  for  a 
considerable  period,  the  system  of  work- 
house relief  was  adhered  to.    The  guar- 
dians   and    the    Poor-law  Commissioiien 
agreed  in  the  expediency  of  adfaeiin^  to 
that  system  of  relief  as  long  as  it  could 
possibly  be  maintained.     A  oonsidenhle 
sum,  the  residue  of  a  former  subscrqytioii* 
raised  at  a  period  of  distress,  U^ther  with 
additional  subscriptions,  was  employed  in 
the  meantime  in  alleviating,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, the  distress  which  existed ;,  but,  in 
the  application  of  this  money,  the  greatest 
pains  were  taken  to  adhere  strictly  to  the 
principles  of  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act. 
Relief  was  given  only  in  return  for  labour, 
and  the  remuneration  was  made  so  ]ow» 
compared  with  what  the  parties  could  have 
earned  in  the  ordinary  course  of  trade^  that 
no  man  who  could  get  employed  elsewhere 
would  throw   himself  voluntarily  on  this 
resource.  This  sum  was,  however,  expended 
in  course  of  time,  and  this  fact  was  stated 
to  the  Commissioners,  who  at  once  said, 
"  The  workhouse  being  full,  it  is  not  the 
principle  of  the  new  Act  that  relief  should 
be  refused  to  those  who  are  entirely  desti- 
tute," and  they  at  once  gave  permioion  to 
the  guardians  to  continue  the  system,  her^ 
tofore  carried  on  by  voluntary  contribu- 
tions, by  money  raised  under  a  poor-rate. 
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But  in  doing  this,  the  guardians  still  used 
tHe  workhouse  as  a  test,  where  they  con- 
ceived it  necessary,  of  the  reality  of  the 
grounds  which  parties  urged  in  their  appli- 
cations for  relief.  Whenever  an  applicant 
Mras  notorious  for  improvidence  or  idle 
habitSj  relief  was  refused  him^  except  in 
the  workhouse :  in  cases  where  the  distress 
did  not  seem  attributable  to  such  causes, 
relief  was  given  out  of  doors,  but  still,  as 
I  have  already  said,  in  return  for  labour. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  com- 
pared the.  case  of  Nottingham  with  that 
of  Holbeach,  where  he  states  that,  though 
the  distress  was  equally  great,  any  relaxa- 
tion of  the  law  had  been  refused.  The 
hon.  Member  says,  out-door  relief  was 
refused  at  Holbeach,  because,  with  a  rural 
population,  it  was  safe  to  do  so ;  though  in 
the  similar  case  of  Nottingham,  the  Com- 
missioners had  not  refused  to  depart  from 
the  system  of  in-door  relief.  I  am 
astonished  that  such  a  statement  should 
have  been  made.  I  have  shown  that  the 
ground  on  which  the  rule  has  been 
departed  from  at  Nottingham  is,  that  the 
workhouse  is  not  large  enough  to  receive 
more  inmates ;  but  at  Holbeach,  there  being 
no  difficulty  in  receiving  paupers  into  the 
workhouse^  application  was  made  during 
severe  weather  of  the  last  six  weeks  to 
relax  the  rule.  The  Commissioners,  acting 
on  what  I  consider  to  be  a  sound  discretion, 
refused  the  application,  and  on  this  ground 
— that  if  they  admitted  the  principle  of 
giving  relief  out  of  the  workhouse  before 
it  was  necessary,  the  farmers  and  others, 
who  were  employing  the  labourers  at  no 
immediate  profit,  would  at  once  throw 
them  on  the  rates.  The  effect  would  have 
been  this,  that  the  good  workmen,  who, 
though  there  was  no  great  service  rendered 
by  them  during  this  weather,  were  era- 
ployed  in  consideration  of  the  services  they 
would  render  hereafter  —  those  persons 
would  have  been  thrown  on  the  rates,  and 
must  have  been  maintained,  not  by  those 
who  wanted  and  would  be  benefitted  by 
their  labour,  but  by  the  parish  at  large — 
by  the  smaller  tradesmen  and  others,  who 
ought  not  in  justice  to  be  called  on  to  pay 
for  a  portion  of  the  labour  which  would  be 
required  in  the  course  of  the  year  for  the 
cultivation  of  the  land  in  their  immediate 
neighbourhood.  The  Commissioners  also 
saw  another  evil  which  would  result  from 
their  consenting  to  relax  the  rule,  the  effect 
of  doing  so  would  be  to  take  away  the 
motive  labourers  now  have  to  lay  by  money 
in  the  time  of  harvest,  and  in  other  sea- 
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sons  when  they  earn  good  wages,  to  provide 
against  the   not  very    unusual  occurrence 
of  snow  in   January.     But  in   adopting 
this  course  they  knew  that  no  man  would 
be  exposed  to  destitution ;  they  knew  that 
the  workhouse,  with  food  and  shelter,  was 
ready  for  those  who  might  be  suffering  real 
and  urgent  distress.     I  must  here  notice 
another  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury,   which    must  have  been  not   a 
little  startling   to  those    Members  of  the 
Committee  now  sitting,  who  remember  the 
particular  part  he  took  in  the  investigation 
of   only   a    few    days   ago.      The    hon. 
Member  says,  that    the  guardians,  when 
relief   is    asked    for,   refuse  it  unless  the 
applicants   get     rid     of    their    cottages, 
sell    their  Tittle  furniture,  and,  in  short, 
break  up  their  whole  establishment,    and 
go  into  the  workhouse.     Will  the  House 
believe   that   that  statement    is   not  only 
not  warranted  by  any  facts  given  in  evidence 
before  the   Committee,    but  that,  on  the 
contrary,  it  was  proved  in  the  course  of 
an  examination  in  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself    took    part,    that   the    very 
opposite  practice  prevailed.     Mr.  Gulson, 
the  assistant  Commissioner,  in  answer  to 
many  questions  that  were  put  to  him  in 
reference  to  this  point,  said  that  no  board  of 
guardians  with  which  he  was  acquainted 
had  in  a  single  instance  required  the  appli- 
cant  for  relief,   reduced  to  distress  by  a 
temporary  want  of  employment,  to  sell  his 
furniture  or  part  with  his  cottage  before 
they  would  give  relief  in  the  workhouse. 
He  stated  that  the  only  case  in  which  the 
possession  of  furniture  was  made  an  objec- 
tion   to  persons    being  received  into  the 
workhouse,  was  that  of  an  individual  who 
had  furniture  on  a  scale  much  beyond  what 
could  reasonably  be  required  by  a  person  in 
his  station,  and  who  was   thrown  on  the 
community    for     maintenance.      He    had 
silver  spoons  and  other  articles  of  plate,  the 
possession  of  which  was  considered  quite 
inconsistent  with   his  being  maintained  at 
the  public  cost  in  the  workhouse.  Suchis  the 
substance  of  Mr.  Gulson's  statement, and  my 
argument  is,  that  the  existing  system  is  the 
same  in  principle  and  in  detail  as  that  which 
prevailed  previous  to  the  passing  of    the 
Poor-law  Amendment  Act,  in  those  districts 
in  which  the  poor-laws  were  best  adminis- 
tered^ as  at  St.  Mary,  Nottingham,  Shef- 
field,  Derby,  Cookham,  and  a  variety  of 
other  places.     The  hon.  Member  for  Old- 
ham has  adverted  to  the  complaint  so  often 
repeated,  of  the  separation  of  man  and  wife 
in  the  workhouses;  but  it  is  remarkable 
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that,  in  the  same  speech  in  which  thehon. 
Member  urged  this  objection,  he  had  refer- 
red with  approbation  to  the  system  pursued 
previously  to  the  passing  of  the  new  law 
at  Oldham.  I  have  turned  to  the  evidence 
taken  by  the  Commissioners  of  inquiry,  with 
respect  to  the  administration  of  relief  in 
Oldham  in  1833*-a  parish  with  which  the 
hon.  Member  is  particularly  well  acquainted 
—and  it  appears  from  that  statement  (a 
statement  which  during  a  period  of  five 
years  has  not  been  impeached)  that  in  the 
workhouse  at  Oldham  there  was  a  complete 
separation  of  the  sexes,  except  in  the  cases 
of  old  married  people,  who  were  allowed  to 
live  together.  Young  married  persons  were 
always  separated.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham  was,  I  believe,  himself  the  overseer 
for  that  'town ;  he  therefore  was  a  party 
to  this  separation  of  the  sexes.  [^Mr. 
Fielden :  I  was  overseer  of  Todmorden.] 
I  beg  pardon ;  I  fancied  the  hon.  Member 
had  said  that  he  was  overseer  at  Old- 
ham: but  the  hon.  Gentleman  has,  nt 
all  events,  professed  great  satisfaction  with 
the  administration  of  the  Poor-laws  in  that 
district,  before  the  passing  of  the  last  Act 
Thehon.  Gentleman  told  us,  that  the  object 
of  his  motion  is  to  return  to  the  old  system 
of  relief  of  the  poor.  If  that  were  the  case, 
why  did  he  propose  simply  the  repeal  of  the 
Act  of  1834?  Why  did  he  not^  bring 
forward  those  monstrous  cases  which  oc- 
curred previous  to  1834,  and  apply  to  them 
the  principle,  that,  "  those  whom  God  had 
joined  no  man  ought  to  put  asunder  ?"  Why 
did  he  use  these  inflammatory  topics  to 
excite  indignation  against  the  present  sys- 
tem, when  they  were  equally  applicable  to 
the  system  pursued  at  Oldham  long  before 
the  Act  of  1 834  was  thought  of?  And  why 
did  he  altogether  abstain  from  a  reference 
to  the  same  system  adopted  formerly,  not  in 
Oldham  alone,  but  in  the  majority  of  the 
workhouses  in  the  manufacturing  districts  ? 
In  most  parts  of  Lancashire,  I  ^lieve,  this 
system  prevailed  before  1834  as  well  as  at 
present.  Hie  hon.  Member  told  us,  that 
the  workhouses  are  prisons.  Are  they  more 
prisons  now  than  they  were  before  the  pas- 
sing of  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act? 
In  what  respect  are  they  prisons?  The 
real  hardship  of  a  prison  consisted  in  this 
— that  persons  could  not  get  out  of  them 
when  they  wished ;  while  the  inmates  of  the 
workhouses  can  leave  them  when  they 
think  fit.  They  are  refused,  indeed,  the 
liberty  of  going  in  and  out  at  their  plea- 
sure. Being  maintained  at  the  expense  of 
the  industrious  portion  of  the  community. 


it  is  thought  expedient  that  they  aliould 
have  this  relief  subject  to  such  restiictioiis 
as  will  prevent  them  from  entering  into 
competition  with  those  who  are  entirely 
dependent  on  their  labour  for  support,  but 
I  never  heard  before  that  it  is  aasimilaling 
a  workhouse  to  a  prison  to  refuse  people 
relief  unless  they  comply  with  the  necessary 
regulations.  Relief  is  tendered  on  certain 
terms,  but  acceptance  depends  on  the  poor 
themselves.  In  a  large  number  of  the 
unions  in  the  southern  parts  of  the  country, 
the  expenditure  for  the  poor  -has  been 
reduced,  as  the  hon.  Member  admits,  forty- 
two  per  cent. ;  but,  said  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, '^notwithstanding  this  large  reduc- 
tion, the  expenditure  is  still  greater  than  it 
is  at  Oldham."  No  doubt  of  that ;  but 
what  does  that  prove  ?  Why,  this  ;  that 
so  inveterate  are  the  old  habits  of  pauper- 
ism in  the  south  of  England,  that  even 
under  the  new  system  of  1 834,  it  haa  not 
been  possible  to  effect  such  an  efficient  ad- 
ministration of  the  Poor-laws  as  exmed 
previously  in  some  parts  of  the  north.  The 
new  system  has  been  now  less  than  four 
years  in  operation,  and  is  it  veiy  surprising 
that  in  so  short  a  time  it  has  not  been  Me 
to  correct  all  the  evils  which  had  grown 
up  in  the  long  course  of  the  former  mal- 
administration ?  Surely,  the  fact  broii^t 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member,  instead 
of  being  an  argument  against  the  mea- 
sure of  1834,  is  one  of  the  strongest 
arguments  that  can  be  urged  in  its  favour. 
I  beg  pardon  of  the  House  if  I  do  not  deal 
with  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gtotleman  very 
systematically ;  but  really,  though  I  gave 
my  best  attention  to  it,  I  was  unable 
to  find  out  the  thread  of  the  hon.  Member*! 
argument,  nor  have  I  succeeded  in  disco- 
vering what  was  the  point  that  he  laboured 
to  prove.  I  have  endeavoured,  in  vain,  to 
ascertain  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  wishes 
to  substitute  for  that  to  which  he  objects. 
fieing  unable  to  discover  the  connexion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  argument — though. 
no  doubt,  it  has  a  connexion  ~  I  am  obliged 
to  remark  upon  his  observations  one  by  one. 
without  being  able  to  show  that  they  bear 
any  relation  each  to  the  other.  Some  of 
the  objections  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  were 
founded,  he  said,  on  his  own  inquiries.  It 
appears,  that  he  had  employed  certain  per- 
sons to  go  from  house  to  house  in  Bedford- 
shire to  inquire  for  grievances,  and  their 
statement  was,  that  the  allowances  of  a<;oil 
persons  had  been  reduced,  and  that  the 
greatest  distress  existed.  No  doubt  the 
persons  employed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
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made    their  inquiiies  fairly  enouch;  but 
still  the   result  can  hardly  be  satisfactory 
until  it  has  been  submitted  to  the  test  of 
inquiry,  and  till  an  opportunity  has  been 
given  of  ascertaining  what  answer  can  be 
given     to    their    statements.       I    cannot 
help   thinking,   therefore,  it  would   have 
heen  fairer,  if  the  proofs  of  the  injurious 
effects  of  the  new  Act  had  been  broueht 
from  parts  of  the  country  the  state  of  which 
has  heen  the  subject  of  public  inquiry  be- 
fore  the  Committee  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  operation  of  the  law.     The  late 
hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter)^ 
the    coadjutor  of  the    hon.    Member  for 
Oldham,  on  this  question,  caused  an  inves- 
tigation to  be  instituted  with  respect  to 
those    places    which,    in    his   judgment, 
afforded  the  most  striking  examples  of  the 
evils  of  the  present  system.     And  what 
was  the  result  ?     The  state  of  those  unions 
was  particularly  examined  into,   and  my 
impression  is,  that  the  evidence  in  those 
cases  so  selected  by  Mr.  Walter  himself 
went  clearly  to  prove  this,  that  whatever 
might  be  the  condition  of  the  able-bodied 
labourer,  at  all  events  the  old,  the  sick, 
and  the  infirm,  have  larger  allowances,  are 
more  indulged,  and  are,  in  all  respects, 
hetter  off  under  the  new  system  than  under 
the  old.     1  am  sure,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oldham  will  not  say,  that  this  was  not 
proved  by  the  evidence  of  last  year.     I 
cannot  consider  it,  therefore,  a  satisfactory 
way  of  attacking  the  Act  to  make  these 
sort  of  ex  parte  statements  of  particular 
grievances  brought  up  from  parts  of  the 
country  into  which  no  inquiry  has  yet  been 
made.     Even  if  the  facts  be  true,   the 
Seconder  of  this  motion  has  fairly  admitted, 
the  Act  is  not  to  be  'condemned  on  account 
of  the  existence  of  a  few  cases  of  abuse. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  has  justly 
observed,  that  unless  the  opponents  of  the 
measure  can  show  that  it  be  the  tendency 
of  the  Act  to  produce  these  evils— unless 
it  be  proved  that  they  grow  naturally  out 
of  the  Act— nothing  would  be  established 
against  the  system.     Under  the  new,  as 
well  as  under  the  old  system,  some  cases  of 
hardship    or  neglect  may,   no  doubt,  be 
found  to  exist.     The  utmost  vigilance,  on 
the  part  of  the  authorities,  cannot  prevent 
some  such  cases  arising:  but  it  remains  to 
be    decided,  whether,  under  the  new  or 
under  the  old  system,  those  cases  are  of 
more    frequent    occurrence?       The  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  said,  that  no  petitions 
have    been    signed    by    the    agricultural 
labourers  in  favour  of  the  continuance  of 


the  Act ;  that  the  only  petitions  of 
this  kind  which  have  been  presented, 
are  from  those  interested  in  the  reduc- 
tion of  rates.  1  am  not  able  to  say 
how  that  fact  may  be;  there  are  no 
documents  before  the  House  to  show,  whe- 
ther the  petitions  which  had  been  presented 
are  signed  by  agricultural  labourers  or  not ; 
but  1  must  remark,  that  it  is  unusual  for 
persons,  suffering  no  grievance,  and  who  do 
not  require  any  change  to  be  made  for 
their  benefit,  to  take  the  trouble  of  peti* 
tioning  the  House.  QMr.  Fielden :  Peti- 
tions were  sent  against  the  law  from  the 
agricultural  districts.]  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man says,  there  are  petitions  against  the 
Act.  No  doubt  there  are.  Those  who 
had  to  complain  have  petitioned  ;  but  those 
who  had  not  to  complain,  and  who  saw 
that  there  existed  no  disposition  on  the 
part  of  the  Legislature  to  make  a  change, 
have  had  no  motive,  no  temptation  what- 
ever to  address  the  House  ;  and  I  am  pre-* 
pared  to  expect  that  no  petitions,  or  that 
very  few,  have  been  presented,  signed  by 
agricultural  labourers,  in  &vour  of  the  Act. 
But  I  wish  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman,  is 
he  prepared  to  show,  that  in  those  parts 
where  this  Act  has  come  into  the  most 
decided  operation,  there  exists  on  the  part 
of  the  agricultural  labourers  auy  discontent 
or  dissatisfaction?  [Mr.Fiei^n:  "Very 
great  ?"]  The  hon.  Gentleman  says,  "  very 
great."  What  are  the  symptoms  of  it? 
Even  during  the  past  year,  which  was  one 
of  almost  unexampled  pressure,  what  proof 
was  there  in  the  agricultural  districts  of  a 
general  and  wide-spreading  discontent? 
Does  the  hon.  Member  find  anything  ap- 
proaching to  the  state  of  things  that  existed 
in  the  year  1830  ?  The  country  had  then 
the  full  benefit  of  that  law  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  wishes  to  restore ;  they  were 
in  the  full  enjoyment  then  of  ail  the  bless- 
ings of  that  system  of  poor  relief,  which  it 
was  the  desire  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
bring  back  to  them.  In  that  year,  what 
was  the  condition  of  the  country?  Has 
the  House  forgotten  the  frightfully  alarm- 
ing state  of  tMngs  in  the  winter  of  1830, 
when  a  large  portion  of  the  people  were  in 
open  insurrection,  approaching  almost  to 
the  capital  itself — ^when  outrages  of  the 
worst  description  were  committed  in  the 
most  daring  manner  all  over  the  south  and 
west  of  England"— when  nightly  fires  were 
blajring,  and  almost  universal  alarm  for  the 
safety  of  their  property  had  seised  the  agri. 
cultural  inhabitants  of  the  country  ?  The 
present  state  of  things  was  happily  very 
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ilifTerent  from  that,  and  in  my  opinion  the 
change  is  mainly  to  be  attributed  to  the  very 
Act  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  laments. 
I  am  confident,  that  the  present  im- 
proved condition  of  the  south  of  Eng- 
land is  in  a  great  measure  attributable  to 
the  Act  passed  in  1834  for  the  amendment 
of  the  Poor-laws.  The  House  will  see  the 
importance  of  fully  considering  what  was 
the  state  of  the  country  at  the  former 
period  to  which  I  have  adverted,  because, 
with  that  before  him,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
says  he  is  ready  to  repeal  the  Act  of  1834, 
and  has  even  distinctly  recommended  a 
return  to  that  practice  which,  under  the 
former  law,  was  the  chief  cause  of  all  the 
mischief  which  prevailed.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  advised  us  to  return  to  the 
allowance  system,  since  he  said  if  the 
labourers  could  not  obtain  wages  suffi- 
cient for  their  comfortable  support,  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  country  by  means 
of  forced  rates  to  come  to  their  aid. 
And,  as  example  is  better  than  precept, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  further  told  us 
what  was  his  practice  when  he  was  over- 
seer at  Todmorden ;  he  informed  us  that  as 
the  hand-loom  weavers  could  not  earn  enough 
to  maintain  themselve4  in  a  proper  manner 
he  supplied  the  deficiency  out  of  the  poor- 
rates,  and  assisted  them  with  money  for  the 
purchase  of  materials  and  implements  for 
carrying  on  their  trade.  Such  was  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  practice,  and  such  would 
again  be  the  practice  if  the  new  law  were 
tepealed.  In  my  opinion  (I  must  observe 
in  passing)  that  statement  affords  the 
strongest  ground  for 'saying  that  the  intro* 
duction  of  this  measure  into  Lancashire,  as 
well  as  into  other  parts  of  the  country,  will 
not  be  altogether  useless.  But  as  the  ques- 
tion is  whether  we  shall  return  to  the  sys- 
tem existing  previous  to  1834,  I  must  call 
on  the  House  to  see  how  the  system  which 
then  prevailed  affected  the  labourers  them- 
selves, and  how  they  have  been  affected  by 
the  operation  of  the  new  Act.  I  will  not  go 
into  any  length  of  detail,  but  I  beg  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  some 
of  the  facts  which  appear  as  the  result 
of  that  inquiry  which  formed  the  ground 
of  the  present  law.  It  was  almost  the 
universfd  practice  in  the  south  of  England, 
prior  to  1834,  for  the  labourers  to  receive 
low  wages  and  at  the  same  time  some  al- 
lowance from  the  parishes;  in  fact,  the 
able-bodied  labourers  were,  in  one  shape  or 
other,  in  part  maintained  out  of  the  rates. 
What  were  the  consequences  of  this  sys- 
tem ?     In  the  first  place  the  effect  was  this 


— that  no  labourer  received  remuneration 
proportioned  to  the  nature  of  his  labour. 
The  only  consideration  of  the  employees 
was,  not  who  of  the  labourers  was  the 
most  able  and  could  be  most  useful  to  theoj 
but  who  was  the  man,  who,  if  not  main« 
tained  by  earning  wages,  would  be  the 
greatest  burden  on  the  parish.  The  fact 
was,  that  every  man  who  it  was  thought 
could  maintain  himself  without  being  em- 
ployed was  refused  altogether  the  oppor- 
tunity of  earning  wages.  The  evideoce, 
as  collected  by  the  assistant  commissioners 
in  1832  and  1833,  distinctly  proves  that  in 
many  cases  the  moment  a  labourer  had  by 
any  circumstances  come  into  the  posaesaon 
of  a  small  sum  of  money,  he  was  refused 
employment  till  that  money  was  expended. 
One  instance  of  this  kind  occurred  in  the 
parish  of  Royston,  in  which  a  person  who 
had  sprung  from  humble  life  had  accumu- 
lated a  considerable  amount  of  personal  pro- 
perty, which  he  bequeathed  to  a  number 
of  labourers,  his  relations.  When  they  re- 
ceived their  money  the  parochial  authoffi- 
ties  said,  '*  That  will  be  a  great  advantage 
to  us — it  will  relieve  our  poor-rates."  The 
consequence  whs,  that  those  individuals 
who  were  perhaps  anxious  to  go  on  earn- 
ing money,  that  they  might  make  a  pi^ 
vision  for  their  old  age,  or  in  case  of  any 
infirmity  that  might  attack  them,  were 
thrown  into  compulsory  and  involuntary 
idleness.  They  were  left  to  spend  their 
money  as  soon  as  they  could  at  the  beer-shops 
or  in  any  way  they  pleased ;  but  they  were 
virtually  prohibited  from  laying  it  by, 
from  depositing  it  in  savings'  banks,  or 
from  employing  it  in  any  other  profitable 
manner,  and  from  maintaining  tbemselTef 
by  their  honest  labour.  A  case  occurred 
in  a  neighbouring  parish  to  Royston  of  a 
person  being  compelled  by  the  parodiial 
authorities  to  take  two  paupers  into  his 
employment  which  forced  him  to  discharge 
from  his  service  two  excellent  labourers, 
and  I  will  read  to  the  House  from  tfa« 
published  evidence  the  account  of  whatfol* 
lowed,  given  by  Mr.  Nash,  of  Royston. 
''Of  the  men  dismissed  one  was  John 
Walford,  a  parishioner  of  Barley,  a  steady, 
industrious,  trustworthy,  single  man,  who, 
by  a  long  and  rigid  economy,  had  saved 
about  100/.  On  being  dismissed,  Walford 
applied  in  vain  to  the  farmers  of  Barl^  lor 
employment.  '  It  was  well  known  thai  be 
had  saved  money,  and  could  not  come  on 
the  parish,  although  any  one  of  them  would 
willingly  have  taken  him  had  it  been 
otherwise.*     After   living    a  few  months 
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without  being  able  to  get  any  work,  he 
bought  a  cart  and  two  horses,  and  has  ever 
since  obtained  a  precarious  subsistence  by 
carrying  corn  to  London  for  one  of  the 
Cambridge  merchants;  but  just  now  the 
current  of  com  is  northward,  and  he  has 
nothing  to  do ;  and  at  any  time  he  would 
gladly  have  exchanged  his  employment  for 
that  of  day  labour  if  he  could  have  obtained 
work.  No  reflection  is  intended  on  the 
overseers  of  Barley ;  they  only  do  what  all 
others  are  expected  to  do;  though  the 
younc  men  point  at  Walford  and  call  him  a 
fool  tor  not  spending  his  money  at  the  pub- 
lic-house, as  they  do  ;  adding,  that  then  he 
MTould  get  work."  I  could  multiply  in- 
stances of  this  kind,  and  show,  that  la- 
bourers were  refused  employment  because 
they  had  been  frugal  and  industrious 
enough  to  possess  themselves  of  a  cottage 
decently  furnished,  or  of  one  or  two  cows. 
Such  was  the  former  system ;  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  complains  of  the  existing  law, 
charging  against  it,  that  it  makes  no  dis- 
tinction between  "  the  honest  man  and  the 
greatest  vagabond  in  England."  I  totally 
deny  the  truth  of  the  assertion  ;  I  say  it 
does  make  a  distinction,  for  it  secures  to  the 
honest  man  the  legitimate  reward  of  honesty 
and  industry,  and  it  leaves  to  the  dishonest 
or  *'  the  vagabond  "  to  suffer  those  penalties 
which  the  laws  of  society  have  provided 
for  his  misconduct.  The  system  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  restore  in  one  sense 
certainly  made  a  distinction  also.  The  in- 
dustrious man  it  punished  for  his  honesty 
and  industry,  and  the  *' greatest  vaga. 
bond,"  to  use  the  hon.  Gentleman *s  ex- 
pression, was  the  one  who  received  the 
greatest  indulgence  and  the  greatest  favour. 
It  condemned  the  industrious  to  idleness, 
and  gave  employment  and  wages  to  the 
worthless;  care  and  providence  were  as 
much  discouraged  as  industry,  and  extra- 
vagance and  lojdness  were  the  necessary 
consequences.  The  poor  were  actually 
driven  into  immorality,  and  reduced  to 
the  lowest  state  of  degradation.  In  some 
parishes  in  the  southern  districts,  more  than 
half  the  men  of  the  labouring  population 
were  employed  in  useless  labour,  such  as 
digging  holes  and  filling  them  up  again,  car- 
rying stones  away  and  bringing  them  back 
to  the  place  whence  they  had  been  taken. 
That  was  the  mode  of  employment  under  the 
system  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
restore.  But  that  was  not  all.  In  the 
Report  of  the  Poor-law  Commissioners 
there  are  to  be  found  extracts  from  the 
books  of  various  parishes^  and  amongst 


others,  of  Hampton,  from  which  it  appean, 
that  labourers  were  in  some  cases  paid,  not 
for  labour,  but  for  standing  in  the  common 
pound  doing  nothing.     I  find  one  charge, 
and  there  are  others  of   the  same   sort, 
for  men  and  boys  standins  in  the  pound 
for  six  days,  61.  7s.  Again,  I  ask,  is  such  the 
system  which  the  '*  friends  of  the  poor  "  wish 
to  re-establish  ?     There  was  another  and  a 
still    more    revolting    practice     resulting 
from  that  system.    It  was  by  no  means 
unusual  in  those  days  to  put  the  labour- 
ing   poor     up    to    auction    among    the 
farmers.     The  labour  of   honest  English- 
men, guilty  of  no  crime  but  that  of  being 
poor,  was  put  up  for  sale,  without  their 
consent,  by  public  auction !     The  system 
was  this :  the  parish  said,  ''  such  and  such 
a  family  require  8s.,  Qs.,  or  10^.  per  week 
for    their    support."     Having    arbitrarily 
fixed  the  sum  which  they  deemed  neces- 
sary, the  next  step  was  to  hold  a  regular 
auction,    at   which   the  farmers  attended 
and  became  bidders  for  the  labour  of  the 
pauper — one  said  "  I  will  give  2s.  6d.  ano- 
ther  3s.  another  4^."  and  ultimately  the 
labour  of  the  man  was  knocked  down  to 
the  highest  bidder.     Suppose  that  one  of 
them  said  he  would  give  5s. ,  the  services 
of  the  pauper  were  immediately  assigned 
to  him  without  any  assent  on  the  part  of 
the  individual,  without  any  option  on  the 
part  of  the  labourer;  the  services  of  the 
unfortunate  man  were  at  once  assigned  to 
the  purchaser,  who  paid  his  5s.  a- week, 
and  the  parish  made  up  the  remaining  4s. 
or  5s.  to  complete  the  sum  deemed  neces- 
sary for  the  support  of  the  labourer  and 
his  family.     What  were  the  inducements 
to  this  man  to  work  ?     The  only  induce, 
ment  was  this,  and  it  was  certainly  of  a 
very  negative  kind,  he  knew  that  if  he 
were  idle  beyond  a  certain  point,  he  would 
be  taken  before    a   magistrate  and  com- 
mitted  to    the    tread-mill.       He    might 
be  the  most   industrious    man,    the  tot 
workman    that  ever    went  into   a    field, 
but    under    this    system    he    derived  no 
benefit  either  from  his  skill  or  his  industry. 
Hope  was  absolutely  denied  to  him;  he 
laboured  under  compulsion,  and  compulsion 
alone.  The  system  was  precisely  and  identi- 
cally the  same  as  that  which,  by  the  law  for 
the  abolition  of  slavery,  which  was  passed  in 
1833,  was  applied  to  the  black  population 
in  the  slave  colonies.     The  whole  of  the 
labouring  population  in  those  districts  of 
England  to  which  he  had  referred,  were 
virtually  degraded  to  the  state  of  white 
slaves— ^ to  the  same  state  of  mitigated 
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slavery  as  that  which  now  exiited  under 
tha  law  of  1833  in  the  West  Indies,  and 
which  would   continue  in  operation  for 
about  two  years  more.     The  system  was 
precisely  the  same.     The  man  had  no  in- 
duceDdent  to  labour  but  the  compulsion  of 
terror:  he  dreaded  the  punishment  imposed 
upon  idleness;   but  the  hope  of  reward 
from  the  active  and  industrious  application 
uf  his  labour  was  wholly  withheld  from 
him.     All  power  of  raising  himself  in  life 
was  denied   to   him$     his  only    prospect 
in    the    world    was    to    drag     on    from 
infancy    to  old    age    this  degrading  and 
wretched     existence.       In     this     respect 
the  situation    of    the    English    labourer, 
under  the  old  law,  was  worse  than  that  of 
the  negro  apprentice  in  the  West  Indies  at 
the  present  moment,  because  the  negro  ap- 
prentice could  at  least  look  forward,  at  the 
expiration  of  a  short  space  of  time^  to  the 
complete  termination  of  his  bondage.     Not 
so   the   English   labourer  prior  to  1834. 
Up  to  that  time  the  system  in  England 
was  getting  worse   and   worse.      Partial 
efforts,  it  is  true,  were  made  in  particular 
places  to  break  through  that  harsh,  that 
abominable,   that  atrocious  system ;    but 
tliose  efforts  were  extremely  rare,  and  too 
often    were    wholly  ineffectual.     So  that 
the  poison — the  gangrene  (if  I  may  use 
such  an  expression)   was    gradually  but 
surely  making  progress;  year  after  year 
its  baneful  and  destructive  influence  was 
extending,  and   those  districts  in  which 
it  had  once  taken  root  seldom  or  never 
again  eseajied  the  evils  of  the  infection. 
I  ask  the  House,  then,  is  it  again  pre- 
pared  to  revert  tp  these  evils  ?     I  admit, 
that  the  measure  proposed  in  1834  was 
a  very  strong  measure,      I  admit,  that 
the  cure  applied   to  the  disease  was  of 
a  character  correspondent  to  the  intensity 
and  malignity  of  the  distemper.  But  is  the 
House  prepared,  upon  the  motion  of  the 
lioii'  Member  for  Oldham,  to  repeal  the 
measure  adopted  in  1 834,  and  to  return  to 
the  system   under  which  these  mischiefs 
existed  ?     True  it  was,  perfectly  true,  as 
the  l&on.  Member  for  Oldham  had  stated, 
and  as  the  hon.    Member  for  Finsbury 
had  repeated,  that,  under  the  former  law, 
the   means  of   an    improved  administra- 
tion did  exbt.     But  there  was  no  security 
that  those  means  would  be  employed.    Will 
the  House,  then,  perpetrate  sudi  a  cruelty 
to  the  poor  man— wUl  it  commit  the  in- 
justice to  the  whole  labouring  population 
of  the  country  of  again  bringing  into  force 
a  system  which,   whatever  its  advantages 


might  theoretically  be,    every  one   knew 
was  fraught,  in  its  practical  working,  with 
the  most  distressing    and    most    dreadful 
consequences  to  the  poor,  and  to  society  at 
large  ?     As  to  the  able-bodied  poor,  then, 
I  contend  that  the  change  in  the  law,  not* 
withstandins  its  apparent  harshness,   baa 
been  in  reality  an  inestimable  advsuitage ; 
the  refusal  of  the  lavish  relief  formerly 
given  has  raised  the  condition  of  the  whole 
class  throughout  the  southern  part  of  the 
kingdom.     With  respect  to  the  really  dis- 
treraed,   to  the  sick,  to   the  aged,  to  the 
impotent,  to  those  who  had  not  the  power 
of  eaniing  their  own  subsistenoe,  the  ease 
is  still  clearer.     To  them  the  system  esta- 
blished  under  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
Act  has  not  had  even  the  appearance  of 
harshness,  but  on  the  contrary,  has  been  the 
greatest  of  all    possible   blessings.     Th^ 
are  not  now  left  to  the  mercy  of  irrespon&i- 
ble  and  despotic  overseers,  with  no  redress 
but  an  uncertain   appeal    to  the  justices. 
There  is  now  in  every  district  a  body  of 
men  representing  the  interests  of  that  dis- 
trict, to  which  is  committed  the  duty  of 
deciding    upon   all  applications  for  relief. 
There  are  paid  officers  appointed  by  this 
body,    and    above    these    officers     there 
are    the    Commissioners    and     Assistant 
Commissioners,  prompt  to  punish  all  casea 
of  neglect  of  the  really  suffering  and  desti- 
tute poor.     It  is  known  that  these  powers 
have  been  usefully  exerted;  it  is  known 
that    whenever  a  case  of  neglect    or  ill* 
usage  of  the  sick  or    destitute  has   been 
brought  before  the  Commissionen,  it  has 
been    promptly   inquired  into  and  redress 
afforded,  if  not  otherwise,  at  all  events  fay 
the    punishment   of  the   guilty   oveneer. 
Did  such  a  state  of  things  exist  under  the 
old  law  ?     Does  not  every  Member  of  the 
House  remember  how  often  under  the  old 
law  they  used  to  hear  of  the  at^  and  dying 
pauper  being  buffeted  from  parish  to  parish, 
from  district   to  district,  each  endeavour- 
ing to  avoid   the   burden  of  maintaining 
him    in   the  hour   of  sickness  and  utter 
destitution.     The  disputes  about  settlement 
led  continually  to  scenes  of  this    descrip- 
tion.    Paupers   almost  in    the  agonies  of 
death   were  removed  under  the  orders  of 
magistrates  from  one  district  to  another, 
carried  in  carts  by  overseers,  and  bandied 
about  from  workhouse  to  workhouse,  untU 
(as  not  unfrequently  happened)  death  re* 
lieved  them  from  their  sufferings  before  a 
shelter  was   found  for  their  r^uced  and 
emaciated  frames.     Does  not   the  Houne 
remember  how  women  in  the  very  agonies 
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of    childbirth  were  still  more  frequently 
exposed  to  this  disgrsoeful  and  inhuman 
system  ?     Every  one  knows  that,  under  the 
old  lawsy  women  in  that   condition^  and 
paupers  in  the  last  stage  of  sickness  were 
exposed  to  the  greatest  cruelty  and  the  most 
dreadful  oppression.    To  all  that  oppression^ 
all  that  cruelty,  an  end  has  been  put  by 
the  operation  of  the  new  law.     In  every 
case    where  relief  is   necessarv,  relief  is 
now    promptly    and    effectually   afforded. 
The  sick,  the  dying,  the  impotent,  destitute 
women »    and  hel]uess  children,   all  these 
classes    obtain  relief,  more  certainly  and 
more  effectually  than  they  did  under  the 
old  system.     With  respect    to    the    able- 
bodied,    relief   undoubtedly   is    not   now 
lavished  upon  them    as  it  was  formerly, 
they  do  not  now  receive  indiscriminately 
large   allowances    from   the  parish  5   but, 
in   return  for  that  deprivation,  the  really 
honest  and    industrious  are  now  enabled, 
without  being  indebted   to   any  man,  by 
their   own  honest    industry,    to  maintain 
themselves  in  comfort,  and  frequently,  by 
their  active  exertions,  to  raise  themselves 
to  a  station  in  life  far  superior  to  that  in 
which  they  were  brought  up.     These  are 
the  consequences   of   the  law  which  the 
hon.    Member    for    Oldham    proposes  to 
repeal.     I  trust,  therefore,  that  the  House, 
by  the  decided  majority  by   which  it  will 
negative  the  hon.    Member's  proposition, 
wiJl  show  its  approbation  of  the  measure, 
and  its  real  regard  for  the  poor  and  indus- 
trious classes. 

Mr.  Liddell  confessed,  that  he  had  not 
seen  the  introduction  of  the  Poor*law 
Amendment  Act  into  the  northern  part  of 
England  regarded  with  any  particular 
marks  of  satisfaction,  because  it  so  hap- 
pened that  the  evita  of  which  the  noble 
I^rd  had  complained  as  having  existed 
under  the  old  system  had  not  existed  there; 
for  while  the  people  in  that  part  of  the 
country  considered  thentselves  able  to 
sopport  their  poor,  they  were  not  prepared 
without  sofficfent  grounds,  to  admit  so 
great  a  change  as  that  which  had  been 
effected  by  the  new  law.  But  although  it 
was  true  that  he  did  not  regard  the  new  law 
with  any  particular  affection,  he  felt  bound 
to  declare  that  he  could  not  support  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham. 
He  had  the  honour  to  be  a  member  of  the 
committee  which  had  been  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  operation  of  the  new  law, 
which  Committee  had  indicated  every  wish 
to  go  fairly  and  impartially  into  the  con- 
sideration of  the  whole  state  of  the  law  as 


it  now  existed,  and  had  manifested  no 
disposition  to  exclude  any  evidence  which 
could  be  adduced  by  any  member  belong- 
ing to  it,  or  in  any  degree  lend  to  satisfy 
the  country,  or  open  the  ears  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  to  any  just  complaint 
that  might  be  urged  against  the  new  law. 
He  must,  therefore,  decline  to  support  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.     But  after 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  though  he 
was  not  prepared  to  follow  him  through 
all  its  details,  yet  there  were  some  points 
on  which  he  wished  to  offer  a  few  observa- 
tions.    He  had  heard,  with  some  surprise, 
the  noble  Lord  arguing,  as  it  appeared  to 
him,  that  after  all  no  very  great  change 
had  been  introduced  into  this  empire  by 
reason  of  the  new  law.     The  noble  Lord 
had  argued,  that  several  districts  of  this 
kingdom  were  practically  under  similar 
arrangements  and  regulations  now  to  those 
by  which  they  were  governed  under  the 
old  system.     It  might  be  tmewiih  regard 
to  some  particular  cases.     But  he  would 
ask  whether  the  general  Snd  universal 
practice  of  the  kingdom  was  not  that  each 
parish  should  manage  its  own  affairs  under 
its  own  officers,  and  take  care  of  its  own 
poor?    It  was  undeniable  that  a  great 
change  had  been  effected  under  Che  regu-* 
lations  of  the  new  law ;  but  he  must  admit 
that  portions  of  it  had  excited  in  the  feel- 
ings of  the  country,  in  many  parts,  seotl- 
men  ts  of  considerable  satisfaction.    Bat  to 
come  to  the  plain  and  simple  fact,  oiM 
great  hardship  on  which  the  opponents  of 
the  new  law  dweh  was  simply  this  :  a 
man,  without  any  fault  of  his  own,  nifght 
be  reduced,  for  a  time,  to  want  relief,  but 
however  well-conducted  he  might   have 
been,  however  respectable  in  character,  or 
illustrious  in  talent,  in  his  past  life,  lie 
would  be  neglected,  and  no  relief  would 
be  afforded  to  htm  unless  he  was  sick,  or 
infirm,  or  aged.     Such  a  person  would  be 
met  bj  a  stem  refusal  of  relief  oat  of  the 
workhouse.      This    regulation    in    many 
cases,  had  been  severely  felt,  and,  speaking 
as  one  not  anxious  to  throw  any  unjust 
imputation  on  the  new  law,   and  desirous 
to  see  that  law,  as  it  was  intended,  a  be- 
nefit to  the  country,  be  earnestly  hoped 
that  the  strings  of  restriction  might  not  be 
drawn  too  tight,  but  that  inquiry  might  be 
made,  and  upon  the  information  derived 
from  that  investigalion,  instead  of  going 
back  to  the  old  law,  these  restrictions  of 
the  new  law  might  not  be  pulled  too  tight, 
and  that,  in  cases  where  a  man  was  proved 
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to  be  in  need  and  deserving  of  support,  he 
might  receive  it  under  his  own  roof,  and 
not  be  subjected  to  separation  from  his 
wife  and  family  in  a  new  Poor-law  work- 
house. That  was  a  tangible  complaint 
against  the  law,  and  one  of  the  main 
grievances  which  was  loudly  spoken  of 
by  the  opponents  of  the  bill;  indeed,  it 
had  been  admitted  by  Mr.  Gulson,  in  the 
report  of  the  Poor-law  Commissioners. 
The  moment  a  man  sought  for  parochial 
relief,  though  he  might  be  out  of  employ- 
ment, and  have  become  distressed  from 
causes  over  which  he  could  have  no  con- 
trol, it  seemed  to  be  assumed  that  he 
came  to  the  board  of  guardians  of  his 
parish  only  to  impose  upon  them  :  for  the 
workhouse  was  proposed  as  the  test  of  his 
destitution  and  sincerity.  He  must  say, 
that,  in  his  limited  experience,  he  had  not 
thus  understood  the  people  of  England. 
In  that  part  of  the  country  to  which  he 
belonged,  every  man  who  was  able  to 
work  was  also  anxious  to  obtain  work. 
They  were  influenced  by  that  good  old 
English  feeling  which  led  them  to  strive 
to  the  utmost,  and  to  make  any  sacrifice, 
even  of  life  almost,  rather  than  ask  paro- 
chial relief.  He  did  believe  that  in  many 
other  parts  of  England  the  feelings  of  the 
people  were  not  so  debased  as  to  lead  them 
to  seize  every  opportunity  of  imposing  on 
the  guardians  for  the  sake  of  getting  a 
miserable  pittance.  Those  who  would 
take  the  trouble  to  inquire  would  find  that 
in  almost  every  case  want,  and  want  only, 
led  such  persons  as  those  whom  he  had 
mentioned  to  apply  for  relief,  and  he 
trusted  that  their  feelings  would  not  be 
outraged,  and  charity  poisoned  at  its 
source,  by  their  being  pointed  to  the  work- 
house as  the  only  medium  through  which 
assistance  was  to  be  obtained.  The  noble 
Lord  had  referred  to  the  abuses  under  the 
old  law,  with  respect  to  imposition  and  the 
manner  in  which  the  labour  of  the  pauper 
was  disposed  of  by  auction.  Admitting 
this  to  have  been  the  case  in  the  southern 
and  midland  counties,  he  must  say  that 
he  would  rather  have  his  labour  sold  by 
auction,  than  have  the  workhouse  allow- 
ance pointed  to  him  as  the  only  means  by 
which  he  could  receive  relief,  being  an 
able-bodied  labourer  ;  for  bad  as  the  first 
evil  was,  he  considered  the  latter  to  be 
one  of  much  greater. magnitude.  It  was 
also  said,  that  this  workhouse  principle  of 
relief  would  induce  a  desire  to  work  and 
get  good  wages,  and  also  a  habit  of  saving 


something  against  the  day  of  distress 
among  those  who  were  fortunate  eoougb 
to  obtain  work  and  good  wages,  and  thus  a 
spirit  of  economy  would  be  infused  iDto 
the  labouring  population,  and  tend  to  their 
great  improvement.  He  trusted  thai  this 
idea  would  be  realised.  A  very  ingenious 
pamphlet  had  been  put  into  the  hands  of 
the  Members  of  that  House,  showing  thai 
from  the  rate  of  wages  in  many  parts  of 
the  country  it  was  possible  for  labourers 
to  lay  up  savings,  while  it  was  impossible 
in  others.  But  while  he  admitted  the  possi* 
bility  of  the  labouring  classes  being  able  to 
save  something,  and  would  most  earnestly 
impress  on  them  the  advantage  of  cultiva- 
ting habits  of  frugality  and  economy,  in 
order  that  they  might  be  in  some  measare 
prepared  for  the  day  of  distress,  he  would 
remind  the  House  that  mankind  were  not 
in  a  state  of  perfection,  and  that  there 
were  feelings  and  habits  among  the  lower 
orders  which  it  was  diflScult  to  restrain  ; 
and  that  if  they  did  not  lay  up  all  they 
might  save,  to  guard  against  unforeseen 
distress,  the  House  should  consider  how 
many  persons  there  were  in  the  higher 
ranks  of  life  whose  education,  intelligence, 
and  means,  might  warrant  the  expectation 
of  better  things,  but  who  did  not  know 
how  to  keep  their  expenditure  within 
their  income.  If  such,  then,  was  the 
case,  they  ought  to  look  with  some  degree 
of  tenderness  on  the  conduct  of  the  hum- 
bler classes  in  this  respect,  though  they 
did  spend  a  little  more  than  was  prudent 
in  present  gratification  instead  of  laying 
up  their  savings  for  a  time  of  need.  He 
trusted  that  when  the  Committee  had  con- 
cluded their  labours  the  House  would  be 
in  a  condition  to  entertain  the  question  of 
the  alteration  of  this  law  ;  for  he  believed 
that  some  alterations  and  modifications 
were  necessary  to  make  it  agreeable  and 
acceptable  to  the  public,  and  useful  and  ad* 
vantageous  to  the  labouring  portion  of  the 
community.  He  thought  the  time  had  not 
yet  arrived  for  that.  It  was  the  doty  of  the 
Committee  to  take  all  the  evidence  that 
could  tend  to  elucidate  the  practice  of  the 
law,  and  when  the  Committee  had  cod- 
eluded  its  labours,  the  House  would  be 
better  able  to  determine  on  what  altera* 
tions  were  necessary;  and  when  they 
came  to  that  he  should  be  prepared  to 
propose  and  assist  the  completion  of  cer- 
tain alterations  which  he  had  in  his  mind, 
but  which  it  was  not  necessary  for  him  at 
present  to  state. 
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Mr.  Clay  should  not  have  troubled  the 
House  on  the  present  occasion,  althougfi 
he  was  opposed  to  the  motion,  if  it  had 
not  been  that  in  connexion  with  this  sub- 
ject there  had  been  publicly  attributed  to 
him  certain  sentiments  which  he  had  never 
uttered,  and  opinions  that  he  had  never 
entertained.     He    alluded    to  what  had 
taken  place  recently  at  a  meeting  held  in 
his  own  district  with  reference  to  the  dis- 
tressed Spitalfields  weavers.     He  begged 
now  to  disclaim  the  sentiments  then  pub- 
licly attributed  to  him,   and  to  declare 
most  solen\|^ly  and  emphatically  (and  he 
trusted  that  declaration  might  reach  the 
ears  of  those  in  whose  presence  the  state- 
ment was  made)  that  if  there  was  any 
feeling  in  reference  to  legislation — if  there 
was  any  object  to  which  he  was  willing  to 
devote  every  energy  both  of  body  and 
mind,  that  feeling  and  that  object  was  to 
raise  the  moral  and  physical  condition  of 
the  humbler  classes  of  his  fellow-country- 
men.    He  believed  those  sentiments  ani- 
mated the  majority  of  the  House,  and  that 
though  hon.  Members  might  differ  as  to 
the  best  mode  of  effecting  that  object,  yet 
all  desired  to  attain  it,  and  he  must  take 
this  6ccasion  to  say,  that  he  left  the  re- 
sponsibility of   such  a  contrary    course 
upon  the  heads  of  those  who,  within  and 
without  the  walls  of  the  House,  endea- 
voured to  convince  the  people  that  the 
state  and  condition  of  the  humbler  classes 
was  not  at  all  times  of  deep  and  vital  in- 
terest to  Members  on  both  sides  of  this 
House.     In  common  with  the  noble  Lord 
below  him  (Lord  Howick),  he  was  bound 
to  express  his  admiration  of  the  honesty 
of  purpose  which  had  induced  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  to  bring  this  question 
distinctly  forward  for  the  decision  of  the 
House.     The  hon.  Member  had  evidently 
no  second  purpose,  and  he  (Mr.  Clay)  was 
delighted,  that  af^er  all  the  violent  lan- 
guage which  had  been  used  out  of  doors 
by  individuals  and  by  some  portions  of  the 
public  press,  actuated  no  doubt  by  con- 
scientious views,  but  who  had  laboured  to 
influence  the  opinions  of  the  people  of 
England  on  the  subject  of  the  new  Poor- 
laws — he  was  delighted  that  the  question 
had  been  so  calmly  bronght  to  the  test  of 
a  decision  of  the  newly  assembled  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  it  might  thus  be  ascertained 
what  proportion  of  the  representatives  were 
to  be  prepared  to  say,  that  the  New  Poor- 
law  should  be  repealed.  But  to  the  motion 
which  had  been  brought  forward  by  the 


hon.  Member  for  Oldham,  be  was  most 
decidedly  opposed.  No  motion  less 
worthy  to  be  entertained  by  the  House 
could  possibly  be  propounded.  He  had 
been  an  earnest  and  consistent  supporter 
of  the  Poor-law  Bill  in  its  passage  through 
the  House,  and  there  was  no  one  circum- 
stance, in  his  whole  Parliamentary  career, 
upon  which  he  looked  with  more  unmin- 
gled  satisfaction.  He  conceived  there 
never  had  been  a  legislative  measure 
grounded  on  clearer  or  more  overwhelm- 
ing evidence  of  the  necessity  of  such  a 
measure — on  evidence  more  carefully 
sifted,  than  had  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
Act.  It  was  with  a  view  to  the  benefit  of 
the  humbler  classes  that  he  and  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House  had  supported  that 
measure.  The  supporters  of  the  bill  had 
believed,  that  there  was  no  other  remedy 
for  that  process  of  demoralization  which 
had  begun  to  an  extent  which  threatened 
to  bring  the  labouring  classes  into  that 
abyss  of  moral  and  physical  degradation 
from  which  it  would,  in  a  few  years  longer, 
have  been  impossible  to  redeem  them. 
The  anticipations  under  which  that  bill 
had  been  passed,  he  maintained,  bad  not 
been  disappointed — nay,  he  would  assert 
that  those  anticipations  had  been  more 
than  fulfilled,  and  it  was  to  him  matter  of 
surprise  that  hon.  Gentlemen  could,  after 
the  overwhelming  evidence  of  the  benefi- 
cial effects  of  the  New  Poor-law,  hold 
such  language  as  had  been  adopted  in  the 
House  to-night,  and  out  of  it,  on  other 
occasions.  Had  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
read  the  evidence  given  before  the  Agri- 
cultural Committee  two  Sessions  back? — 
was  there  any  one  point  on  which  the 
evidence  was  more  convincing  than  that 
which  went  to  show  the  beneficial  effects 
of  the  New  Poor-law  ?  Agriculturists, 
merchants,  farmers,  indeed  all  who  had 
been  examined,  had  concurred  in  hat 
opinion.  That  Committee  had  heard  from 
ail  the  witnesses  that  the  result  of  the  New 
Poor-law  had  been  the  reduction  of  rates^ 
the  prevention  of  peculation,  and  jobbing, 
and  the  substitution  for  an  irresponsible 
administration  of  a  responsible  direction, 
conducted  by  a  body  elected  by  the  rate- 
payers themselves.  It  had  been  said,  both 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham,  that  the  old 
Poor-laws  were  well  administered.  Now, 
what  had  been  the  object  of  the  New 
Poor-law  Bill  but  to  apply  to  all  the 
parishes  of  England ,  those  very  salutary 
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regulations  which  had  been   found  to  be 
necessary y  even  in  those  well-administered 
districts  to  which  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  alluded  ?     But  the  results  of  the  New 
Poor-law  Bill  were  not  confined  merely  to 
those  which  he  had  stated,  but  there  had 
been  also  an  improved  condition  in  the 
labouring  classes.     The  strongest  evidence 
had  been  afforded,  that  good  conduct,  in> 
dustry,  and  merit,  had  met  their  appro- 
priate  rewards — the  clearest  proof   had 
been  afforded  that  sound  and  wholesome 
relations    between     the     employer     and 
labourer,  which  previously  had  been  so 
rare  as  almost  to  become  matter  of  his- 
tory, were  now  under  the  New  Poor-laws 
rising  up  again.     There  was  also  reason 
to  believe,  that  the  condition  of  the  labour** 
ing  classes  had  not  only  morally  but  phy- 
sically improved,  and  that  they  had  now 
a  larger  amount  of  money  in  the  shape  of 
wagea  than  formerly  came  into  their  pos«» 
session  in  the  degrading  shape  of  pariah 
allowance.     There  was  proof  that  friendly 
societies,  which  had  been  on  the  decline 
previous  to  the  passing  of  the  bill,  had, 
since  the  bill  had  been  brought  into  effect, 
increased  both  in  the  number  of  their  con- 
tributors and  the  amount  of  the  contribu* 
tions,  and  this  fact  had  been  particularly 
shown  to  exist  in  the  counties  of  Kent 
and  of  Sussex.     Another  test  of  the  bene- 
ficial effects   of   the   New  Poor-law  was 
afforded   by   the    saving-banks  deposits, 
which  in   1837  had  increased  900,000/. 
upon  previous  years,    and  that  increase 
consisted  of  the  contributions  of  small 
contributors.      Again,  it  had  been  shown, 
that  while  the  purchase  of  the  necessaries 
of  life  had  increased,  the  expenditure  in 
beer-shops  and  other  places  of  a  similar 
character  had  decreased.     With  regard  to 
the  diet  he  could  only  say,  that  in  one 
union  in  the  country  with  which  he  was 
acquainted,  the  increase  of  the  allowance 
of  wine  to  the  old  and  infirm  in  the  work- 
bouses  had  been  greater  than  it  was  under 
the  old  system.     The  hon.  Member  for 
Durham  (Mr.  Liddell)  had  said, he  desired 
greater  powers  to  be  given  to  the  boards 
of  guardians,  and  that  relief  should  not 
be  confined  to  the  workhouses.     Now,  he 
was  not  aware  of  any  case  of  emergency 
having  been  refused,  but  whilst  he  believed 
that  the  test  of  the  workhouse  should  be 
strictly  attended  to,  yet  he  thought  there 
were  cases  in  which  that  test  might  pro- 
perly be  departed  from,  and  he  believed 
that  in  no  case  bad  that  departure  been 


negatived  by  the  Commissioners  in  London. 
However,  a  full  and  ample  inquiry  was 
now  going  on,  and  he  thought  the  propo- 
sition of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
would  rather  operate  against  those  very 
classes  whose  interests  he  was  most 
anxious  to  protect  and  preserve. 

Mr.  Daiiy  could  not  give  a  silent  vote 
on  this  occasion,  in  consequence  of  what 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Home 
Department  had  said  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Session,  when  he  (Mr.  Darby) 
had   said,   that  unless    there  was  some 
relaxation  in  the  system  of  r^ief  under 
the  new  law,  he  (Mr.  Darby)  should  be 
compelled  to  introduce  some  ameDdment 
Now,   the    noble    Lord    opposite    (Lord 
Howick)  had  said,  that  in  the  agricultorsl 
districts,  there  had  been  no  relaxatioii  of 
the  system  ;  if  that  had  not  been  the  case, 
he  confessed  himself  to  be  guilty  of  neg« 
lecting  to  do  that  which  he  had  promised 
to  do.     He  (Mr.  Darby)  was  prepared  to 
show,  that  there  had  been  a  relaxation  in 
the  country  districts.     He  did  not  com* 
plain  of  it,  on  the  contrary,  he  thooght 
that  the  Commissioners  had  iisedt  io  thai 
respect,  a  wise  discretion  ;  but  he  did  not 
think  it  right,  that  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  at  War,  should  keep  the  fact 
from  the  public  that  such  a  relaxation  had 
taken  place.     He   had   received  a  letter 
from  the  chairman  of  the  board  of  guard- 
ians for  the  union  of  Hailsham,  in  the 
county  of  Sussex,  stating  that  without 
some  relaxation  of  the  system  it  would  be 
impossible  to  go  on.     To  that  letter,  the 
Poor-law  Commissioners   had    answered, 
that  they  had  under  their  consideration 
the  letter  of  the  board  of  guardians,  sod 
that  they  regretted  to  learn,  that  owing  to 
the  severity  of  the  weather  men  had  been 
thrown  out  of  work,  and  that  their  fami- 
lies were  thereby   reduced  to  a  state  of 
destitution.     The  letter  went  on  to  sav, 
that  the  Commissioners  considered  with 
reference  to  those  circumstances  and  the 
state  of  the  workhouse,  that  ont-door  le- 
lief  might  be  temporarily  afforded.     This 
relaxation  had  been  the  reason  why  he 
had   not   brought    the    subject   forward, 
coupled  with  the  circumstance  that  the 
Poor-law   Committee    had    not   brought 
their  labours  to  a  close.     The  Commis- 
sioners had,  he  admitted,  allowed    that 
letter  to  be  communicated  to  other  dis» 
tricts  in  East  Sussex,  and  that  course  with 
that  permission   had  been  followed.     He 
believed  the  difficulty  of  the  new  law  bad 
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not  arisen  from   the  statute  the  43rd  of 
Eliaabetfa,  but  from  the  neglect  of  that 
statute.     He  admitted,  that  it  would  be 
difficult  to   return  to  that  system,  but  it 
was  strange  that  the  order  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  28th  of  July  wholly  re- 
pealed that  law,  and  instead  of  task-work 
gave  the  labourer  only  the  shelter  of  the 
workhouse.     Now,  this  part  of  the  new 
law   pressed   hard    upon   the  man   who, 
though  willing,  was  unable,  to  maintain 
himself  and  his  wife  and  children,  and  was 
obliged   to  enter  his  family  and  himself 
into  the  workhouse,  or  otherwise  no  relief 
would  be  afforded  him.     It  was  too  much 
for  tbe  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Howick) 
to  say,  that  a  workman  so  situated  need 
not  part  with  his  cottage  or  his  furniture  ; 
but  he  begged  to  know  how,  when  he  was 
deprived  of  the  means  of  earning  some- 
thing, in  consequence  of  his  confinement 
in  a  workhouse,  such  a  man  was  to  pay 
bis   rent?     He  would  not  return  to  the 
allowance  system,  but  he  thought  it  was 
worthy,  at  least,  of  consideration,  whether 
some  means  could  not  be  devised  to  aid  a 
man  who,  by  being  three  months  out  of 
the  twelve  in  want  of  employment,  might 
fall  into  distress,  without  sending  him  and 
bis  family  into  a  workhouse.     He  thought 
that   tbe  Commissioners  had,    by    their 
order  of  the  28th  of  July  last,  drawn  the 
string  too  tight,  and  he  only  hoped   it 
would  not  break.     He  had  one  curious 
passage  of  three  lines  from  Blackstone, 
which  had  anticipated  these  difficulties. 
That  passage,  after  speaking  of  the  43rd 
of  Elizabeth,  said,   **  that  the.  excellent 
scheme    of   employing    the    able-bodied 
labourers  having  been  departed  from,  we 
cannot  but  observe  what  a  miserable  shift 
and  low  expedient  it  was    for  them    to 
attempt  to  patch  the  flaws  thereby  occa- 
sioned.''    One  of  these  flaws  was  the  put- 
ting up  of  labourers  to  auction,  and  that 
was  illegal  even  under  the  old  law.     But 
the  question  for  the  House  to  decide  was, 
whether  they  would  get  rid  of  the  present 
law  or  not,  and  if  they  did,  what  was  the 
substitute  which  they  would  propose  in  its 
place.     He  would  ask  hon.  Members,  if 
the  House  repealed  this  law  to-morrow, 
in  what  situation  the  country  would  be 
placed?     The  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
at  War,  had  been  pleased  to  express  him- 
self in  terms  not  the  most  complimentai^ 
as  to  the  capacity  of  some  parties  who 
were  opposed  to  the  bill  tounderstand  its 
provision!.    It  was  possible  that  he  might 


not  be  able  to  take  so  correct  a  theoretical 
view  of  the  measure  as  the  noble  Lord, 
but  he  had  been  overseer,  he  had  been  a 
member  of  the  Quarter  Sessions,  and  he 
had  had  some  opportunity  of  seeing  how 
it  practically  worked.     He  must  say,  that 
he  considered  a  board  of  guardians  much 
better  calculated  for  carrying  out  the  act 
of  43rd  Elizabeth  than  an  overseer.    Give 
him  an  overseer  of  great    foresight   and 
firmness,  and  he  would  carry  the  provi- 
sions of  that  act  into  effect ;  but  if  a  small 
farmer  were  made  overseer,  and  were  nei- 
ther a  man  of  abilities  nor  firmness,  he 
would  soon  tell  those  who  asked  him  that 
he  could  not  carry  it  into  effect.     If  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham  would  bring 
forward  some  modification  of  the  present 
law,  he  promised  to  give  him  his  support, 
provided  that  modification  was  such  as  he 
could  approve.      It  had   been  said,  that 
wages  had  advanced  since  the  New  Poor* 
law  Act  had  passed,  and  that  in  the  south 
of  England  they  had  been  as  low  as  6s. 
a-week   before   that   measure  came  into 
operation.      Now,  he  could  only  say,  that 
as  far. as  his  recollection  went,  wages  had 
never  been  lower  than  from  lOs.  to  12«. 
a-week,  and  he  knew  that  there  had  been 
no  increase  of  wages  since  the  Poor-law 
Act  came  into  operation.     Again,  it  had 
been  said,  that  the  New  Poor«law  would 
raise  the  wages  of  the  labourers  by  giving 
increased  employment  for  their  children. 
But  the  real  question  was,  if  there  were 
so  many,  poor  children  of  the  labourers 
employed  as  would   compensate  for  the 
allowance   which   was  formerly  given  co 
each  labourer  under  the  old  system,  and 
which  was  now  taken  away.     So  far  as  his 
experience  went,  this  was  not  the  case. 
He  would,  however,  not  detain  the  House 
by  any  lengthened  observations   on    the 
details  of  the  measure,  but  anxious  as  he 
was,  and  determined  as  he  was,  to  give 
any  practicable  amendment  to  the  mea<« 
sure  his  support,  he,  at  the  same  tiniCi 
trusted  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
would  withdraw  his  motion.     Some  hon. 
Members  might  think  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oldhan  ought  not  to  withdraw  his 
motion,  but  he  should  like  to  see  some 
Member   who    understood   the    practical 
working  of  the  system  stand  up  and  say, 
whether  he  could  find  a  substitute  for  the 
present  Poor-law,  and  tell  the  House  in 
what  a  situation   the  country  would  be 
placed  if  this  act  were  repealed. 

Mr.  Hodges  said,  that  be  was  one  of 
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those  who  opposed  the  passing  of  the  new 
law,  and  nothing  had  since  passed  which 
had  induced  him  to  be  of  opinion  that 
he  had  then  formed  any  erroneous  views 
of  the  measure.     But  opposing  a  bill  was 
one  thing ;  the  measure  was  now  law,  and 
although  he  admitted,  and  not  only  ad- 
mitted but  declared,  that  there  was  a  great 
amount  of  distress  and  difficulty  arising 
out  of  the  new  law,  yet   he  could  not 
support  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oldham,  because   he   did  entertain  a 
hope  that  there  would  be  some  relaxation 
in  the  provisions  of  that  law.     He  also 
looked  with  more  hope   to  the   present 
Poor-law  Committee    than  to  the    last, 
andhesaw  in  that  Committee  adisposition 
to  inquire  most  thoroughly  into  the  oper- 
ation of  the  measure.    There  was  an  ob- 
servation or  two,  however,  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  at  War,  which  had 
excited  in  his  mind  some  surprise.     The 
noble    Lord   had,  as   it   seemed   to  him, 
uttered  an    imprudent  challenge  to    the 
hon.   Member    for    Oldham,   to  produce 
evidence  of  the  dissatisfaction  of  the  la- 
bourers with  the  present  Poor-law.     The 
noble   Lord  said    that   we  had   no  such 
scenes    now  as  took  place  in  1830;  but 
surely  that  was  not  the  only  evidence  of 
their  discontent.     The  way  to  prevent  the 
repetition  of  such  scenes  was  to  grant  to 
the  Committee  which  was  now  sitting  on 
this  Bill  every  facility  for  inquiring  into 
the  condition   of  the  persons  affected  by 
that  measure.     The  noble  Lord  had  also 
stated  that  under  the  old  law  a  system 
had  prevailed  of  employing  men  by  sitting 
them  up  to  auction.  He  could  assure  his 
noble  Friend,  that   something  very  like 
that  took  place  at  present.     He  would 
observe  too  that  under  the  present  system 
a  great  deal  more  was  paid  for  the  poor 
than  was  levied  by  rates.  In  many  parishes 
subscriptions  were  raised  for  soup,  clothes, 
and  money  for  the  poor ;  in  short,  making 
an  addition  to   the  rates,  which  caused 
the  benevolent  portion  of  the  inhabitants 
to  come  down  with  very  much  larger  sums 
than  they  paid  under  the  old  system.     In 
the  meanwhile  the  niggard lyiand  the  hard- 
hearted refused  to  bear  theirshare  of  thebur- 
den,  which  fell  with  double  weight  upon  the 
others.    Feeling,  however,  the  same  re- 
pugnance to  the  Bill  which  he  had  enter* 
tained  against  it  when  it  was  Brst  brought 
forward,  he  yet  doubted  whether  it  would 
be  the  wisest  course  now  to  repeal  the 
Act|  as  next  yes^  the  result  of  the  in- 


quiries of  the  Committee  would  be  before 
the  House,  and  they  could  then  come  to 
the  consideration  of  the   question    with 
much  greater  advantage  than  at  present 
Mr.  Harvey  remarked,  that  if,  on  the 
one  hand,  there  were  many  hon.  Members 
who,  like  himself,  felt  it  impossible,  at 
the  present  stage  of  the  inquiry,  to  give 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Meml>er   for  Old- 
ham their  instant  assent,  so,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  thought  that  it  would  be  obvious 
that  it  was  still  more  difficult  to  give  the 
motion  a  positive  negative,  more  especially 
after  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord.     The 
noble  Lord  had  given  small  or  rather  no 
encouragement  to  the  House  or  (o   the 
country  to  hope  that    the    GoTernment 
would,    in  the  slightest  degree,   relax  in 
their  attachment  to  this  Bill. — Over  and 
over  again  the  Government  asserted  that 
they  would  pin  their  fame  in  future  times 
upon   this  measure,    and   that,    however 
fruitful  in  errors  and  strong  in  weakness 
all  their  other  policy  might   have  been, 
they  would  yet  be  prepared  to  cast  to  the 
winds  every  other  pretension,  so  that  they 
might  be  recognised  by  posterity  as  the 
authors  of  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act. 
If  that  was  the  sentiment  with  which  this 
measure  was  regarded  by  the  Cabinet,  he 
admired  the  courage  with  which  the  noble 
Lord  avowed  and  adhered  to  it ;  but  when 
the  House  heard  from  the  noble  Lord  who 
was  now  taking  so  active  a  part  in  the 
Poor-law  Committee,  a  speech,  in   many 
parts  able,  and  ingenious  throughout,  he 
did  not  know  what  the  House  in  its  hopes, 
or  the  country  in  its  fears,  ought  to  ex- 
pect.    While,  however,  he  thoaght   that 
this  motion  should  not  be  met  by  a  direct 
negative,  he  participated  in  the  difficnhy 
felt  by  other  hon.  Members  as  to  giving  \x 
unqualified  support.     He  could  not,  for 
one,  exclude  from  his  recollection  the  fact, 
that  he  had  voted  for  the  Poor-law  Amend- 
ment Act,  and  he  did  so  from  a  feeling 
which  would  still  induce  him  to  couote- 
nance    many  of  its  provisions — namely, 
that  it  gave  protection  to  the  fruits  of  io* 
dustry,  and  acted  as  a  discouragement  to 
those  who   preferred  idleness  to   honest 
labour.     It  was  the  same  principle  which 
had  led  him  to  oppose  the  claims  of  the 
state  paupers,  and  of  all  those  who,  being 
able  to  find  work,  w^e  too  lazy  to  do  it. 
With    these    impressions    strong  in    his 
mind,  he  was  not  prepared  to  vote   for 
the  instant  and  unqualified  repeal  of  the 
law,  still  less  would  he  be  entrapped  iot^ 
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an  uoqualiBed  recognition  of  its  principle. 
He   should  therefore   move   the  previous 
question.     He  should,   however,  venture 
one  or  two  observations  on  the  debate.     It 
struck  him  as  a  singular  sentiment  coming 
from    a  Cabinet  Minister,  that  the  best 
evidence  of  the  content  of  the  country  with 
the  measure  was  to  be  found  in  the  ab- 
sence of  extraordinary  violence  and  inti- 
midating   rebellion.       The    noble    Lord 
called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
state  of  the  country  in  1830;  to  the  ex- 
asperated peasantry,  at  that  period  con- 
gregating in  frightful  thousands,  and  me- 
nacing  the  Government  with    violence ; 
and  because  they  found  that  the  people 
were  now  talcing  a   sober  view  of  their 
rights,  and,  relying  on  the  kindness  and 
consideration  of  a  reformed  Parliament, 
were   loading   their  table  with  petitions, 
signed  by  multitudes,  they  were  asked  to 
infer  that  no  real  difficulty,  no  discontent 
was  to  be  found  in  the  working  of  this 
measure.     Strange  presumption,  bespeak- 
ing total  ignorance  of  the  feelings  of  the 
people.     The  noble   Lord   had   also  en- 
deavoured to  establish  a  principle  which 
was  entirely  at  variance  with  the  experi- 
ence of  every  individual,  and  also  with  the 
testimony   given  on  the  subject    before 
the  Poor-law  Committee — namely,  that  the 
working  classes  were  in  an  improved  condi- 
tion. Now,  he  would  appeal  to  every  Gentle- 
man jn   the   House  who  was  connected 
with   the  industrious  classes,    either    in 
manufactures  or  in  agriculture,  to  stand 
up  in  his  place  and  say,  whether  he  be- 
lieved that  they    were  receiving    wages 
equal  to  those  which  they  obtained  anterior 
to  the  period  when  this  Bill  passed.     No- 
thing could  be  more  at  variance  with  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Committee.     It 
was   established    by   hosts  of   witnesses, 
farmers,  and  workmen,  that  before  the  bill 
came  into  operation,  persons  who  were 
receiving  eight  or  nine  shillings  a- week  at 
wa((es,  at  the  same  time  received  from  the 
parish  money  or  meal,  according  to  the 
number  of  their  families,  to  the  amount 
of  from  Bve  to  ten  shillings  a- week,  and 
that  since  the  passing  of  that  law  an  able- 
bodied  man  was  not  receiving  more  than 
eight  or  ten  shillings  a- week  wages,  while 
he  was   entirely  excluded  from  all  paro- 
chial aid.     Could  the  noble  Lord  conceive 
it  possible,  after 2,000,000/.  or  3,000,000/. 
had  been  abstracted  from  the  funds  for- 
merly applied  to  the  support  of  the  poor, 
that  this  diminution  could  have  no  mate- 


rial influence  on  their  comforts  and  condi- 
tion?    But  then  they  were  told  (hat  at 
the  end  of  the   next  Session   this    Act 
would  expire,  when  it  would  be  the  pro- 
vince of  the  Government  to  introduce  a 
new    measure.      But    when     that   time 
arrived,  in  what  way  was  the  House  lo 
proceed  ?     Were  they  to  legislate  on  the 
opinions  of  private  individuals,   or  were 
they  to  be  governed  by  evidence  collected 
from  all  parts  of  the  country,  disinterest- 
edly and  diligently  collected  ?     As  far  as 
regarded   the  evidence  given   before   the 
last   Poor-law    Committee,    it    was    not 
entitled   to  the  least  consideration ;  and 
although  he  was  not  able  to  deny,  not 
having  acted  upon  it,  that  an  improved 
spirit  prevailed  in  the  present  Committee, 
yet  when   he  called  to  mind  that  there 
had  been  already  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
House  six  successive  reports   from  that 
Committee,and  that  those  reports  embraced 
the  evidence  of  one  man — and  that  man  a 
Poor-law  Commissioner.  He  would  ven tu  re 
to  ask,of  what  avail  could  be  such  testimony  ? 
We  had  had  enough,  and  to  spare,  of  this 
class    of  evidence.      What  the    country 
wanted  was,  that  an   inquiry  should  be 
made  among   those    persons  who  could 
alone  tell  the  real  effect  of  the  measure. 
A  Committee  had  sat  to  inquire  into  the 
condition  of  the  hand-loom  weavers,  and 
volumes  of  its  reports  had  been  presented, 
which  it  would  require  the  strength  of  a 
more  than  ordinary  pauper  to  wield — and 
now  a  commission  was  going  forth  to  make 
another  inquiry.     Why  not    adopt    the 
same  course,  and  empower  the  Commis- 
sioners of  inquiry  into  the  state  of  the 
hand-loom  weavers  to  inquire    into    the 
working  of  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act  ? 
Or,  if  it  was  thought  that  this  would  be 
too  largely  extending  their  labours,  why 
not  appoint  a  commission  on  purpose  ?     U 
the  commissioners  visited  the  counties  of 
Norfolk,  Suffolk,  and  Essex,  they  would 
be  witnesses  of  harrowing  scenes  of  misery, 
which  would  afford  a  complete  answer  to 
the  delineations  of  content  and  happiness 
produced  by  the  measure,  in   which  the 
noble  Lord  had  so  largely  indulged.     The 
evidence  of  the  Poor-law  Commissioner, 
Gulson,  referred  to  the  working  of  the 
system  in  the  town  of  Nottingham.  Now, 
the  real  evils  of  the  Bill  were  not  to  be 
traced  in  large  towns.     The  circumstance 
of  60,000  or  80,000  persons  being  brought 
together  within  a  circumference  of  four  or 
five  miles,  presented  many  advantages  for 
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the  working  of  this  measure,  which  were 
not  to  be  found  in  the  rural  districts,  and 
it  was  a  great  fallacy  to  confound  these 
different  scenes  of  operation.  In  large 
towns,  embracing  many  parishes,  such  as 
Colchester,  for  instance,  an  union  might 
be  effected  advantageous  to  the  payers  of 
rates,  and  to  those  relieved.  In  that  town, 
there  were  sixteen  parishes,  and  it  was 
absurd  to  say  there  ought  to  be  sixteen 
distinct  parish  workhouses,  with  separate 
officers.  But  the  case  was  far  different  in 
country  districts,  where  the  population  was 
scattered  over  a  wide  surface;  the  work- 
house in  the  centre  of  a  district  extending 
in  opposite  directions^  perhaps  ten  miles, 
to  reach  which  a  miserable  supplicant  for 
relief  might  be  compelled  to  walk,  to  and 
fro,  twenty  miles.  It  was  this  circum- 
stance that  preyed  so  heavily  on  their 
feelings,  and  led  them  to  view  the  measure 
with  deep  and  just  abhorrence.  This  was 
an  evil  which  called  aloud  for  redress. 
Then,  again,  it  was  maintained,  that  the 
wages  of  the  working  classes  had  im- 
proved. Now,  nothing  could  be  more 
opposed  to  the  truth  than  this  statement, 
and  well  the  landlords  knew  it.  Was  it 
not  their  boast  and  secret  congratulation 
that  the  Poor-law  Bill  had  saved  them 
nearly  four  millions  sterling  per  annum  ; 
and  in  what  way  did  this  substantial 
saving  to  them  relieve  or  improve  the  con- 
dition of  the  industrious  classes.  But  no 
one  who  has  read  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Committee  last  year,  or  appeals 
to  his  own  experience,  will  assert  that  the 
able-bodied  labourer  is  receiving  the  same 
amount  of  wages.  The  principle  upon 
which  the  new  Act  proceeded  was,  that 
nothing  but  indigence  of  the  extremest 
caste  constituted  a  claim  to  relief.  That 
principle  it  was  found  impossible  rigidly 
to  adhere  to  in  practice.  Let  the  House 
remember  that  it  was  entirely  owing  to  the 
meritorious  labours  of  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Oldham,  and  to  the  discus- 
sions which  had  taken  place  in  that  House, 
that  the  labouring  classes  had  been  par- 
tially relieved  from  the  cruel  regulations 
which  had  been  proclaimed  from  Somerset 
House.  And  even  now,  it  is  only  where 
the  masses  become  formidable,  that  the 
law  is  relaxed,  while  in  the  rural  districts 
the  same  stern  severity  is  observed.  The 
relaxation  of  the  rule  prohibiting  out-door 
relief,  is  the  exception,  and  then  only  when 
fear  intimates  the  prudence  of  so  doing. 
Ifj  indeed,  it  be  otherwise,  let  the  noble 


Lord  so  say.  Let  it  be  once  clearly  under- 
stood that  the  Poor-law  guardians  have 
the  power^  and  that  in  cases  of  temporary 
distress  amongst  honest  and  indastrious 
able-bodied  labourers,  out-door  relief  may 
be  given  ;  in  short,  that  generosity  and 
kindness  were  to  be  the  ruling  principle 
of  assistance,  and  much,  very  much,  of  the 
hostility  which  now  prevails  against  this 
Act  would  quickly  subside.  Again,  the 
powers  of  the  Commissioners  must  be 
restricted.  Was  it  proper  that  an  instita- 
tiou  of  this  description  should  exist,  so 
unconstitutional  in  its  combinations,  so 
oppressive  in  its  authority,  so  irresponsible 
in  all  its  decrees  as  the  dictatorial  central 
board  by  which  the  entire  Poor-law  system 
was  managed  ?  The  opponents  of  this 
law  would  be  greatly  disarmed  of  their 
hostility  if  the  Poor-law  guardians  throsgb- 
out  England  were  vested  with  the  due 
discretionary  power  as  to  the  administra- 
tion of  relief.  The  great,  the  decided 
error  in  the  machinery  of  this  Bill,  was  the 
peculiar  constitution  of  the  board  of  Com- 
missioners sitting  in  Somerset  Honse, 
vested,  as  they  were,  with  an  original  and 
absolute  authority,  and  not  sitting  at  a 
board  of  appeal.  Their  authority  was  so 
extensive,  that  they  had  the  power,  not 
only  of  confirming,  but  originating,  laws  of 
the  most  stringent  nature;  a circamstaoce, 
perhaps,  of  all  others  the  most  repulsive 
to  the  feelings  of  ail  those  who  objected  to 
the  unconstitutional  nature  of  this  tribo- 
nal.  It  appeared  to  be  the  delight  of 
those  men  to  speculate  upon  the  minimum 
of  human  subsistence,  and  they  maintained 
that  a  labouring  man,  with  a  wife  and 
four  children,  could  subsist  decently  apon 
9s.  a- week,  or  1^.  Sd,  per  head.  Ad 
illustration  of  the  fallacy  of  this  heartless 
calculation  had  lately  been  given  in  the 
will  of  a  noble  Lord,  whose  enornoas 
wealth  repudiated  the  notion  that  he  was 
too  indulgent  to  luxurious  habits.  The 
noble  Lord  (Eidon)  had  actually  be- 
queathed 8/.  a-year  for  the  support  of  a 
favourite  dog,  being  upwards  of  3s. 
a-week,  or  double  the  allowance  asserted 
to  be  sufficient  for  the  support  of  an  able- 
bodied  hard-working  man.  Now,  were 
the  admirers  of  the  Poor-law  Act  prepared 
to  say,  that  a  brute  dog  was  worthy  of 
better  fare,  than  two  human  beings.  It 
was  his  (Mr.  Harvey's)  conviction ».  that 
some  efficient  measures  must  be  adofttc-*] 
for  raising  the  rate  of  wages.  He  bad 
often  before  observed,  that  the  Poor-law 
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Act  and  the  Corn-law  Act  could  not  co- 
exist in  this  country.     According  to  the 
existing    system,    they    depreciated    the 
value  of  agricultural  labour  when  converted 
into  corn — the  sole  food  of  the  poor.    The 
necessary  consequence  of  that  system  was 
to  raise  the  price  of  bread ;  and  how*  he 
would  ask,  could  a  labourer,  situated  as 
he  had  before  described,  with  a  wife  and 
four  children,  support  them,  even    with 
bread,  upon  such  scanty  wages  as  they 
now  received  ?     It  had  been  his  fortune  to 
attend  before  a  Committee  of  the  House^ 
before  which  a  labourer  was  produced  as 
a  witness,  whose  tottering  condition,  the 
consequence  of  deficient  food,  had  ren- 
dered it  necessary  to  provide  him  with  a 
chair    while    giving   his    evidence.     The 
wages  of  this  poor  man  were  no  more  than 
85.,  and  out  of  this  miserable  sum  he  was 
obliged  to  support    a    wife    and    several 
children.     It  was  only  at  rare    intervals 
that  the  wife  had  it  in  her  power  to  in- 
dulge in  her  favourite  beverage  of  tea ;  and 
the  sustenance  of  the  whole  family  was  of 
the  most  meagre   description.     This  was 
but  one  instance  out  of  many.     By  exist- 
ing laws,  and  the  pressure  of  cruelly  un- 
equal taxation,  the  poor  man  was  stripped 
of  4s.  out  of  every  1  Os.     If  the  appeals  of 
the  friends  of  the  working  classes  in  that 
House  were  unheeded,  the  attention  of  the 
working  community  out    of   the    House 
would  be    strenuously  and    strongly  di- 
rected towards  the    subject.      And   then 
they  would  speak  with  a  voice  of  power 
and    moral  energy  for  which  some  hon. 
Members  might  perhaps  wish  to  see  sub- 
stituted turbulent  opposition  and  insurrec- 
tionary movements.     This  was  a    course 
into  which  they  were  too  wise  to  be  en- 
trapped.    While  they  perfectly  knew  their 
strength,  they  had  the  sagacity  to  exert  it, 
at  the  fittest  time  and  in  the  best  way.  As 
regarded  the  motion  before  the  House,  for 
the  reasons  already  stated,  he  conceived  it 
to  be  his  duty  to  move  the  previous  ques- 
tion ;  because,  while,  upon  the  one  hand, 
a  Committee  was  sitting,  and  a  motion 
pending  upon  the  part  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Finsbury,  for  a  commis- 
sion to  inquire  into  the  actual  working  of 
this  measure,  he  felt  it  was  injurious  to 
the  real  interests  of  the  industrious  classes, 
to  vote  for  the  instant  and  unconditional 
repeal  of  the  Act ;  and  still  more  did  he  de- 
precate the  attempt  of  drawing  the  House 
into  an  unqualified  approval  ofits principles. 
He  would  persevere  in  his  motion. 


Lord  John  Russell  hoped,  the  House 
would  not  adopt  the  manner  recommended 
by  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down  of  disposing  of  the  original  motion  • 
No  consideration  that  the  Committee  was 
now  sitting — no  consideration  that  future 
inquiry  might  be  made— ^ught  to  prevent 
the  House  from  coming  to  a  decision  upon 
a  point  upon  which  he  thought  the  House 
was  fully  and  sufficiently  informed — 
namely,  whether  the  New  Poor-law  should 
be  totally  and  absolutely  repealed.  He 
must  say,  he  thought  it  a  matter  of  great 
satisfaction  to  the  defenders  of  that  Act, 
after  the  unmeasured  terms  which  had 
been  used  against  it,  more  especially  at 
those  meetings  at  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said,  there  had  been 
no  threatening  on  the  part  of  the  multi« 
tude,  but  where,  at  the  same  time,  every 
kind  of  exciting  language  had  been  used 
— he  did  think,  after  all  these  at- 
tempts, and  after  all  such  evidence  as  could 
be  collected  had  been  presented  to  that 
House,  the  time  was  now  come  when 
they  might  say  whether  they  were  pre- 
pared to  decide  that  the  Poor-law  Amend- 
ment Act  should  or  should  not  be  repealed. 
He  would  be  no  party  to  holding  out  to 
the  country,  if  this  question  were  now  put 
off,  that  any  decision  to  which  the  Poor- 
law  Committee  could  come,  or  of  which 
they  had  any  prospect,  would  be  at  all 
liable  to  lead  to  the  repeal  of  that  law, 
or  to  any  alteration  of  its  main  provisions. 
And  he  must  also  say,  that  although 
many  of  the  charges  which  were  made 
against  that  law  seemed  to  have  been 
abandoned,  yet  those  who  had  lately 
attacked  it,  had  attacked  it  on  grounds 
different  from  those  they  had  formerly 
advanced  —  namely,  that  it  took  away 
from  the  able-bodied  labourer,  while  not 
in  the  receipt  of  wages,  the  power  of  get- 
ting an  allowance  for  his  family.  Last 
year  they  had  been  told,  that  the  chief 
pressure  was  upon  the  aged  ;  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to-night  attacked  it  on  adifferent 
account.  The  question  mooted  last  year, 
and  partly  this^  was,  that  although  the 
hill  might  be  applicable  to,  and  work 
beneficially  for,  the  agricultural  districts, 
yet  it  was  totally  inapplicable  to  towns  and 
manufacturing  populations.  The  hon. 
Member,  nevertheless,  now  said,  it  worked 
well  in  towns,  and  that  it  ought  to  he  re- 
pealed as  regarded  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts. While  accusations  of  so  shifting  a 
character  were  afloat  —  accusations  which 
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were  hardly  ever  brought  forward  wUhouta 
great  deal  of  exaggeration  and  mixed  with 
a  great  deal  of  matter  which  did  not  pro- 
perly belong  to  the  question — it  was 
proper  for  the  House  to  declare  whether 
it  would  sanction  or  rebut  the  charges 
made  against  the  present  law.  He  would 
read  to  the  House  an  extract  from  a  news- 
paper with  regard  to  the  expectations 
entertained  in  reference  to  this  motion. 
His  own  opinion  was,  that  the  excitement 
which  had  been  got  up  in  the  north  was 
altogether  artificial ;  and  that  the  persons 
concerned  in  endeavouring  to  excite  a 
feeling  of  hostility  to  the  new  poor-law, 
did  noty  altogether,  amount  to  a  dozen, 
neither  respectable  in  point  of  circum- 
stances or  intelligence.  They  had  in- 
vited delegates  from  the  north  and  other 
parts  of  the  country  to  attend  meetings,  at 
which  the  people  no  doubt  assembled, 
through  curiosity,  to  hear  the  harangues 
of  Mr.  Oastler,  Mr.  Stephens,  and  Mr. 
Feargus  O'Connor  The  result  was,  that  a 
meeting  of  delegates  took  place  at  Man- 
chester, which  he  believed  was  not  very  nu- 
merouslyattended.  Atthismeetingthemost 
exciting  language  was  used.  The  noble 
Lord  read  an  extract  from  some  neves- 
paper  stating  that  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  for  the  repeal  of  the 
poor-law  act  was  to  be  introduced  on  the 
20th  ;  that  it  would  be  strenuously  sup- 
ported by  the  South  Lancashire  Poor-law 
Association,  which  bad  been  engaged  for 
some  months  in  spreading  tracts  to  show 
the  injustice  of  the  Poor-law  Act  and  that 
their  efforts  had  been  generally  attended 
with  conviction  to  the  minds  of  the  people, 
that  the  law  was  repugnant  to  the  first 
rights  which  they  derived  under  the  Bri- 
tish coiistitution.  He  would  not  read  to 
the  House  the  violent  language  which  had 
been  used  in  support  of  the  resolutions 
proposed  at  this  meeting.  The  resolu- 
tions, themselves,  three  in  number,  were 
to  the  effect,  that  the  act  recently  passed, 
called  the  poor-law  amendment  act,  had 
repealed  all  the  wise,  and  humane  provi- 
sions of  the  43rd  of  Elizabeth,  and  had 
taken  away  the  rate  payer's  control  over 
the  funds  and  the  management  of  his  own 
affairs ;  that  under  this  new  system  the 
poor  were  subjected  to  a  most  tyrannical 
system,  by  confinement  in  large  prisons, 
by  separation  of  husband  from  wife,  by 
difficulties  thrown  in  the  way  of  relief, 
and  that  its  effects  were  to  increase  child 
murder,  female  suicide,    and   death  by 


starvation.    This  was  the  statement  made 
at  the  meeting  of  the  delegates^  collected 
after  months  of  agitation  on  the  part  of  the 
opponents  of  the  new  poor-law,  and  such 
were  the  consequences  which  they  stated 
to  have  resulted  from  that  act.   They  sent 
up   a  petition  to  that  House,  signed  by 
many,   no  doubt,  who  sincerely  believed 
that  such  really  was  the  result  of  the  law  ; 
and  yet,  when  the  question  came  under 
consideration,  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber, one  of  its  chief  opponents^  proposed, 
that   the    representatives  of    the  people 
should  give  no  decision  on  it.     Justice  to 
the  individuals  who  took  this  view  of  the 
subject  required  that  the  House  should 
declare  whether  it  sanctioned  tlieir  de- 
scription of  a  law  now  in  operation,  and 
by  which  the  country  was  now  governed. 
If  the  House  agreed  in  that  description  of 
the  law,  let  it  not  lose  a  moment  in  re- 
pealing it.    If,  on  the  contrary,  the  House 
were  of  opinion  that  it  should  still  remain 
the  law  of  the  land,  let  it  not  deprive  those 
by  whom  it  was  to  be  carried  into  opera* 
tion,  of  the  moral  force  which  was  neces- 
sary for  that  purpose  by  withholding  the 
expression  of  its  approbation.     After  the 
able  speech  of  his  noble  Friend,  as  to  the 
general  effect  of  the  law,  he  would  not 
enter  into  details.      It  appeared  to  hiai» 
however,    that    notwithstanding    all  the 
descriptions     which      had     been    given 
of  the    law,  and  although  it  contained 
many  provisions,  yet  that  it  was  far  more 
simple  in  its  principle  than  was  generally 
understood  or  considered.    The  poor-law 
of  Elizabeth  decided  that  certain  persons 
infirm  and  impotent,  should  be  relieved, 
and  that  able-bodied  persons  should  be 
set  to  work.     A  subsequent  law,  the  9th 
of  George  1st,  decided  that  certain  per- 
sons who  it  had  declared  should  receive 
relief,  should  be  put  upon  the   list,   but 
that  the  parishes  united  together  shonld 
have  the  power  of  erecting  poor  houses, 
and  employing  them   there,  and  that  if 
they  refused  the  relief  given,  under  such 
circumstances,  they  should  be  struck  off 
the  list.    These  two  acts  of  Elizabeth  and 
George  1st  taken  together,  constituted  the 
main  body  of  the  law  under  the  present 
act.    The  latter  law  was  changed  in  1796 
by  another  law,  departing  from  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  former,  but  which  he  thought 
they  had  done  very  well  to  repeal  in  ld34> 
The  main  body  of  the  present  law  to  be 
carried  into  effect  was,  however,  contained 
in  these  two  acts,  and  what  they  had  done 
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by  the  poor-law  amendment  act  was  merely 
to  say  that  there  sboold  be  a  better  means 
of    carrying  those  acts    into  operation. 
And  whereas  the  power  of  giving  or  re- 
fusing   relief,    the   administration  under 
vestries,  the  separating  of  parishes  accord- 
ing to  the  decision  of  a  single  magistrate, 
had  led  to  great  and  mischievous  abuses, 
they  thought  it  better  that  there  should 
be  unions  of  parishes,  and  representative 
guardians  for  a  number  of  parishes  to- 
gether, who  would  consult  with  reference  to 
the  state  of  the  neighbourhood,  and  be  able 
to   decide  as  to » the  cases  of  individuals 
ifrith  reference  to  their  general  condition. 
They  had  moreover  thought  it  better  that 
there  should  be  three  Commissionerssitting 
in  London,  with  the  power  to  lay  down 
rules  for  the  guidance  of  the  guardians. 
Those  guardians,  when  cases  arose  where 
it  might  be  necessary  to  afford  relief,  had 
the  benefit  of  the  views  of  the  board  in 
London,  wbieh  acted,  not  in  opposition  to, 
but  in  accordance  and  co*opejration  with, 
the  country  boards.     It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  whole  of  this  Poor-law  Amend- 
ment Act  contained  little  else  than  what 
he  had   stated,  and  that  a  great  deal  of 
what  was  said  about  the  tyranny    and 
cruelty  of  the  rules  to  be  carried  into  effect 
by  the  Commissioners,  was  not  only  ex- 
ceedingly  exaggerated,   but   completely 
erroneous.    One  of  these  rules  had  been 
made  use  of  on  the  hustings  and  elsewhere 
as  a  verv  popular  and  exciting  topic — be 
meant  the  separation  of  the  husband  and 
wife  in  the  workhouse.   Now,  in  reference 
to  that  point,Met  him  ask,  was  it  a  scheme 
first  thought  of  in   1834P     In  those  very 
extracts,  collected  by  the  Commissioners 
of  inquiry  before  the  Act  passed,  it  was 
stated,  that  in  the  Liyerpool  workhouse  the 
separation  of  husband  and  wife  had  al- 
ready been  effected.    There  was  another 
case  which  he  was  only  told  of  in  conver- 
sation, but  which  he  nevertheless  believed 
to  be  true,  namely,  that  there  was  a  parish 
in  London   the  guardians  of  which  had 
resisted  the  intrcndnction  of  the  Poor-law 
Amendment    Act.     They    went   to  the 
King's  Bench,  stated  their  case  to  the 
judges,  who  decided  that  they  were  free 
from  the  operatk>n  of  that  act.  They  were 
asked  whether  the  husband  was  separated 
from  his  wife  in  the  workhouse,  and  they  re- 
plied "  certainlv»  that  such  had  always  been 
the  case,  and  that  they  could  not  think  of 
any  thing  so.  improper  as  to  admit  them  to 
remain  together :  and  yet  although  that 
VOL.  XL.    {JSH} 


had  been  the  case  in  every  large  and  well 
regulated  workhouse  throughout  the  coun- 
try, an  outcry  was  raised  against  the  New 
Poor-law  as  if  it  were  contrary  to  the  law 
of  nature  and  the  laws  of  God.  He  did 
not  wish  to  go  into  the  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion. He  was  ready  to  admit  that  some 
modification  of  the  system  might  be  re- 
quired in  certain  cases,  and  in  particular 
parishes,  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  experience  of  the  Com* 
missioners,  to  which  he  was  disiposed  to 
trust,  would  enable  them  to  remedy  the 
evil.  His  belief  was,  and  every  conversa- 
tion he  had  with  them  he  was  the  more 
thoroughly  convinced,  that  they  under- 
stood fully  the  nature  of  the  duty  imposed 
upon  them — that  they  wished  to  perform 
that  duty  with  the  most  humane  reeling; 
and  that  no  assistance  which  others  might 
give  them  could  more  effectually  enable 
them  to  discharge  that  duty  well,  than 
their  own  intelligence  and  humanity. 

Sir  R.  Peel  was  not  about  to  enter  into 
the  consideration  of  the  question,  but  he  felt 
bound  to  state  how  and  upon  what  grounds 
he  intended  to  vote.  He  intended  to  give  a 
direct  negative  to  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham,  and  he  could 
not  consent  to  vote  for  the  proposition  just 
made  to  the  House  by  thehon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  on  his  left,  namely,  that  thb 
question  should  not  be  put,  and  that  Par- 
liament should  express  no  opinion  on  it. 
When  he  recollected  that  four  years  since 
there  was  an  universal  impression  on  the 
part  of  Parliament  and  on  the  part  of  the 
country  that  the  mode  of  administering 
relief  then  in  existence  was  pregnant  with 
the  most  injurious  consequences,  that  it 
was,  in  point  of  fact,  destroying  property, 
and  that,  in  the  destruction  of  property, 
they  were  doing  most  irreparable  injury  to 
the  poor,  inasmuch  as  it  was  not  merely 
property  itself  that  was  injured,  but  that, 
by  the  mode  of  its  appropriation  they  were 
relaxing  all  the  springa  of  industry,  and 
holding  out  a  temptation  to  idleness ;  when 
he  recollected  that  Parliament,  with  the 
universal  consent  of  the  country,  had  de- 
termined to  make  a  g^reat  experiment  for 
the  purpose  of  recovering  the  country 
from  that  state  of  things,  he  thought  it 
would  not  now  be  either  fair  or  candid  on 
the  part  of  Parliament  to  refuse  to  pro- 
nounce an  opinion  as  to  whether  that  ex- 
periment should  be  adhered  to  or  not.  He 
did  believe  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  made  the  first   proposition,  in  com- 
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pelling  a  dectiios  <ni  this  question,  would 
GO  more  to  eitabUah  the  Poor-law  Act, 
and  to  euture  its  satisfactory  operation,  by 
eliciting  the  expressedjdetermination  of,  he 
hoped,  a  large  majonty  of  that  House,  to 
ofmold  its  principle;  that  the  hon.  Gen*- 
tleman  would  thereby  be  doing  more  t«^ 
wards  benefiting  the  principle,  and  towards 
the  satisfactory  operation  of  the  measure 
itself,  than  any  combination  between  the 
Ministry  and  Opposition  could  effect ;  be* 
cause,  in  point  of  fact,  while  the  country 
was  in  doubt  as  to  the  intention  of  Parlia- 
ment, no  system  could  be  satisfactory.  In 
his  own  part  of  the  country,  doubts  had 
been  entertained  as  to  the  propriety  of  en- 
larging the  workhouses,  arising  from  the 
expectation  that  a  motion  would  be  made 
in  Parliament  for  the  repeal  of  the  law  ; 
and  while  those  doubts  were  entertained— 
whether  it  were  intended  to  adhere  to  the 
present,  or  revert  to  the  old  system-^-they 
would  prevent  the  satisfactory  operation  of 
the  law.  He  therefore,  rejoiced  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  taken  the  means  of 
provoking  a  decision.  A  Ck>mmittee  was 
now  sitting  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
whether,  consistently  with  the  maintenance 
of  the  principle,  it  would  be  proper  to 
make  anv  lelaxation  in  the  present  mea- 
sure. Iiierefore,  while  they  maintained 
the  principle  of  the  existing  Poor-law  it 
would  be  perfectly  competent  for  them  to 
mpiy  individiial  femedies  to  partjcnlar 
evils^  if  they  ihoiild  be  satisfied  upon  the 
evidence  tann  before  that  Committee  that 
there  were  grounds  for  an  alteration.  But 
an  alteration  in  the  details  of  a  law  was  a 
veijr  different  question  firom  the  mainten- 
ance of  an  existing  system.  When  they 
were  told  that  abuses  existed  in  the  ad« 
ministration  ofthe  Poor-lawatpresent,liow, 
he  would  ask,  could  they  hope  to  see.  that 
great  experiment;  which  necessity  had  com- 
pelled them  to  make,  carried  into  opera- 
tion without  cases  of  abuse  and  individual 
hardship  ?  It  would  be  a  perfect  nurade, 
and  contrary  to  the  ordinary  ooune  of 
humanaflRurs^  to  recover  from  evils,  4nch 
as  those  in  which  the  previous  system 
was  involved,  without  having  individual 
eases  of  grievance,  which  they  miriit 
deeply  lament,  but  to  which  it  was  q\U 
ficult  to  Apply  A  reniedy.  He  understood, 
that  the  Committee  was  appointed  with  a 
view  to  ascertain  whether  they  could,  con- 
sistently with  the  maintenance  of  the 
principle,  relet  ant  of  the  provisibna  of 
the  present  Poor-uiw  Act.    But  on  the 


whole  he*  was  bound  to  saf  ,  coneidcring 
the  magnitude  of  the  experinKDt,  vrbidi 
was  only  four  years  under  trial,  it  vans  as 
satisfoctory  as  any  man  could  expect; 
uid  under  these  circumstancea,  bsliiwring 
it  to  be  absolutdy  necessarv,  not  to  save 
the  property  of  the  rich  (ror  dwt  svaa  a 
subordinate  part  of  the  qucitiottf,  boi  to 
elevate  the  moral  condition  of  tbe  Ubov- 
ing  poor,  and  to  invigorate  the  qpringa  of 
industry,  so  fhr  as  Uie  Bill  wenfr— oad  it 
was  not  to  be  expected  that  a  woodctM 
chan^  should  be  made  in  four  yearn— tk 
experiment  was  satisfactory.  }£t  tlmogbt, 
that  there  was  a  gradually  incraasiag  do> 
maud  for  honest  labour,  and  that  be  hod  a 
right  to  anticipate,  that  the  ultimate  con- 
sequence of  this  law  wonM  be  aa  in- 
creased reward  for  indostry.  He  was 
therefore  of  opinion,  that  it  wonkL  be  die- 
creditable  to  Parliament  to  hold  ont  a 
hope  or  apprehension,  as  it  would  be  to 
many,  that  the  ancient  system  wonM  be 
reverted  to.  He  thou^t,  too,  if  they  did 
so,  that  those  gentlemen  threngboot  the 
country  who  hiul  adhered  to  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  and  who  had  thevelnf  aubjeolcd 
themselves  to  obloquy,  would  nave  a  fivr 
right  to  cast  Uame  upon,  and  on  any  le- 
tu  re  occasion  veAise  to  trust  to  the  ftiMi  of. 
Parliament,  or  to  couoperate  vrith  then  in 
the  furtherance  of  any  law  which  they 
miffht  deem  necessary  to  enact. 

Mr.  Fieldenp  in  veplyt  was  voder- 
stood  to  say,  that  the  oobk  Lotd  bad 
stated,  that  he  had  no  objectiomi  to 
the  Bill,  or  at  least  that  he  did  not 
understand  his  ob|ectkins.  Now  he  (Mr. 
Fielden)  bad  repeatedly  stated,  that  he 
ol]jected  to  the  principle  of  the  BiU,  lo 
nearly  the  whole  of  its  details,  and  to  die 
machinery  with  which  it  had  been  oanisd 
out.  He  had  endeavouvad  to  show  the 
pemidotts  working  of  the  new  law,  and 
also  that  the  old  PoorJaw,  when  IWrly 
carried  out,  was  better  administered  than 
the  new  Act.  None  of  his  obfectiotts  to 
the  new  law  had  been  removed  by  ihe 
speeches  of  the  noUe  Lords  and  other 
Members  who  eopported  it ;  on  Ae  eon- 
trary,  his  didike  to  the  measure  had,  if 
possible,  been  increased  by  the  tone  of  the 
debate.  [Crie^  of  **Dmden  Hon. 
Members  might  attempt  to  ahooi  him 
down,  but  he  Wonld  tol  them,  that^  al* 
though  theytefosed  to  listen  to  him,  there 
were  other  means  of  nnking  theos  kam 
what  were  the  fhelmgs  of  the  pc^de  on 
sulqect,   not   onl]^  in  the  mannfoo* 
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tttTing  dtstriott,  bat  ako  in  tbe  other  parte 

of  the  country.    The  working  datses  in 

Kng^and  vrere,  b^'firmW  believed,  tbe  best 

people  in  tbe  world ;  tbey  worked  harder 

than  any  other  people,  and  were  the  roost 

neglected   and  the  worst  requited  class ; 

and  it  waa  chiefly  in  consequence  of  the 

penu^aone  openrtton   of  the  measure  on 

wages  that  he  wished  for  the  repeal  of  this 

law.     He  had  done  all  in  his  power  to  get 

rid  of  this  measure,  and  the  responsibility 

of  continuing  it  would  rest  with  the  noble 

liord  fluid  his  colleagues. 

The  House  divided  on  the  previous 
question : — Ayes  321 ;  Noes  13 :  Majority 
308. 

The  Home  again  divided  on  the  question 
that  leav«  be  given  to  bring  in  the  Bill  :-— 
Ajes  17 ;  Noes  309  :  Majority  292. 

Listof  the  Ayes* 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Aclsad,  T.P. 

Adam,  Sir  C. 
AgUonby,  H.  A. 
Aglionby,  Major 
Atnswonh,  P. 
Alsager,  Captain 
AktODyR. 
Attwood,  W* 
Attwoody  T. 

Baines,  £• 
Baker,  £. 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Baring,  hon.  W,  B. 
Barnard,  E.G. 
Baraeby,  J. 
Barnes,  Sir  £. 
Barringtoo,  Viscount 
Batemao,  J. 
Beamish,  F.  B. 
Belfast,  Ear]  of 
BeU,M. 

Bentlndc,  Lord  Q. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H. 
Berkeley,  boa.  C 
Bemal,  R. 
Bethell,  R. 
Bewes,  T. 
Blackbonie,  I. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Blake,  W.  J. 
Bleonerhasaett,  A 
BiQDt,  Sir  C. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Bowes,  J. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Briscoe,  J.  I. 
Broadley,  H. 
Broadwood,  H. 
Biocklebarst,  J. 
Brodief  W«  B« 
Browne,  R.  D. 


Bruges,  W.H.L. 
Buller,  C. 

Bailer,  B. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Burr,  H. 

Burroughes,  H.  N. 
Busfield,  W. 
Byag,  Tt.  hon.  O.  S. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Campbell,  Sir  H* 
Cannibg,  rt«  hn.  Sir  S. 
Ca? endish,  hoD«  C. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.  H. 
Cayley,  £.  S. 
Chalmss^  P. 
Ch^Un,  Colonel 
ChapmaibA. 
Cketwyno,  Major 
Chichester,}.  P.  fi. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
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